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jT/ZiB Proceedings in the Trial divide ihemfehes into Eight 
Parts, according to the different Sessions of the different 
Parliaments during which they were carried on. 


PART I. 


contains 

Proceedings FEBRUARY 13, 1788, when THE CoURT was opened^ 
June 14, when it was adjourned: including the Evidence on the 
First Second Charges, and the Speeches of Meffrs, 
Burke, Fox, Grey, Anstruther, Adam, Pelham, and 
Sheridan, on Summing up the Evidence on the above Charges, 


PART II. 

.pRocEEUtNGS/rfl»« April li to JuLt 8,1^89 j /wW«f,EvjD?iKSlt 
. on the First Part Seventh Charge, refpeffit^'Bi^nt.t 
at Presents^ . 

The Speeches of Mijfrs, Burke, Fox, Sheridan, Gretj* 
Anstruther^ R»<^A'DAMj on 'that Subjetl, 

A/rf Hastingb* Petition to the House of Commons complaining of 
Mr, BuRKE’s'Mode of conducing the Profeeution } together with ^tr 
. Debates ikerebni ^ 

Mr. Burke’s JustiEicatorT FEisTle to Mr, Montague ; with 
Major Scotx's Letters in Anfwer j and M^t% Hastings’s Address 
to the Court previous to its Adjournment w July U, 1789. 
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CONTE NST S. 

jRepIus to the Kv ’idence and /Arguments of the Counfelfor Mr» HasTINGI 
by Me. Grey, Mr. Si-ijeridan, Mr. ttTX, Mr^ Taj1{^OR, and 
Mr. Bvwke. ' m . 

Carious Colledion of Burke’s Mufe of Mr. Hastings. 

Debate,in the HciU.jftjf Commons on a Motion for excluding Mr^ 
Burke from the rote^Thanks to the Managers'^ the ImpbaCiI^ 

SUPPLEMENT ; containing the Report frcm the Committee of the 
House ^Commons appointed to infpeit the Lords "Journals in 
Relation to their Proceedings oi the Trial cf Mr, HaSTINCR, tbi 
Circanj/tanc-. s that had conttiiuted to the Duration of the Trial. 


PART VIIL 

Proceedings from January 6 to April 23, 179s* 

Mode of Proceeding in giving Judgment on the Charges again/fA£r« 

Hastings. 

Abstract of the Report of a Committee of the Lords on that 
Suijegl, » 

Debates ajj^udgment of the Lords the different Charges. 

A List of^he Peers who voted on the different Articles of 
^Impeachment ; and how. 

Another {on the Wojh of the Triaz) of the Changes i« iheYlovsR 

’^ef Peers, the. High Court of Justice in Britain, fending 
the Trialef Mr. Hastings. 

Account of the Proceedings of various General Courts of thi 
Honourable UnitedEast-IndiaCompany, heldffom May39i 
1795, to March 2, 1796, when the Chairman of the Court of 
Directors announced the Confirmation of the Honourable Com¬ 
missioners of the Board of Gontroul for India Affairs of 
the Resolution of the Court for granting an Annuity 
to Mr. Hastings of 4000/. ”^I'wenty-Eight Years and 
a HALF/rffw June 24, 1785, in Compensation for his LOtli^ 
Raithful,important Services j as alfo their Coneiirrenci 
^ thu^J^folutien for allevoing him an Indemnification for the 
•CegalExpences Trial. 

Opinions of Counsel^ taken as well by the Court ^Directors 
as by His Majesty’s Ministers, ,«» tbeDompeUmy oftbo Cdira’T 
to mak^ fitchpropofedhum.t&'kiT'i, 

LettJSAS that paffed between Sir Stephen LusHiNGTqNf CHAik- 
MAN the Court ^Directors, and MK HASttuGs, on hi 
^^u^eSt an4 including a Statement -of Mr.Mfk^TJkUcsl 
Himself. ^ ^ , 

AdShe’^s fhm the Inhabitants of Calcutta, September ig 
1705, to Mr. HAstiNGS, on bis AcrmrrTAL. 
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preface. 


F rom tUe moment that an Impeachment of Mr* 
Hastings was agreed on by the Houle of Commons, 
theEDiTORofthe prefentCoMPiLATiONdetermined to mark'' 
the progrefs, and to colle£l, and to preferve every document 
and memorial, in any material degree conneded with a 
Trial fonew in its nature, To various and extenfive in It^ 
relations, and that might probably, in its illue, produce 
the moft important, though unknown confcquenccs. If, 
however, he had forefeen, or could have fufpeftecLeliat it' 
would have been protraded to fo uniifual a length, and 
involved fuch a complication of attentions, he would, pro¬ 
bably, have been deterred from fo arduous an undertaking. 
New doubts and difficnlties of Law and Evidence arofe, 
from time to time ; new feenes were opened; now charac¬ 
ters introduced. Fad was ailed ged on fad; anaVof debate 
and declamation there feemed to be no end. The ta^', JLa a 
word, grew under his hands: but he felt himfclf com¬ 
mitted, and could not retreat. The induftry wkh 
which he has executed this plan will be readily acknow¬ 
ledged. To fome, perhaps, it may appear to ha^ e been 
carried to excefs. But, of moft of the Papers he has 
preferved, a little refledion will difcover fome purpofc either 
of utility or entertainment; and future conjundures will, 
noi'<ioubt, asufual, by opening a wider fphere of relation, 
^onftitute and difclofe new ways in which thefe fugit;^’/ 
pieces may contribute to the inftrudion of the Civilian and 
theHiftori^n, and the amufement of the future Antiquarian. 
To the Lawyer it is a Record of Judicial Precedents, Reports, 
and Decifions. To the Hiftorian it prefents, collaterally, a 


wider field of political intrigue and military operation fha» 
"td entered any formfr period into the Britilh-Hiftor/; 
^ ’ and 
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and to future Antiquaries many interefting Anecdotes rela¬ 
ting to’perfbns who not only make a figure In the prefent 
(hifting feene, bit whofe names may penKrate into times to 
come.. But it is^^t to future Antiquaries only that the 
Pieces here collected, not neceffarily though naturally egn^ 
jleded with the Trial, will appear jnterefting—the greater part 
of them, we doubt not, will pleafe general Readers of the 
prefent times. 

t 

'This Triai, derives ftill higlier confequence from its con- 
peftion and influence on our political fyftem. It has ferved, 
in its commencement, progrefs, and termination, to define 
•the political lituation of this Country with refpect to India ; 
to give greater precifion to her maxims both of policy and 
jurifprudence in that country ; to ajfcertain the line of con¬ 
duct that may be purfued, on various emergencies, by the 
Civil and Military Officers of the Company and the Crown ; 
and on tlif whole, in various ways to confoUdatc the Britiflj 
Empire iy Hindoltan. 

Thus far it is particularly intcrefling to every fubjedt of 
'Britain ; but efpecially to all who have any fliarc in the Bri- 
tifli Government. But it is not either as a gratification of 
Curiolity, a diredfory to Lawyers, a fource of htformation 
to Hiftorians, and of inftrudliog to Politicians and the Exe¬ 
cutive Government in all its branches, that this Trial is 
chiefly interefting—^it poireffes an intereft of a Hind ftill more 
noble and affecting. In a moral yiew, it is ipterefting to all 
^cn, and all ages, to whom a good man ftruggling wifi| 
TOverffty can never be an objedt of indifference—a good 
man, after faving his Country * by the brighteft exertions of 
genius as well as public virtue, attacked by unprecedented 
pcrfecution arid hardffiips. . ' 

For an accoant of the manner in which the cxertiofts of 
his Oonniry, by enabling the KngUih Minifter, as he' acknowledge^ 
to ffl^e the Peace of 1783 j -and alfobf’the intrigues and^alraU th^ gM 
ttirOi; to the Impeachment of Mr., Hastings, See Memoir$of thelau War \. 
under the h«id of 1782.. . 

<. ' '\A' ■ ♦ 



PREFACE, 

Mn i»a^an of geiidc nunncrsi andof?ka 

miftd* 1^1)na his carlieft years hetias bcca devoted 
to ftiidy.aitd w the&m^e of his Coumry* In privatt 
life he has uniformly dtlpayed univerfaflAnetolenceto al^ 
around him, as well as moft exemplary moderation in the 
government of his own padions—in the public charaders 
in which he was fucceflively employed, the moft impartial 
jufticb. His mind, adive and comprehenfive at all times, 
rofc with an elaftic force under every preflure ; and, conie^ 
qucnrlyji his talents and virtues (hone forth with the greated^ 
fplendor in times of diffieuky and danger. In 1778, at a 
crifis pregnant with danger and full of alarm, he purfued'^ 
thofe meafurcs which the impending calamities required. 
In another hemifphcrc, and among Nations governed by- 
other Religions, Cuftoms, and Laws, he maintained the 
Britifli dominion in India, by means exadly of. the fame 
hind with thofe that acquired them, and by wliicy alone ic 
was poifible to maintain them. It has been juftly^obferved, 
on the fubjed of Legiilation, that what is metaph^fically 
true may be in that very proportion politically falfe ; and 
that in all cafes, refped (hould be had to times and cir- 
cumftanccs. Ic could fcarcely be expeded that Mr. Hast¬ 
ings, in circumftanccs.that admit of great latitude of con- 
dud in Europe,’ (hould attempt to weather the ftorm in 
India by an European Compafs. Without violating^ the 
ulages and laws of Afia, he combined and direded a large 
military force for the prefervation of our Afiatic fet* 
elements. 

V 

Th« Confederacy ai Europe* with America, the irruption 
of Hyder into t&e Carnklic, tie flight of Sir Thomas Rum- 
bold from Madras, the fupinen^s ahd imbeotltty of bis 
fucceflbr* in riiat PreSdency, the defeatof the Britilh Army 
under % ffcdor thfe excifion of Colonel 

idl th^ oircciaillfencea of inc^irotddencei dif- 
ftod ditafler, flroek a tempotaty pai%, and, for a 
f jimo, unnerved the heart, and unflrung the anrf. He who 
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imploiifljg cyfr was now turned, •did not difapppint the 
fond hopes and Wpedatiohs of his Couptrynicn. From 
tjie centre of Calcutta an cneigy was diffufed 'thi*oughout the 
whole*bf the Britim fcttlcmcnts in Hiitdoftdn. The (jovef* 
nor-G»eneral difplaycd a dignity and elevatiori of mind that 
feemed to ciiry him wholly outof himfeif, as well as to fink 
every private intcrefl: and concein in the gland piiifuits of‘ 
public fpuIt; and, notwuhl^andingthc very poweiful oppo- 
j^ion he had to encounter, he copduded the War at laft to 
a profperous and gloiious iffup. 

Such IS Mr* Hastinps; whom neither innopence, nor 
•Virtue, nor talents, nor complete and brilliant fuccefs in the 
moft arduous as well us impoitant enterprizc, was able to 
fave froma Profecinion not more furpnzing in us oiigin than 
wonderful in its conduct; which, when ue lefietft on the 
fpirit that didated, perplexed, and piotraded it, may be 
called, inuhe emphatic lang\iage of the Sacred Senpture*^^ 
a Filry Trial ; and ot which it may be remarked, that 
never Tiial fo long piotradcd, or fo completely trium¬ 
phant over fueh a combination of learning, ability, and 
political power. 


The public mind, by the obtrufion of never-epafing af- 
fertion, aided by all the powers of oratory, wasftunned into 
ah ^ppiehcnfion that the late Governor-Gcncial might not 
be found fo free as was geneially wiftied from all ground and 
fhadow of rbproach. Year paifed on afref year, and a de¬ 
gree of fufpicion wa^ followed by a greater degree of ii^f- 
i^^nce to the m.attcr at ilTue. 

'AtUft men began to wonder, th^t where a^cufation v^as 
loud, prtvcyf0iouW be fo feeble : and public opinion, cha^ 
hcep ^h$' give any degree of citdit to ac- 

formed the firil and moft certain prdaget of fiis 
actjjmittaL > *' 

”‘iV ‘ ( *1 ' < It) 1 

^ d^erydoiogi ini human afSidrs is mixed*, iGoodis blended} 
a^dj^pcttds ip fofeienicafin-e''for its very efienceon evilj 
the ways of ^royidcnce, though myUpriopsi are Juft. 



MEMjOlR OF H^ASljlNj^S. 

caufe of,temporary |fili«9:ion has configned the name oi 
_to,immoital honour, by incorporating iis life 
and a^^^wjicb thejoridipal as well as the jjpUticaland mili¬ 
tary Idifljory of hisi^Copiiffy, T^c Charge^ brought againffc 
Mr. Hastings are not now to be confide/^d as mkfor- 
ttines, but as di|Eaqldes that have proved and ennobled his 
virtues. 


WE have here fubjoined a 

memoir of MR^ HASmiSQS^ 

from the time of his firft entrance into public life, in theCivil 
Service of the Hon, Eaft India Company, to the time of his 
voluntary return to confront his Acoufers, and take his 
Trial, in 1785: and thus, having connefted his Conduct 
preceding with his Behaviour during the Profecution .againft 
himf, we prefenc to our Headers, among other oaiticuUi's, 
a General Rkvihw of the Life and Auctions ot^ Warren 
Hastings, hfq. 

rj/'ARRENnjS 7 INGS^ Efq. is defeended from a vci} ancient and" 
lefpeftable family at Daylesford, in the county of Worcefter, 
where his anceftors for many years poflelfcd an eflate *. He wap 
born in the yeai 17^3, and received his education at Weftmnifter 
School, hf this ferainary hcvery early exhibited mat ks ofamorethan 
common genius, and atrracfed the notice of Dr, Nichols, the^Maflcr, 
in a particular manner. His acquiiitions in literature did credit as 
well 10 the preceptoi as the pupil, and viherl he left Wcftlftinftcr, 
he was efteemed one of the heft icholars of that period. 

][iX 1750 he was appointed a\YriJpr in the fep^iep of thoEaft India. 
Qompapy, at Bengal; and foon after ,his^ arrival, ajmlied himleif 
with'great aflidiiity and attention to acquire the Perlikn and Hm- 
doftan Languages, in which he focceeded to fp great a degree, tba^' 
he was ieieaed as the i^propcrcfl; perfoo to attempt the eftabli(hih^,of 
a Fafrory in the irttqrihr jparts of Bengal, where no European had 
hitherto appeared ; and. thoygh thfi fiditeme prqvqd unfucccfsljlh he 
conqiliatrd the cft^cm pf tli#: nat^ives m fuch ^ manner;^ that when he 
was ‘tak^n pnfdnet By trdofis *6f Dowla they me«fed 

their refpe4^ ft} ffipfk Treadkig'hifti with ftiigobr iitexks of liiumnity 
c,nd attention. ^ , 

In 0 thort time, the fortnne of war chained, and SurajaH Dowis^t, 
irlio had alliahd'«ft'tlW40ftfUdioll OS the £i^ijlh4n |hat pan of* the 

" * For a partienUr aveoa«|^ of Mr* Haftiugs’s Fatnik, tsxam&jtti Irom 

Na»h* 8 " Hiftory ^of Worcefterftire,” and the Keconds in the Hexaida 
OIBccj the reader hrelwjRNi to Fart Vin. p. 140, iit. ' 



m, 







KASTl?tfOS*’ 

i of. thci uficerteiittTi ofJbx^ 

the hlghc]l.>rQ^n^e/u|iJc,tp^ 
iril/ery j—-U^.Was ^eh^tsai di^bifqrtodL 4n; 

m . tj?- .Iiave ,a .-WKffi&ji'wOa, .tm849<Sq#oi»/ 

Mip* H^{fang$ ,r0|-5.tl»a , 


iittvt, aria*With a fortune cTttreiis^'mo^^te,. Jia j|;,49.he obt^^njad 
thifeVappoinfraent offecoad iri v^ripcil at Madras^ 

VntU F'ebnsarjr 1772, when he returned'to Bengal,, the JPiWl^ors.. 
Maying named hio) Governor of that Settlement, , /' , ■ . 

The diftrejaSs ©f the Eaft India Company at that periodl ririijojS 
from every fpecie^ of mifmaiwgemenj botli.at home and abroad, are 
too wcli , known to feepure brirdweiliirg upon them. It is fuf^ient 
to obferve, that whcii GoVefnment feized the opportunity of intar^ 
meddling in,their'aflTair^, but one voiee was heard Tcfpefling the per- 
fon in whom the fupremc authority over India (homd be inveHed, 
and this was Governor Hayings, 

In leis than two years the credit of the Company wore an entire 
new face, cofifidence was returning into its proper channel, and^he 
expe^atioii of the Publi$;^.was not difappointed m the meafures pur- 
fuM abroad.I Unfortunatety for the interefts of the Britifli Nation 
in India, the Gentlemen who,were joined with Mr. Haftings in the 
Adminii^ation, Mr, Harwell excepted, carried with them violent 
jjins^udiccs from England, and commenced an oppoiition to his 
plofis and- meafures the moment of their arrival In Calcutta, which 
ce^inued with unremitting violence ontir the death of Colonel 
McNMir This event being fiicdeeded foon after by that of 
Gdhttis 4 . Glavcring, made a very material alteration in the con- 
dtiifli ofvthc leading men of this' Country towards him, and be 
had, the honour of being thrcf times appomred by the'Legiftature 
to rl^ ftipreme Government pf Bengal. 

IVhaps the coridufi of ne^mati- m public life has.ever been more 
iVritiftly fcrvtririizedt niore r%i^y enquired into, or motd fre^^ 
enqinu^t^ upon j a^d, it it^y; .be ad^d, no chiK^dlcr is cooie.piit 
more KrighV&lter theliipuii^Ioh ujfOri'it. If lie has been po«teyf^I|f-. 

he has been^asabiyi^eftndedj; andj^e warmth of liis friends, 
im!!|ttlie candour of the Bimtci have pasce syith the ma^’ 

Ike. of his enemies, t^»c’maiori^-~of the liH de- 

teripipe to remove hisCon- 

-jaeferyc^Of' 


l^ifters peribhaf 
him> but a majority of 






Mr.Sec Dondaa). , _. , 


Mr; Fox; 
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lecked, that*|iis abilities of 'the dtoft fplendid kind, ai\4 lii$ 
intc^r^ tijiqueftionable.-^In confequence 6f this Vote the Cbort of 
Direfti% tbbk into their cb^fidciati^ft thb Jtatc of their affairs, 

and on'tiAs 42d of dctettnined, 'by a ras^oritV of it* to iq, 

that Mr. Haftings fhoiiW'fee rebali^.'*" The pfopiicty of tlii§ raVafuce 
was moit ably and fully dllbd^d hy the Prdprfctdw On the S^th and 
31ft of the fame month, whfen it was deterttiift‘ed by 'ballot that Mr. 
Haftin^ (hould remain m his Ration: the numbers for hijs continu¬ 
ance being 448 againft 75. In confequence of thisjg^cfoiation, the 
.neitt day the vote of reeal Was rcfcinded^by theCourtof Direitors. 

In the month of June {^785 Mr. HaRihgs tetumed from India to 
England, and in the year following was impeached of High Crimes 
and MifdemcAnors. 

Except a fniall interval, Mr. Haftings was thiity-two ycats in the 
fcrViceof the Eaft IndiaCompany, eleven of which he wis Governor 
of Bengal. To him the Eaft India Company were indebted for 
the communication which was eftablifhed between tliis country and 
India by wav of Suez. The trade from Bengal to the Rpd bca pio- 
mifed to be highly advantageous, and could never have affected the 
Company’s (ales in England. A contrary opinion however prevailed, 
and Englifh vcflbls are no longer permitted to navigate to Suez, 
I'he communication was open long enough to convey the Com¬ 
pany’s orders for the attack of Pondicherry; an evene deemed at 
that time, and it certainly was fo, of the greateft national impor¬ 
tance. 


Among other objefts which diftinguilhed the Goveinorftiip of 
Mr, Haftings, was Ins deputing the ingenious Mr. George Bogle to 
the Court of the Grand Lama in Thibet, whoicceivcd him with 
utmoft kindnefs and hofpitality j and a variety of carious informa- 
^011 was procured rcfpefting the Country of Thibet, an acount of 
which was publi(hed m the ♦*Philofophical Tranlidions” by the 
late John Stuait, £fq. F. K. S. Member of the Supreme Council at 
Bengal. 

Mr. Haftings is an admirer and an encUurager of the line arts; he 
excels as an engineer and an archite^l, and polTeflcs no indifferent 
tafle for poetry, as may be feen by the following Imitation of the 
iixteenth Ode of the fecoiid book of Horace, written on board the 
Barrington, in hfs voyage to England in 1785,’ and addrefled ta 
Johh Shore, Efq* **** 

■' Ofiam 

Foa eafe the hkurraf&d feanun prays. 

When equinoAia} xempefts raiie 
- Tllc.Oppe>fi}rrQBnding wave; 

o’er k« hears 


Tbc niaft, and (ee« oj /ear>, 

. jiraiVy MivA 

^ forego; , 

foi ( 14 %, gbld tiaa 

Kor glfhiirwm M Bel/ ‘ 

The cover’d heart, beftow. 
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^or oeither geld not* gems combin’d 
Can heal the foal or fuifering mind. 

iio 1 where their owner lies: 

Fercl]|d on his couch Didemper breathefi. 

And Care, like fmoke. in turbid wreaths. 

Round the gay ceiling flies. 

He w ho cajovs, nor cot ets more. 

The lands his father held before. 

Is of true blifs poflefs’d. 

Let but his mind unfetter’d tread 
Fat as the paths of knowledge lead. 

And wife, as we I as blell. 

No fears his peace of mind annoy. 

Left printed lies his fame dettroy. 

Which labor’d years have won j 
Nor pack’d Committees break his icft. 

Nor avarice fends him forth in (|Lteft 
Of climes berealh the Su 
Short is our fpan; then why engage 
Infchemes for wiiich man’s tianitent agle 
Was ne’er by fate defign’d ? 

Why flight the gifts of Nature’s hand ? 

What wanderer from his native land 
R’er left himfelf behind ? 

The reftlcfs thought and wayward will. 

And dilconrent, att'^nd him ftilf. 

Nor quit him while he lives j 
At fea, Cn>'e follows in the wind; 

At land, it mounts the pad behind. 

Or with the poll-boy drives. 

He who would happy live to-day, 

Mull laugh the prefent ills away. 

Nor think of \yoes to come; 

Fc*. come they wi’l or foon or late. 

Since mix’d at bell is man’s eflate. 

By Heav’n’s eternal doom. 

To ripen’d age Clive liv’d lenown’d. 

With Lacks enrich’d, with honouis crown’d. 

His valour’s wcU-earn’d rased. 

Too long, alas! he liv’d to hate 
His envied lot, and died too late. 

From life’s o^reflion freed. 

An early death iVas Rllioi t’s * doom; 

1 faw his opening virtues bloom, 

And>man]y fenfe unfold. 

Too foon to fade. 1 bade the ftone 
t Rc(;^dhl3 name, 'midft Hordes unknown* 
l/nknowing what it told. 

« 

* Mr. Elliott (the brother of Sit Gilbert Elliott) died in October tyyS, in 
^lis way to Nanpor^ the Capital of Moodeee Boofla’s domipion^, being de- 
pi^wxt on an irpba^ to that Prince by*tfif Gdve^or Oefllsf|l Cpnnqu. 
A mdnnmettt was efifeAed to his metoory 'dp, the y>ot Jn^her* he was l^*;?*^* 
dnd the Miihra||8s'have finoe bu 3 t a town thire, wm6h Is caned Elliott’s 
Gunge, or Elliotti’aToWJi. . 
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To thecj perhaps, the Fates may give, 

1 wifh they may, in health to live, 
Herds, flocks, and fruitful fields; 

Thv vacant hours in mirth to (hine ; 
With thefe the Mufe, already thine. 

Her prefent bounties yields. 

For me, O Smoke, I only claim. 

To merit, not to feek fvir, fame, 

I'he good and juft to pleafe j 
A ftate above the fear of want, 

Domefiic love. Heaven's choiceft grant. 
Health, ieifure, peace, and cafe. 


]VIr. tlaftings, even amldft the buftls of political life, manifeibed 
always a Ibrotig propenfity to iiterary purl'nits ; and among the num¬ 
ber of his correfpondents we find the late celebrated Dr. Johnfon, 
'I hrec letters to him from the Do£tor have been preferved by 
Mr. Dofwcll; who, fpeaking of the condcfccafion with whica 
Mr. Ilailings commuificated to him tlicfe letters, dclin^gates the fol¬ 
lowing ftiort Ikctch of liis cliarafler: “ Warren Bailings, a man 
** whofe regard lefleils dignity even upon Johnfon ; a man, the extent 
“ of whole abilities was c..jual to that of his power; and who, by 
“ thole who are fortunate enough to knowr him m private life, is 
** admired for his literature and tailc, and beloved foi the candour, 
moderation, and mildnefs, of his charatler. Were I capaj)le of 
paying a fuitablc tribute of admiration to him, I fliould certainly 
not withhold it at a moment* when it is- not poflihle that C 
“ Ihould be fufpefted ot being an intertfted llattcrer. Bnt h'ow weafc 
“ would be my voice, after that of millions whom he governed 1*' 

• Jai.uary 1791. 


S K E T G H 

OP THE 

PROCEEDINGS 

OP THE 

HOUSE OF COMMONS 

AGAINST MR. HAStiNGS PREVIOUS JTO HIS IMPEACHMENT 

AND trial. 

T he Eaft India Company is, doubtlefs, at this moment *, the firft commercia. 

ohicA in England; Us amazing territorial acquifitions, that ate computed 
to be little fbort of |oo,oc0 fi^uare miles, and to cuntaln thirty millions 01 peo- 

« 

• This SxETCii was originally wiittcn in the year 178S. 
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muftbe liecefftrily attended wtth a proportirjnablc increafe of trade—-whu-h 
. Kt times* jomed to the djflenfions amongd, afid tnifconduA of its manageo, 
ttothat home and abroad, have greatly eng>ged the attention of the Icgiflaturct 
The power of the cr<Avn has been gradually extended over thefe didaiit tenl- 
tories—and it even airumedthe right of nominating governors ami conncil, and 
of appouiting^udges ;--an arit very extraordinary, it was thought, in its kind, 
•od by which it acquired an imrnenfe fbarc of power and influence. 

But no proportional benefit has hitherto rrfiilte<i to the Company: on the 
contrary, the new eftabfiflied Court of Juftice has pa;d fo little attention to the 
mannets of the inhabit.mts of India, and to the ufagtsof that coiinrry, as to oc- 
cafion the moft alaiming difcoiitcnts among the natives, and great didatistadion 
among the Company’s own ftrvants. 

It was in f.ifl t 1 »e inter:ft of tl>e Eaft India Company,.that their governments 
in India fhonid intexfere as little .is poffihle in the domeftic or nation.i}^ quarrels 
of the Country Powers, and that they fliould always endeavour to l>c*in a ftate 
,-of peace and tranquility with their neighbours. But thtfc maxims of found 
•'jjnb’cy they have noi adhered to ; the j'overnors and fervants of the Eaft India 
Comp.iny have uiiiiecefTirdy, and fametimes very iniquitonfly, embroiled them* 
felves with the Country Powers, and eng.tged m wjrs of a very perniciour and 
indefenfible nature. The wars into wh‘ch they lately entered with the Malirattas, 
,and that enterpriftng prince Hyder Ally, have been afended w'ith an etirrmous 
expence, ant* have been extremely prejudicial to the interefts of the Company. 
By temporary p^ns of violence and injuftice, and f(,rtirti>ntM difiegarding their 
ow.i treaties, they have forfeited the good opinion of the natives ; and by ex¬ 
citing the indignation of the Country Princca agamfl; them, greatly lefl'encd the 
fecuiity of the poiTefTionb of the Company. 

From the danger that threatened the very cxiftence of our cp/piie in that 
part of the globe, foriie time previous to the conthilion of tbel,ite \vo', and the 
fatal ftroke our nat'onal credit might receive from the diftohuion of the Com¬ 
pany, whofe affairs were univerfally looked upon to be in a lucft prccarions ftale, 
the necellity of applying fpetdv and tflVitual remed-es wms *u!!y a -krowledged ; 
arfd the opprefled i-.atives of Jm'i i had at 1. uglh a prol'pi-rt rf relief, 
d^urin'g .1 ntpid fiicceftion of Minifters, every patty had in turn pledged them- 
•fell!*? to e'xcrtboth their own, and the whole lorre and power ot government 
|i)r IRis important eiul. E.uly in lyf’i, two Indian Conin.it'ees weie appointed, 
to enquire into the mal-admin’Uration of the Coinp.inj's .ilfHirs, both at tiome 
and abroad:—the one a fclcJt, the'other a feerct rommitret;—the fi>riner 
compofed of the moft diftingudhed mendiers in opjiofnior.—'he Killer, under 
the management of the Minilter’s cunruiential friends : .and both linTe cun.mit- 
tees continued to fit till the prorogation of Parliament, in November 1781. 

On tlte 9th of April 17S2, Mr. Henry Diindas, the cii-iirnian of rke fecret 
committee, moved, that the repoits of that commitU'C llioiild be referred to 
a committee of the whole Houle. On this occafion, m a fpccch of near thice 
hours, he entered very fully into the caufea ami piogitfs of the c.dainitics of the 
Eatt. Among the former, he infificd piincipafly 011 the imprepiiety of tJ.e 
Company's prefidencies,m undertaking ail t*'eir military operations with a view 
toconqueft only—their breaches of and difregaro to treaties—their peculation 
and fcandalous opprtffion of the natives—and the criminal relaxation that pre¬ 
vailed among the Direftors at home, who were ever ready to connive at the 
gioffeft mifeondudt, whenever it was attended with the leaft temporary gain to 
tne Company. 

lo tracing the operation of thefe caufes, he enumerated a few of the moft fla¬ 
grant aifis of injuftice, treachery and v olcncc, by which not only the Company's 
affairs hsd been bronghtto thfe verge of rum, but indelible difgracc entailed on 
the Britilh name and goveuimriitin India all of which will be more particu¬ 
larly ftated ill the com fe of this Sketch. 

Some days afterwards Mr. Dundas brought forward two fets of propo&tiona': 
Vhe firft, amounting to 45 in number, related to the general fyffeiin of tbeCom- 
psay’a government, and the mircoodu£t of the pcefidency of Bombay}—th'e I'e- 
epnd (ist> compriflog ^4, had for their obje& th« condu£t; of the Prrddency of 
Mirras if adopted by tbc Honfe, it would b« neceffary to ground a 
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erlo^inal profecUtion agamft Sir Thomas Riimboldt and others concerned 
The articles were agreed to, Shd in confequence he moved the Houfe to-procew 
by a bill of pains and penalties, againft Sir Thomas, and others, for breaches oi 
public truft and high crimes and mifdemcanors. ,, ' 

Before the fecond reading of the bill of pains and penalties, it wss ohieredV 
that Sir Thomas Rumoold Ihould be heard in bis defence, againft the Citnet^ by 
counfel, at the bar. The great variety and complicated nature thi jcrimind 
allegations on which the bill was founded, made it neceifaryfor the accufed par> 
ty to enter into a long minute defence. Little progrefs was made therein during 
the fliort period that remained of the fellions of 1782 ; and the unfettled ftate c-f 
public affairs at the beginning of the year 1783^ prevented the Houfe from taki|)'>' 
it up till near the middle of that fcflion. As the ieafon advanced, members he* 
came daily more remifs in their attendance; and at length, on the ift of Julyi ^ 
motion was made and carried, for adjourning the further confideration of tb*' 
bill to the ill of O^ober, by which means the whole proceeding fell to ^ 
ground, and was never afterwards refumtd 
That a bilb the refuit of fuch long and laborious enquiries, a bill introduceJ| 
received, .ind proceeded upon by the Houfe with fo much folemnity, fliould be- 
fullered thus to fall to the ground, is a circumftance bn which we are at a loi$ 
to comment. What impreflion Sir Thomas Rumbold's defence made upon the ‘ 
Houfe, as no qiieftion was put thereon, we cannot poliibly determine. It would ^ 
certainly be harfli and inequitable to prefume the party aecufed was guilty^ be- 
caufe he acceptedofindemniiy without acquittal} and on the other hand, weeau- 
not pionounce him innocent, becaufe, under the circuinftances related, his ac- 
cuferfailedtopiofecutchirntoconvi£lion. The proceeding itfelfhad indeed opc- 
lated asno light pun ihment; and this conlideraiion might probably facilitate the 
pafttiig of the vote by which it was terminated. But by this management, the 
public was deprived of the only intereft it had in the profecution,—-the acquiit.il 
of an innocent citizen, or the example of a piiniihed delinquent. Thug, however, 
ended the tirft attempt made by this parliament to puniih Indian delinquency. 

Recurring to the Brft fet of forty'-five refolutions prefented by Mr. Duijdas> on 
the ifih ot April, 1782, we muftobferve, that they fet out with cftablilhing Ar- 
tain principles ot jiiltice and policy, as the bafts of the government of hJpi * 
they then exhibit many ceniiircs on the Court of Diredors, and the Guvif^if! 
Generab for pnrfuing meafures ruinous and difgraceful to the iiitereil of both 
countries;—and conclude with approving certain inftruiftians fnit in fume piei 
vious difpucheSi from the DircAors of the Company, for promoting the aftain. 
merit of peace. 

One of ihefe refolutions liowever acknowledges, that on the fuccefe of Hyder 
in the Carnatic, the Governor ■•General (Mr. Hallings) gave proof of tftc moil 
important exertions for the aliiftance of Madras, the obtaining of peace, and re* 
gaming the friendihip of the Nizam. 

Thcie refuintions were fcvcrally agreed to by the Houfe, on the 28th of May j 
and in addiiiuu to the general declaration of the fenfc of Parliament, Mr. IDun- 
das faid, he fliould move the Houfe to cone to a ipeciftc refuiution for the recall 
of Mr. Hafliiigs and Mr. Hornby That he was urged to take this ftep by an 
account which had lately arrived from India of an a£l of the molt i 1 :*giant violence 
and oppreflloii, and of the grolfett breach of faith, committed by the former 
againft Cheit Sing, the Rajah of Benares. He entered at large into the nature of 
that tranfaCfion, and concluded with moving the following refoiution 1 
“ That Warren Haftings, Efq- Governor General of Bengal, and William 
Hornby, Efq. Preftdeiit of the Council at Bombay, hawng in fundry m- 
** fiances a€led in a manner repugnant to the honor and policy of tlu< ti dion^ 
and thereby brought great calamities on India, and enormous expcnccs oa 
the Baft fndi.i Company, it is the duty of the DiredldVs of the faid Company 
to piii fue all legal and cffcdtnal means for the removal of the faid Governor- 
General and Preftdent from their refpe£live ofTiceS} and to recall them ta 
Orcat-Britain.’* (5 

jin cpnfequence of this refoltfpon of. the Houfe of Commnnsi the Diteflors 
took the neceflary ftep for carrying it into efTefl) but as their pi oceedtugs were 
fubjeft to a general court of Proprietors, the of Hkttings had re.. 
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rourf? to that expedient, and on the jift of Oftober the order of the Court of 
Wrrdors.was releindcd by a larRc majority.—Th«3 ended the fecond parliamen¬ 
tary attempt to ptinilh li^ian delinquency. 

The fteps taken by the Selcfl Committee, next require our attention r—Their 
reports, eleven in number, took a complete review of the conftitution of the 
B'ld-Indta Company, aixl of the managennent of their affairs both at home and 
abroad, tn their politic*! as well as commercial tranfadtions. On thefe reports 
was principally giouncled the great plan afterwards introduced by Mr. Fox, 
in his bill for the better regulating the aftairs of the Eaft India Company, and 
the charges of iinpe.ichmcnt which have lince been inftituted by the Cuinrooiis 
againil Mr. Hading?. 

General Smith, the Chairman of the Seledl Committee, on the rSth of April, 
prefented ten rclbliitions to the Houle, in three of which it was dated, “ That 
Warren Hadings, and Sir Klijah Impey, Chief Judicc of the Supreme Court 
A^of Uengal, had been concerned, the one in giving, and the otlicr in receiving, 
odice tenable at the plcafurc of the fcrvaiits of the Company, contrary to 
“ th'e tiue intent of the ait of ij Geo. III. and that this unjudifiahle tranfavMioa 
“ between them was attended with circuindanees of evil tdndency and exam- 
pie.”—Theferefolutions being agteed toby the lloufe, an .iddief, was ordered 
to be prefented to the King, to recall liir Elijah Impey to anfwer for his condud 
ill the tranfadion aforcl'aid. 

At the end of the fediun of 17S2, it was fignifieJ from the throne, “ That 
** the confiidtration of the affiirs of tlie Fad Indies would require to be refumed 
as early as poUible, and to be purfued witli a ferious and unremitting at- 
** teiition.” 

Vanoins plans were propofeil, previous to the month of Nwvembcr 1783, when 
Mr, Fox, tlicii Secretary of State, brought foi ward a bill for regulating the Com¬ 
pany the principles of this bill, and the violent debates to which it gave biith, 
are too rcctiit in the public memory to need a recapitulation iit'c.—^Though it 
pifleel the Commons, yet the fecret influence of the Crown operated to its being 
thrown out in the Lords, where it was lejededby a majority of nim teen Peers- 
Thc confequence of this was the downfall of the Minidiy, and a general ivvo- 
lution of the Cabinet. 

Various attempts for a new bill were afterwards made by Mr. Pitt and the 
new Minidry, but failed,^ which occadoned, with other difputes on privilege 
a diffohition of the H mfe of Commoiu. The new Parliament and Admiiii- 
ftration feemed to he friendly to the Company, whofe interefts have been greatly 
injured by their fervants at home and abroad. The Nabobs and K*sj.ihs, and 
natives of India, have been by turns barrafled and defpoiled under their manage¬ 
ment, and many parts of that fine country depopulated. 

A diverfity of opinions dill continued concerning this famous bill ; and a pro- 
teft was entered againft it in the Houfe of Lords by five Peers. Notwithlland- 
ing, however, the regulations of this new bill, it is to be fufpe6tcd, that they will 
prtHfiice no very mati.rijl cffedl, unitfs vigorous meafures be taken to enforce 
them. This bill, like former tines, may be depofited among the aichives of the 
councils of the governments in the Eaft Indies, to lie in oblivion, or be treated 
with contempt. Mere parchment chains cannot bind the hands of rapacity and 
violence. The countiy is too remote for Britain to interfere on every emer¬ 
gency- The coriupt may be bribed, the timid may be threatened into a defer- 
tion iluir duty, whild the moft upright may be overpowered by violence; / 
and, if not lilcoced in that country, be lint home to this, loaded with irons, to 
plead their eiufi- for pretended crimes charged againft them by the cmilfaries of 
the powerful deliuqueiUs, whofe peculations and rapacity they endeavoured to 
teprefsj but whofe riches will Secure them a fafe retreat, and a feat in cither Houfe 
of Parliamtnt. 

The order for the recall of Mr. Haftings, in confequence of the refolutions 
wc have already Hated, were finally fObmilted to by that genllcm.inhe ac- 
ORrdingly fet fail from Calcutta, the 9th of February 1785; and on the 16th qf 
June following, he arrived in London. H 

The d-batci, and very violent altercation to wh*ch the fcveral bills for the 
rigulai.'on of India gave rife—the lemoval of Minifters occafioned thereby— 

the 



( ) 


the new cleftlon— the Weftrainfter fcrutiny, and a multiplicity of other bufincfs 
fo fully occupied the attentioiLof the Commons and the public, as tq make 
them for a time forget the cafe or individuals, and particularly the ccnfdre which 
had been pafled on the conduit of the Company’s fervantl in thf-ir Indian depart¬ 
ments:—apd it was not until the 20th of June, 17 S5, that Mr. Burke gave notice, 
in the Houfe of Commons, ** That if no other gentleman would undertake 

the biifinefs, he would at a future day make a motion jefpeiting thacondud 
** of a gentleman juft returned from India.” 

Mr. Burke’s promifed motion, however* did not take place till Ihe 17th of 
February, 1786, when he moved for a copy of the correi^pondence which had 
paired from January 1785, to January 1786, between Warren Mailings, lifq. 
and the Court of Direitors of the Eaft India Company, including his corref- 
pondence fince his arrival. 

This hi ft motion of Mr. Burke produced a very long delute, that tiirnt-d'^' 
chiefly, however, upon a point of order wdih refpedt to the regiilaiity of the projl' 
ceedings ;—we ihall juft report the fubftance of the debate. -An objedion 
ftarted by the Matter of the Rolls, .ind fupported by Mr. Nichoh, Mr. S. SmiriiJ' 
Mr. Dundas, Mr. Jenkiiifon, the T.ord Advocate of Scotland, the Solicitor 
General, Mr. Young, Sir Gregory Page Turner, Mr. Grofvenor, and Mr. Wil- 
berforce—that the bufinefs of the Committee was to receive charges ami not to 
hear evidence ; for until the charges were received, it wouUl be iinpofllble for 
gentlemen to know to what points the witnefs could be examined} and indeed it 
would not be Id's fo to determine, whether there was really any irrpeachablc 
matter in the different articles which might he produced a.s the ground for the 
impeachment of Mr. Haftings: and confequently it would be ro'fpcuding the 
time of the Committee to make it lit from day to day to liear evidence before iL 
could be known whether fuch evidt'nce would in the end be ap;;’:cab!c lo the 
object of an impeachment of Mr. Haftings. Befides, it would rM*. be Icfs con¬ 
trary to the eftablilhed rule or order of the Houle than of all couits of juftice, 
th.ll accufatiou Ihould precede the evidence ; for the latter was a relative term, 
and ficnified that “ which makes evident or plain.'* On the other nand, Mr. 
l''ox, Mr. Buike, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Ellis, Mr. Wyndham, and nthcr', main¬ 
tained that the Committee, fo far from being rc'trained to the hire receiving 
of charges, was in faft a Committee of enquiry ; for it appeared fii»ra the order 
of the day, that the Commillte was to take into corilbieration the papers 
relative to India ; and by the fjuie order, witnefies were bound to attend, and 
were attending. It would, therefore, bg an extraordinary proceeding, if the 
chairman vfras to quit the chair, and report to the Houle, that the Committee, 
though direi^ted to t dte papers into confideration, had conlidercd none ; though 
ordered to examine wirneffes, had examined none. If the charges ought to have 
preceded the prodinltion of evidence, the gentlemen whoadvanced fuch upolitiou 
ought to have attended to the lloufe fooner, and prevented it by their advice 
from doing lb abfiird a thing, as to order the Committee to examine witneffes, 
and take papers into conlidcrat'on, belore the charges, to whicli they were to 
be applied, were produced. But, in faff, when the Right Honourable Member 
( Mr. Burke ) had moved for the papers, he had, at the exprefs cefire of the 
Houfe, Haled a charge, not efpecial indeed, but a general one, as a preamble 
to each motion, and thus pointed out the particular point to which each paper 
was applicable. 

V Mr. -Burke declared, that, bowing to the authority of the Committee, he 
w'ould, notwithftanding his own objetlion to fuch a proceeding, bring forward 
his charges, at leaft fuch of them as he had prepared. The firft of them was 
produced, and read mcrdly pro forma. 

Upon thi.s it was agreed that the chairman ihould report proerefs, and afi^ 
leave to fit ag.iin. for the purpofe of receiving all tBc charges, and of taking them 
into confideration at a i'nbfequent period. 

April 4. 

Mr Burke, in his place, charged Warren Haftings, Efq. late Governor-Genex^l 
of Bengal, with fundry High Crimes and Mifdcme.nior8} and preibnted to tne 
Houfe fevera! articles of charge of High Crimes and Mifdemeanora againft the 
faid Warren Haftings, which confift of the following particulars ; 

<» I. With 
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I. With grofs inJuAice» ertteUy* and treachery againft the faith of natioaSf 
hiring Britifh foldiers for the purpore of extirpating the innocent and helpl^^ 
people who inhabited the Rohilias* _ 

If. With ufing the autliority delegated to him through the Eaft India Cotll 
i)Miy» for treating the King Shaw AUum, Emperor of Indoftan, or otherwife till 
Great with the greatellcruelty, in bereaving him of conliderable territori j 

and withholding forcfbly that tribute, of 26 iacks'of rupees, which the Company 
engaged to pay as an annual tribute or compenfation for their holding in his 
name the Duannec of the rich and valuable provinces of Bengal, and Bahar> 
and OrtlTa. 

III. With various inftances of extortion, and other deeds of ma 1 -admini[tra< 
tion againft the Raj ih of Benares. This article confifted of three different parts, 
in each of which Mr. Haftings was charged with a ferics of the molt wanton 
ipppreffions and cruelties. He gave in papers concerning therights of the Rajah, 
cxputrion, and tlje fundry revolutions which have been effected by the Bri* 
tUh inffuetice under the controul of the late Governor>Gener^ in that 


Zefnindaiy. 

IV. The numerous and infapportable hardfhips to which the Royal Family 
.of Oude had been reduced, iu confeqUeuce of their conneiftion with the Su* 

preme Council. 

V. With having, by no lefs than fix revolutions, brought the fertile and. 
beautiful provinces of Farruckabad to a ftatc of the moft deplorable ruin. 

V[. With impovcriniing and depopulating the whole country of OuJe, and 
rendering tJiat country, which was once a garden, an uninhabited defart. 

VII. With a wanton, an unji^, and pernicious exercife of his powers, and 
the great fitiiation ot iriift which he occupied in India, in overturning theancient 
cfliblifliments of the country, and extending an undue influence by couniving at 
cxtr.’ivigant contrads, and appointing inordinate lalaries. 

VII. With receiving money againft the orders of the Company, the Aifl of 
Parliament, and his own facred engagements; and applying that money to pur- 
pofes totally improper and unauthorized- 

IX. With having refigncd by proxy for the obvious purpofe of retaining his 
(itu iiion, and denying the deed in pt fon, in dircA oppoiuiou to all thole powers 
under which he aAed. 

X. Accufes him of treachery to Muzuffer Jung, who had been placed under 
hfs guardiaofiiip. 

XI. Charges him vvith enormous e:ftravagance and bribery in various contra£ls. 
With a view to enrich his dependants and I'avurites. 

Thcfe are the principal of Twenty Cnarges exhibited againft Mr. Haftings ; 
oit moft of which he was voted deferving of impeachment by the Honorable 
Houfe of Commons:—the other nine are chieliy connected vvith, and dependant 
Upon the foregoing. 
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Major Scott moved for leave to bring up a petition from Warren Haftings, 
praying to be heard by himfelf againft the -natter of the charges now exhi¬ 
bited to the Houfe againft him^ and allu a copy of thole chargesj which was 
Agreed to. 

The. petition was then brought up, and rea l at the table. 

I^Ir. Burke then prefented other two charges r;luiiig to .1 libel written by 
>-Ir. Hifnngs againft the Court of DirC'-ilors—and the final abandonment of Shaw' 
Allum, on concluding a treaty with the Mahrattas. 

May I. 

“Tfhc Speaker, in coufequenceofthcrelbhitionof the Houfe, called Mr. Haftln^ 
tq Uie bir, who, having heeminformed of the purpofe for which he wasadmittS 
th'cie, obferved, that he was not accuftomed to public fpcaking. and thcrefw 
begged the Houfe would indulge him with the hearing of what he had dr.v®.' 
Xip »n his defc’nce. His memory was not remarkahly tenacious, and as the r«* 
t^.ion or coHtrailKftion of the charges brought againft him required frequtt 
rCicrences to certain documents and papers Decenary to be produced, he flatUi|F 
himlelf th.1t the H lufe would eafily conceive the propriety of his requiMf. 
Thu having been Readily alFented to, Mr. Haftings proceeded to read 
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TRIAL 

O F 

WARREN HASTINGS, Efq. &c. 


First Day. 

WrilN j. SP ^Y, Ft BRU ARY 1 3 . 

H E Houfe met at ten, anti hy 
eleven a melTige was fent to tlie 
Commons, that the Houfe was im- 
tneeliately gi>lng to adjourn to Weflminlter- 
ifal), to proceed upon the trial of Warren 


HaAings, Efq. The meffage was Immediately 
return!^, that the Commons were ready to 
fubAantiaie their chaiges. The Lords were 
then called over by the Clesk, and arranged 
by Sir Ifaac Heard, Principal King at Arms, 
when upwards of two hundred pioccedcd 
in order to WeAnilnAer-ffall '. 



* Previous to tlxir I.ordfliips anproach to the Hall, about eleven o’clocL, her MajcAy, 
with the Piincefles Lb? J-eth, Augulta and M.iiy, made their appearance in the Duke of Ne\y. 
caAle’s gallery. Her Majeify was drefled In a fawn-coloured fattin, be-' I'ear bens pUin, 
with a ve. y (lender fprinklir-g of diamonds. The Royal box was graced vv.th the Luchefs ct 
CJioucefier and the youn- i ilUve. The ladies were all In niotnmg drcAes j a low witn .ea- 
tlrcrs and variegated flowers in tl cir licad-diefi., but nothing fo reinaikaole as to attract pubiic 

attention. 

Mrs. bitzherbert was in the Royal box. . . 

The Dukes of CumlxeLnd, GlouceAer and York, and the Prince o. \/aies, .vna thvir 
trains, followed the Cliaiicdloi. and clofed the proceiiion. ^ 

Upwards ot two hundred t,f the Commons with the Sjseakcr, were in the gallery. 

The Managers, Charles Fox ;md all, were in full drefs. 

But a very few of the Commons were full dieircd—fome of them were boots. Thcir 
feats were covered with green doth—the tell of the building was ‘ oire red. 

Mr. HaAings Aood f®r fome time—On a motion from a Peer-, the Chanechor allo^, as 
B favour, that the Prifoncr ihoulcl have a chairs And he fa. the whole time—but oceafionally, 

when he fpokc to his Couufd. „ . rs 

His Counfel were Mr. Law, Mr. Plomcr, Mr. I?anas.~For the Comm<ms-Dr. Scott 

and Dr. Lawrence; MelTts. Mansfield, Pig&ot, Burke, and I^aglas. 

A party of horfe-guaids, under the command of a lleld Officer, with a Cap .an. s party 

from the horfc-erenadieis, attended daily during the trial. 

A body of three liundrcd foot-guards alfo kept tlie avenues clc.sr, .and a confidcraWe 
number of conAables attended for the purprfe of taking offenders into cuAcdy. ^ 

B 





The I’en j vvtre preceded by' 

Lojd Chaiiccllcr's Genilcmtn Attendants, 
two and two, 

Clerk AfTiftant of tlie Houle of Lords, and 
Clerk of the Pailiaments. 

Clerk of the Crown in Cliancery. 

Clci k pf the Crown in the King’s Bench. 

MaftSts in Chancci^, two an</ two. 

The Juoges, 

Serjeants Adair and Hilh 
Veonian Ulhcr of the fiJack Rod. 

Sir Francis Molynenx, Gentleman Ullier of 
the Black Rod. 

7'wp Meralds. 

Tlie l-oidsi Barons, iwo and two. 

The Lords Bifliops, two and two. 

- ' The Lords Vifeounts, two and two. 

• The Lords Eails, two and two. 

The Louis Maiquiilcs, two and two. 
The Lords Dukes, two and two. 

The Wace-Ecarcr. 

The Lord Chancellor, with his train borne. 

(All in their Parliamentary RoIhs.) 

Tlie I.ords Spiritual feated ihemiclves on 
their Bench, which vras on the Lde on wliich 
they entered ; as they faded the tlirnnc, they 
b^>wsd to it, as if the King was feated in 
it. 

The Temporal Lords crolTvd ov^ci thelloofe, 
and each made a refpcflful bow to the Rat oi 
Majcdy. 

In this proceflion, the juniors of each clafs 
•if Nobility walked fird.} and the feniors lail; 
of tourfe the lad: hdd the mod honourable 
ftstlon. 

As foon as their Lordlhips were feated in 
tl.c I,o\ IT Chamber, rlie Loid Chancellor 
aiked leave f'-'r liie Judge; to be cosered. 

At twelve ttie Court wa-> ofoed, rmd the 
.^etj.'ant at Arms, with a. vt:y audible voice, 
made the ufual prcci?..:;. l'o:, j alter wldcli. 
In old binnr Engiid!, h,, liifi.n.oncd War- 
“ len to c'lnK. Joitli in Couit 

“ to f.i-ve THEF. AFD Ti!V EAtJ, otbi^rv Ifc 
tliC icccf r.it.asics of th.ii ..nd tliy b:Ul Will 
lie fqifelted.’’ 

Mr. Hadings .'mmedl.itcly a;YCj;al .at tl'a; 
L.ii with his t'vo furetiti, j\Ti, Sullivan and 
?,;r. Sumner, and immediatL-ly dtcY(^d on Ids 
t.ne s} v/hen the Lotd Chancellor (ignificd 
that he tnight rife. Ke fcenicd very infirm, 
and much indirpoicl. He v,’as drclfed in a 
p lain poppy-coloured fait of cL-tlics. 

After Mr. Hadings appeared at the Ear, a 
Proclamation as follows was made: 

“ herea& Cliarges of High Crimes and 
I.Ilfdcmeanois h.ave been exhibited by the 
“ Xntghts, Citizens, ar.d Burgefles in Par- 
^ I’ament aiTenibkd, in the name of them- 
“ ft Ires, and of all the Commons of Great 
*■ Britain, againd Warren Hadings, £iq. 


‘4herj agaittft th' not'e-^ 

« th'I’^lg •’he his trial, and tiiey 

t; ina^' come foriTi in order to r.nike good tliQ 
“ faid cliaigcs.” 

Ptocl.smai ion being made, the Lord-Chan¬ 
cellor rofc, and addrelfed tlie prifonei as fol¬ 
lows : — 

“ W.urcn Hadings, 

“ Ycu are called upon, after every cvpc- 
“ dicnt allowance, for your defence. Von 
*• have had bail: you have Ccunfcl. Much 
“ time iillb has been granted you—beconiing^ 
“ well the circumdances of your cafe. 

“ For tlijE matter in the Charges is mod 
“ momentous, and the dates are remote, 
“ lince the occurrences in thofu 'clwi ges al- 
“ leilged againd you aie faid to have betii 
“ committed 

Thcfe advantages you -nad undeidand, 
“ while you feel.—Vou are fo doom tlicni 
“ not an indulgence of ilu-> Houfr;—but the 
“ fail fljim of right—a c'ji'.Ci.irion of nothing, 
“ blit wl'.af you have in common with all 
“ around you—what every Biitiflt tubjeid 
“ may aflt, and every Britilh tribunal mud 
‘‘ .allow. 

*• Comluft your Defence, therefore, in a 
“ manner that may belityour dation, and the 
“ magnitude of the eh.irgcs againd joii.— 
“ F.diinate rightly the high cliaiadtcr of thole 
“ you liaveto anfwtr—tlie Commons of Gicat 

Britain 1—who, at once, peihaps, attach 
“ Kkelihood to doubt—and enfoice authoti- 
“ ty, certainly, on accufatio.i-” 

To whieli Mr. Hadings made almod ver¬ 
batim the following anfwer; 

“ My Louis, 

“ I am come to this high tribunal equally 
“ iiiiprcired with a confidence in tn/ own in- 
“ tegrity, and in thejudice of the CouU be- 
“ foie wiiicli I dand.” 

Thii ce>-emony being over, the reading 
Clerk began toicad the fird charge, and with 
the Cleik AfTidant, Deputy Cjcik o*’ tiie 
Crown, and another gentleman who attended 
as an additional Clerk, their l.ordihips got 
tlwough the reading of fevench-aige; and feven 
anfvvc rs. 

The Marquis of Stafford, when it w'as im- 
pofltble for the Clcik to fee any longer, move^ 
to adjourn to the Chamber of Parliament; 
when, upon motion, the further confidcration 
of the above ttial was put off until ten o’clock 
next morning. 


Second Day. 

Thursday, February 14. 

The names of the Houfe being called over 
by Carter King at Arms and his Affidant, 
the jiroccflion went in the fame order as the 
precedittg day, and being feated In the Court, 

ifc« 
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»hr ume formslities took phceasnt ibeopcn- 
iosi: of the bufinefsj Kttcr wliicli Mi.^ail- 
wis called to the bar with his bail, 
M;. Sullivan and Mr. Sumner. 

'1 he remaining tvvilve charges and the 
anfwers were that re id by the Clerks attend¬ 
ing. It was near five o’ch'd; before tlic 
reading was finlfhed, and the conclufion of 
Mr. ffalllngs’ defence evidently made a deep 
imj)rcfrion upon the .audience.—'fhe Lords 
inin!i..liate>y returned to tlielr Houfc, and 
adjturned •. 


T H I « n Day. 

Fi'HiAY, February 15. 

The Couit being fc.ated, f and after the 
tiliiil proclamation Mr. Hailings appearing 
:t iii 3 bii, the Lord Cliancellor deniraided 
Mi.ti .ippearcJ in behalf of the Cominons to 
fii!>riantiatc the Charges. 

Mr. Burke immediately rofc, and made his 
nhediuicc to the C'juit; and every eye v/as 
at this iTwnr’cnt rivettetl upon him. “ He 
/i<x.d forth, he <rtid, at the comin.ajiil of ihe 
Commons of Gi.at Biitain, as tin. accufer 

AV'.urtn H-idings.” 

Ml. Ilmkt ihtii Bopped for above a mi¬ 
nute, at ti>e end of which he ixiumed, and 
continued his fpctcli for two hours and .i 
half. It w.is gi.ive .aiul 'empci.ate ; but was 
p.iti’.eti'’ r.’u! aiJeding. Lvery cxjiref.'on and 
fentir.icnt v\.is .nj’piop.I.nie j and thoug!i in 
the pioHiels lie led the ignoiunt to tbs mofl 
familial .acquaintance with the oii.’/n of the 
*''lints and the evils of India, he 'Boniflicd 
the moll knowing with the new •afpc'T 
which lie gave lo the wliole, aUer it Ii.itl bc.,n 
lb long .agitated and fo thoioughly dif. ufTed. 

He apoilrr'phiv.cd thetiibimal hcfnic’.viiich 
he ftooil—congiatulattd his toro’i) o'; pof- 
ftffing fo powerful .an inlliuinent <1 juliicc, 
and fo .autlioiilative a e.rncSor of .hI life, 
and hoped that no conaipiions uocid ever 
taint, .and no focleiicj ol fpcc!.a! pleading and 
Old IJailey prevarication be aliij to under¬ 
mine it. 


He Bated, that the fubjefl matter of the 
prefent Impetcnincnt bad been in a couifc <>r 
invcBigation and cn p'lry for neatly fourittn 
years b.,!‘ou t ic Cc^namns of Lnglmd ; that 
the rsfuit w.is, their h.ivlng found ample 
reafon to conchldc, that Mr. H.aBingt ouaht, 
in juflicc to the millions who had jived under 
h.s govcrnmtait in >Via, and in jullice to tlic 
national cliarartcr, which he ajipcarcd to 
h.ave d.fgiaced by his coiuludl in thcejialled 
Ballon of Governor General of India, to be 
put upon his tiial. He then went into a 
general view of the hiflory of Ilindollan, 
and of Its particular IiiB;cry as afTedlcd by 
Englifh enterniize and Engiifh rapine. Hb 
enumeiattd atiddcfcribed the various runks of 
Eriglilli focicty in India, and carried them 
through their fcvcral gradations of wrritcr, 
faflor, junior merchant, and fenior mer¬ 
chant, up to the Bate officers In the fei vice. 
He pafled from tliis to the Indian charafler, 
and drew the piftiirc of a Banyan in the moft 
forcible and glowing colouis. He next went 
into a fliort but admirably drawn liiftoiy of 
the p..oplo, religion, in inners, and 1 evolution* 
of the Genfoo tribes—their divifion into 
calb—the r local religion and prejudices-— 
the iiruption and change made by the Maho¬ 
metan—the itvolutioii acconiplifhed by the 
Tartar Taineilane, and the flow but more 
poi teutons cor.fcqucnces of the Engliffi in- 
ic.id. In t!)c couifc of hhs fp^ech hewoikcd 
up tlic paffions of the Court in fo powcifui 
a manner, wlien lie deferibed the fufteri.ogs 
of t'lc native Hindoos under tlie government 
of Mr. HaBinga, that the Couit lepcatcdly 
called out hear! nr. ar ! At half alitv 
tvzo he concliKlcd his exordium, and brought 
downthc fubjeft to the year 1756 ; at which 
a.'n, lie fald, if their Lcidiliijis would give 
li 11 lr.ave, he would begin to ir.scc tjie con- 
liuiB of Ml. ILifflngs; but beingtlien much 
fatigued, licpi.’ved permillion to proce.dthe 
next d.iy, wbieU was granted, and the Heiife 
adjuUined. 


'* The attend.inceof tlie Houfe of Commons was this ih,y very thin—thenumber of Mem¬ 
bers, for a lew minutes near the cloi“, was 40—tlirough the gieater pait of tiie day, there 
were not so prefent.—Tlic audience, te-o. was compaiatl /cly tliln. 

There were prefent near 80 Tcmpor il I’cers—.and 15 Eilhops, including York and Can- 
teibuiy. , 

f There were prefent, Barons 54—Biffiops 17—Ea>-ls, Marquifles, and Vifeounts 68— 
Pukes 12 —^Judges 9—I’riiKes of the Blood 4—in all^64. 
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FboRTH Day. 

Satvxday, Febkvaky 15. 

The Court being opened with the ufual 
fblemnities *y and Mr. tHallings called to 
•lie bar* 

Mr. Burke refumed his introduiflory ad- 
drefs to the Court. He commenced by ob- 
fervlng, that in his fptech of the preceding 
day, he had thought it necelFary, for tiic prq,- 
eilion of their future judgment, to dcilribc 
at large the fituation and manners of the 
p^ple of India, though that defeription did 
■not tend direftly to the crimination of Mr. 
Haftings. Though he had fpoken of the 
tyranny of their Subahs, Mr. Haftings was 
no farther culpable, in tltat rofpeS, than in 
having followed their fteps with a servile 
FIDELITY-.—he had mentioned thewealc- 
nefs of fomc particular iniVitutions; but 
there Mr. Haftings was only to blame, where 
he had abufed that wcaicnefs in the purfuance 
of isterefted purpofes. This general ftate- 
ment, however, was neccirary to the under- 
ftanding of the fpecific fatls ; which, with 
thdr fubftantiation by evidence, Ihould, in 
due time, be fubmitted to the Court. 

The asra, Mr. Burke obferved, of Euro¬ 
peans firft landing in Hindoftan, was not 
lefs remarkable than it might have been 
^orious, if proper meafures had been pur- 
fued} if the diftoveries of a more enlighten¬ 
ed part of the globe had been communicated 
to its innocent inhabitants; and if the re¬ 
formed Chriftlanity of this liland had been 
properly inculcated. But this unfoi tunately 
was not dene. In the place of friendly com¬ 
munication, the traces of European accefs 
were m.irksd by treachery and rapine. Thofe 
who firft advanced, had undoubtedly to pafs 
• over a vaft river, with the depth of which 
' they were wholly unacquainted; but by 
frequent praftice, a bridge was laid, ‘ over 
which the lame might pafs, and the blind 
might grope their way.’ The aits of plun- 
t!er n.ight Jiavc been luppofed to have reached 
their height under the command of Lord 
Ciive, but \vh 2 n that noblemen returned to 
Europe, it appeared that he kfi an abundant 
crop cf fuccefibrs behind. All thefe too 
were inured to the pra<fticcs of rapine, and 
cnccuragcd to fuch a degree by repeated fuc- 
cefs. tliat there was not a captain of a band 
oi ragged fepoy* wlio did not look to the 


depofition of a Subali, and the plunder of a 
province. 

Mf. Burke then proceeded to illuftrate 
thefe general pofitions, by entering into a 
det.uled account of the tranfaflions in In¬ 
dia, from 1760 to the year 1774, when Mr. 
Haftings retained to India in the charadlcr 
of Prefiddnt of the Supreme Council. He 
dwelt at lai^e on the feveral revolutions 
which tnpk place in tJiat period, when, by 
the intervention of the Company’s troops, 
tlie Sovereignty was transferred from Sujah 
Dowlali to Mier Jarficr, and again fiom 
Mcer jaffier to his fon-in-law, Coffim Ally 
Cawn. In the latter of thefe, Mr. Haftings, 
wlio was then Rcfidcnt at the durbar, had 
been employed. Treachery, he faid, was 
found ncccffary to effefluate the purpofes of 
the Englilh, and therefore the afiiftance of 
Warren Haftings was eirentially requifite. 
He dwelt alfo, at length, on the opprellion of 
Mahomed Reza Cawn, the famine wlricli 
fucceeded, and tlie events in general which 
took place before the appointment of thq 
Supreme Council. But thiough a detail fo 
various and complicated it would be vain ta 
follow him. 

On fpcaking of the apjrointment and cha- 
rafler ot Mr. Haftings, the conduft of this 
gentleman, he fald, had been riiftinguilhed 
foi an adlrerencc, not to the general pi inciples 
which aiftuate mankind, but to a kind of 
geographical morality —afetof’prin- 
ciples fuited only to a particular climate, fo 
that what was peculation and tyranny in 
Euiope, loft both its efllnceand its name in 
India. Tiic nature of things clianged, in the 
opinion of Mr. Haftings; and as the fcamen 
have a cuftom of dipping perfons crofling 
tire Eq,uiNoci ia:., fo by that operation 
every one who went to In dia was to be un- 
BAPTiztD, and to lofe every idea of relia'^ 
gion and morality v.-'rach had been impreffed 
on him in Europe. But this doQrinc, he 
hoped, would now no longer bo advanced. 
It was the duty cf a Brithh Governor to en- 
foree Briti/h laws ; to convil the opinions 
and praftices of the people, not to conform 
his opinion to their praflice; and their Lord- 
Ihips would therefore undoubtedly try Mr, 
Haftings by the laws with wltich they were 
acquainted, not by laws which they did not 
know. But Mr. Haftings had pleaded the 
local cuftoxns of f^rndoftau, as lequiring the 


* There were prefent, Barons 54-S-Bilhops 17—Vifeounts, Eails, and Marquiflbs, 68—^ 
Dukes 14—Judges 9—the Lo:d Chancellor, the Royal Dukes, with the Prince of V/ales, 
cloftd ftte proccftion-o-Total 173; being a greater number titan appeared on any of the 
f»aier 
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coercion of arbitrary power*. He claimed the Soverngns of the dlftrliV, as being con* 
ARBITRARY POWER. From whom, In the trary to the laws of Hindoftan. 
name of all t!iat was ftrangc, could lie deri^, He concluded a fpcech of three hours and 
or how had he the audacity to claim, fuch a ten minutes, by an ajylogy to the Court for 

power ? He could not have derived it from the time he had occupied. If lie liad been 

the Baft India Company, for they had none diffufe, he hoped their Lordlhips v/ould at- 

to confer. He could not liave received it tribute it folely to an anxious w|Ih that 

from his Sovereign, fer the Sovereign had it juftice Ihould take plac| in a caufc, the moll 
not to beftow. It could not have been given complicated and momentous, perhaps, that 
by either Houfe of Parliament—for Jt was everwas fubmitted to any Court. He Ihould 
unknov/n to the Eritilh Conllitutiond* now proceed, he faid, to fubftantiate thefe- 

Yet Mr. Haftingsaffing under the alTump- veral charges, beginning with that corrupt 
tion of this authority, had avowed his rcjedlicn rapacity from which the delinquency had 
of Biitllh AifVsof I’arliament, had gloried in fprung, and proceeding from tlience to tlte 
the fuccefs which he pretended to deiive «thc« branches of guilt, which would appear 
from their violation, and had on every occa- to have been produced from that ruling prin- 
f:on attempted to juftify the cxcrcifc of ar- ciple, both in the internal government of 
bitrary power in its greateft extent. Bengal, and in the other provinces, which 

[Mr. Burke being greatly exhaufted, Mr. he liadfo fignihcantly called his external 
Adam read a letter to tills clTe*^ from Mr. resources. 

Haftings to the Court of Diredlors.] Mr. Burke appeared to be greatly exhaufted 

Having thus avowedly ailed in oppofition by the delivery of this fpecch. 
to the laws of Great Britain, he fled, but in Tlie Court adjourned to Monday. 

vain, for dielter to ctlier l.iws and other ---—- 

ufages. Would he appeal to the Mahomedan Fifth Day. 

law for his juftification ? In the whole Monday, February iS. 

Koran there was not a fmgle text which The Lords having taken their feats, Mr. 
could juflify the powers he had aflumtd. ^urke refumed his fpeech. 

Would he appeal to ilic Gentoo Code ? Therey He faid, that the government of Mr. Ilaf- 
the effort would iilfo be vain j a fyftcm of tings was founded in bribery and corruption ; 
ftriiltr juftice, cr more pure morality, there that his adminiftration was one continued 
did not cxift. It was therefore equal whe- feene of peculation. Nunducomar, a man of 
ther he flwl for Ihclter to a Britlfli Court of higli rank, had become the accufer of Mr. 
Juftice or a Gentoo Pagoda; he in either in- Haftings; but he was foon taken off by a pro- 
Ilancc flood conviiled as a daring violator of fecution for felony. But Nunducomar was. 
the lav/s. If he appealed, indeed, to the not the only accufer; if every thing that man 
prattlcss of the country, it would he granted, had faid of Mr. Haftings had been fcandalouf- 
tliat other peculators and other tyrants had ly falfe, ftill it appeared upon the oath of one 
cxifted before Warren Haftings j but that of the moll illuftrious Ladies, or Princeffes in 
w.as by no means a juftification of his con- Beng.al, that Mr. Haftings h.vl received from 
dufl: on the contrary, as they did not pre- her, or her agents, a bribe of 40,000!. fteiling. 
tend to aft according to the laws, fo they This oath, and this charge of peculation, 
were punilhcd by their fuperiors for afting were upon record in the archives of the Eaft- 
in oppofition to the laws. Mr. Burke here India Company ; but no trace could be found ' 
recited fome inftanccs where ftmilar offences of any anfwer made by Mr. Haftings to a 
bad been punilhed in Officers of ftnance by charge fo injurious to his charafter. 

* When Mr. Burke’s argument led him forth againft arbitrary power, he called together 
all the forces of Truth and Equity—not only the Genius of England, but of all Afia, cla¬ 
morous on his fide—The Koran—the Inftitutes of Timur—the Gentoo Code—all, at every 
idea of tyr.innlcal ufurpation, as ftrong and ftedfaft as our Statutes at Large.—In Ihoit, 
faid he, “ Talk to me any where of I’owcr, and I’ll tell you of Proteftion ! Mention a 
“ Magiftrate, and the idea follows of Property! Shew me any Government, and you are 
“ to fee the propofed intereft of thefe governed!—Power conftituted otherwife is a mon- 
« fter—that is impoflible! — in every fyftem, where there is any notion of the Juftice of 

God, or the Good of Mankind! ’ 

• To aft or think otherwife is biaQihemy to religion, no lefs than uproar in local order ! 
** For Eyery good and perfeft gift is of God j”—and what good gift of God to Man can 

be more perfedl, than the innate idea of Juftice and Mercy—the Law written in oui.> 
« Hearts—the Primum Vivens, the Ultimum Moriens, ^ every being that has the 
<* bqall of rojifon!”^ 

i Ther® 
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There wa? alfo evidence, he obferved, of a 
-iribe of /^o,oool. more, n?ceived for a judg¬ 
ment pronounced by Mr. HaHir.gs, In a came 
wherein ihchaJf-brotHjr of a deccafed Rajah, 
and an adopted fon of the fame Rajah, wcte 
concerned} they both cltsimed the inhciiunco 
«f thedbeeafed, v/hich was of immenfe v.ilue; 
for he had died pofttfled of a traft of land 
equal in extent to all the northern countie, of 
Ingland, YorkiTiire !!K ludwCla 

The fyAem of peculation piirfued by Mr. 
Haftings met with mary eliecks, from the 
integrity of Gen. Clavci ine. Col. Monlon, .md 
Mr. Francis; but it had extended fo far, that 
It could not be concealed fiom ihofc wlio felt 
for the honou’- of tite llritilh name and for hu¬ 
manity. Mr. Haftings knew this, and hav- 
in^treafon to apprehend tliat thcenquliy infti- 
jtiirfd by Parliament into delinquencies on the 
j:o.ift of Coromandel, would at laft reach Ben¬ 
gal, he fuddenly had recourfeto an expedient 
for fcrctning himfelf from the refc.ntment of 
bis conllituents, by making them gainers by 
his peculation. Finding himfelf on the eve 
of deteflion, he paid into the Company’s trua- 
fwry a vaft ftim of nxoney which he had rc- 
Ct'i\ed contrary to law; but then he faid he 
did not receive it for his own ufe, but for that 
of the Company. Howeve-.-, tliere was in tliis 
inftance a circuinftance that feented to contra- 
didl his aftertion, “ Tlwt he had received tlie 
money for the ufe of the Company it was 
this-When he paid the money into the 
treafury at Calcutta, he took bonds for it; fo 
'that, in fa A, the Company, to whom this 
money was faid to belong, v.'as made debtor 
Co Mr. Haftings for the full amount of it. 
On his being queftioned at home by i^c 
Court of Dlrsflors, and aiked why he bad 
taken bonds for monw not his pwn, his an- 
fwer was, “ That lie did not know j ho could 
not tell at that diilance of time (lefs than 
three ye.irs); it might be to prevent the cu¬ 
rious at Calcutta from being acquainted with 
the proceedings of the ftate j that he ought 
not to be preifed now for an account of mo¬ 
tives which he no longer remembered, and of 
vi’hich he could not give any account now, as 
his papers were in Indja.” 

Peculation flept for feme time, v/h!lft Mr. 
Haftings had a majority of the Council againft 
him. But Gen. Clavering and Col. Monfon 
having been removed by death, and Mr. Fran¬ 
cis, harrafted and tiicd of his fituatlon, inv- 
ing Fcfigned, the Council then c^flfted of 
only Mr. Haftings and Mr. Whcler j and the 
former having a carting voice, had in his own 
perion a majority in the Council; or, in other 
'viiwls, the whole Government of India v/as 
"Yeftcd in himfdf alone.—Then it was that he 
rtjrolyedio open anew the channels of pecula¬ 


tion. Six provincial Councils had been efta- 
hUftied for the collection and management of 
thp public revenue } but thcl'c Councils he 
aboli/hed, and in their room cftablitlicd one 
fingle Council, under whofe management was 
placed the adiijiniftration of the wliolc icve- 
iiue of the kingdoms of Bengal, Babar, and 
Orixa. This new Council lie compnfed en¬ 
tirely of hh own creatures and favourites; but 
as it was neceft'ary they (hculd have for their 
Secretary fomu native, acquainted with the 
laws and cuftoms of the ccuntry, he appoint¬ 
ed one who v.ms entirely devoted to him.—— 
Tills was the famous, cr rather infamous 
Congo Burwant Sing. Of'^his man there 
were not two opinions ; all the friends as well 
as the enemies of Mr. Haftings agreeing, that 
he was the moft atrocious villain that Indl.i 
ever produced. The Membcis ®f llie new 
Council foon felt that tlicy wore cypher^, and 
mere tools to this dcteftahL inflrumcnt of cot - 
ruption. This they thcmftlves expreffed in a 
letter, which Mr. Burke read, in v/hich tlicy 
faid that he dived into the ftcrets of fami¬ 
lies, av.ailcd himfelf of tiicm, and had it m 
his power to lay t;is wliole country under 
contribution. Such was tiie confidential 
agent of Mr. Haftir"s. Bcfcie that Gentle¬ 
man had appointixi him Secretary to the new 
Council, he knew the public opinion of the 
man; and yet lie wrote to the Court of Dir 
reftors, that this Congo Sing was generaJly 
fpokenill of,buttliatheknewnoharmof liini: 
He knew, Iwwever, tiiat he was a man of 
great abilities, and therefore lie employed liim. 

Next in infamy to Congo Eurwant Sing, 
and fecond only to hipi in villainy, was Dc\i 
Sing } one of the moft fticcking nionftcrs that 
ever ftaintd the page of luftory.—This Vil¬ 
lain, driven on account of his infamous ad- 
miniftratlon from one important ftation which 
he held, was able to obtain, tlirough lus 
partner in iniquity, Congo Burwant Sing, a 
moft lucrative fituation under the Company : 
he was admitted at a time when he was g 
b-mkrtipt, andowed 2io,ocoJ. to farm the re¬ 
venue of a very large cllftrift. One part of his 
inftrudions was, that he fliould not raife tlis 
rents, or inipofc new tajtcs upon the inlialJt- 
tants; but fiich inftru£tions did not weigh 
much witli a man, who knew that if he broke 
throu'^h them, he was fure of impunity, 
tlirough the powerful influence of Congu 
Bunvant Sing. 

He therefore refolvcd by plunder and rsr 
pine of every fort, to make the moft of his 
bargain. He immedi.atejy raifed the rents, 
contrary tp Ills iiiftruftions:—he threw tlie^ 
people of quality, as well as otliers, into pri- 
fon, and there ni.".dc them give him bonds to 
what amoijint he plcafed, as the purchafe of 
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their liberty.—Thcfe bend, he afterv^ard* put to fatisfy him! Thofe who couM liot raife 
In force.—Firft. he put their cJcmtfne lands up money, were moft cruelly tortured : cord» 
to audlion, and they were knocked down at were drawn tight round their lingers, tiU tt» 
*«< year’s purcliafe, though the ufuaJ price of Aelh of the four on each hand w.as aAiially in- 
Land in that country was ten. The real pur- corporated, and become ^jne felid mafs : the 
chafer was himfelf.—Next he fold the lands fingers were then feparated again by wedges of 
they held by leafe; next the lands given by iron and wood driven in between them, 
the then Owners, or their anceftors, for the Others were tied two and two by the ft^, md 
pious and humane purpofes of providing for thrown acrofs a wooden bv, upon which they 
the lick arid infirm ; laftly, he fold even the hung, with their feet up{>ermoft i they were 
very ground dellincd for the burial of the then beat on tne foies or the feet, till their toe- 
owners ; and this was to them, from the na- nails dropped olK 

ture of their education and religion, the moft They were afterwards beat about the liead 
heart-rending of all their loflcs.—This, how- till the blood gulhed cnit at tne mouth, nofe, 
ever, was not all.—He made ufeof a fpccies of and ears ; they were alio flogged upon the 
pillory, which in India is more dreadful than fiaked body with bamboo c.,nes, and prickly 
death, becaufe it drives people from their cajl. bulhes, and, above all, with fomc poifoiieus 
Tliofcwhohavelxendilgracedbythispillory, weeds, which were of a moft cauilic nature* 
no matter wlicther with or without juft caufe, bin nt at every touch. - The ci ueity of 
are, as it were, c\ct'mmun!catc'd; tliey are ^be monftcr who h.id ordered all this, had 
dilowRed by their own tribe, my, by their connived how to tear the mind as well as 
own neareft rclat'ons, nndaredrlvtn into the *be body ; he frequently had a father and fon 
fociety cf the ouicafts of all focUty. This tied naked to one another by the feet and 
pillory Is a iullock, witha drum on each fide, •'‘''ins, and tlien flogged rill tlie Ikin was to.a 
and the perfon who is once feated on it, is the flclh ; ar.d he had tliedeviUlh fatif- 

evsr after difgraced and degraded, he and all to know that every Mow miaft hurt; 

Iris polieritv. Devi Sing had this tremendous for if one etc.qjt-d the f.;n. Iris fenfihility was 
buUock walking througli the villages; at his wounded by the knowledge., he had that the 
anproaihthe iiiliabitants all fled : and fo gc- blow had lalien uison his father s the fame 
ncral was their dclVrtion of their- habitations, torture was felt hy the father, when he knew 
that an Eiignibrnantr.:vdlcd r e miles without ‘bat every blow th it iiiiilixl Itim lud fallcti 
feeing a fii-e, or a ligiri in any lioulo. ujjon his fen. 

The poor Ryots, or hufh.'’-iidmen, were The treatment of the females could not b* 
treated in a manner that would never gain be- deferibed:—dragged forth from the imnoll 
lief, if it was not attefted hy the recoids of the rcceffes of thJr houfea, which the religion of 
Company; aitd Mr. Burke thouglit it neccf- the country had made fo many fanecu'iries* 
fary to apologise to their Lordfliips for the hor- theyvcerc expoled naked to public views 
rid rdation, with which he would be obliged the virgins were carried to the Ccui t of Juf- 
to harrow up their feelings: the worth.y Com- tree, vdierc they might naturally have lookei 
mifiloner Patterfon, w!io had authenticated for proterf^irn ; bat now they k-oke<l for it 
the particulars of this relation, had wilhed in v.i:n ; for in the face of the Miniftus cf 
that for the credit of human nature, he might'-rjuftlce. In the face of the fpeftators, in tlio 
have drawn a veil over them; but as he had lace of the fun, thofe tender and modeft vir- 
been fent to enquire into them, he miift, in gbis were brutally violited. Tlie only dlffe- 
difeharge of his duty, ftate thofe particubrs, between their treatment and that of 

however ftiocking they were to his feelings, ‘beb- mc't’ers was, that the former were dif- 
The cattle and corn of the hufbandmen were honoured .n the faceef day, the latter in tbs 
fold forlefs than a quarter of their value, and glccmy recelfes of their dungeons. Other 
tlielr huts reduced to afltes ! the unfortnn.ite fi-^riales had the nipples of their breafts put 
owners were obliged to borrow from ufurers, in a cleft bamboo, and torn olf. Wliat mo- 
that they might dlfchargc theii bonds, which «iclty in all nations moft carefully conceals, 
had unjuftly and illegally been extorted from this monfter revealed to view, and confumed 
them while they were in confinement; and by flow fires; nay fome of the monftrous 
fuch was the determination df tlie infemaf tools of this mcaifler Devi Sing had, horridt 
fiend, Devi Sing, to have thofe bonds dif. to teU! carried ilieir unnatural brutality fo 
charged, that the wretched hufbandmen were far as to d^k in the fourcs of generatien 
obliged to borrow money, not at zo, or 30, and life *. 

or 40, or 50, butat six HUNDRKDper cent. Here Mr. Burfce dro^Jed hifi head upo» 

*• In this part of his fpeech Mr. Burke's defcriptlons were more vivid—more harrowing^. 
Md mare horrific—than humao utterance on either fift or fancy, perhaps, ever formed be- 

fore. 
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h!s liands a few minutes; but having reco¬ 
vered himfelf, faid, that the fatliers and liuf- 
bands of the hapl^s females were the moll 
harmlefs and mdnftrinus fet of men. Content 
with fcarcely fufiicUnt for tlic fupport of na¬ 
ture, they gave almoll the whole produce of 
their labour to the laO-India Company : 
thofe hands which had been broken by pci- 
fons under the tfimpany’s authority, pro¬ 
duced to all England the comforts of their 
morning and evening tea j for it was with the 
rent produced by their induftry, that tlie in- 
veftments were made for the trade to China, 
where the tea wluch we ufe was bought. 

He then called upon their Lordfliips to 
prevent the effects of the Divine indignation 
upon the Britilh empire, by bringing to 
juflice the man who could employ fo infernal 
an agent. Thofe wretched hutbandmen 
would, with thofe (battered hands lifted up 
to Heaven, call down its vengeance upon 
their undeers : he conjured their Lordlhips 
to avert that vengeance, by punifhlng them 
who had fo grofsiy abufed the power given 
them by this country. 


Mr. Burke was here taken ill; but he foon 
recovered, and was proceeding, when he 
^vas feized with a cramp in his ftomach, and 
was difablcd fiom going on. He was foon 
rcLcvcd from his pain, but was too exhaufted 
to be able to proceed. 

Lord Derby, on a nod from the Chancellor 
and tlie Prince of Wales, went to Mr. 
Burke} who, yielding to his Lordfhip and 
other fi lends, agreed to defer the reft of 
his fpcech till next day. 


Sixth Day. 

Tuesday, February 19. 

After the ufual ceremdtties, Mr. Burke 
rofe and proceeded upon the remaining part of 
the charges. At the conclufion, he made a 
moft fclemn appeal to the honour, the dignity, 
the juflice, and the humanity of the Court, to 
enter impartially into the great caufe which 
was before them, and to determine accord¬ 
ingly *. 

Mr. Fox rofe, and Bated to their Loidfiiips, 
that he was dlieclcd by the Committee to 
fubinit to their Lcrdlhips, that it was their 


fore. The agitation of moft people was very apparent—and Mrs. Sheridan was fo over¬ 
powered, that (lie fainted. 

On the fubje£t of the Minifters of thefe infernal enormities, he broke out with the fineft 
animation! 

“ My Lords,” exclaimed Mr. Burke, “ let me for a moment quit my delegated charac- 
“ ter, and fpcak entirely from my perfon.^! feelinr.s and cenviftion. I am known to have had 
much experience of men and manners—in aftivc life, and amidlk occupations the moft va- 
** rlous !—From that experience, I now proteft—I /levrr knew a man who was 6a fit for 
“ fcrvice that was good! There is always feme dlfqu.tlifying ingredient mixing and fpoiling the 
** compound ! The man feems paralytic cn that fide' His mufclcs there have loft their very 
“ tone, andcharaftcr !—'They cannot move! In fhort, the acccniplifhment of any thing goo<!, 
is a phyfical impoifibility for fuch a man. Tlicre is decrepitude as well as diftortion—he 
COULD KOT if he would, is not ipoie certain, than he would not, if he could I” 
Shocking as are the faSs which Mr. Burke related, and which he fays he finds recorded in 
the account taken by Mr. Patterfon, who was appoiatecl Commifliooer to enquire into the 
circumftanccs of this dreadful bufinefs, and of a rebellion which took place in confeqnence, 
Mr. Burke fays, of tlie abovementioned cruelties ; cur readers mutt fee that Mr. Haftings 
cannot be refpohfibie for them, unlcfs it (hall be proved that he was privy to, and counte- 

r nced the barbarities. 

* “ I charge (cried he) Warren H.sftings, in the name of the Commons of England, 

** here affembled, with High Crimes and Itllfdemenncrs '—I charge him with Fraud, Abu(e, 

*♦ Treachery, and Robbery I—I charge him with Cruelties unheard-of, and Devaftations 
almoft without a name' —I charge him with having fcarcely left in India—what will 
** prove Satisfafllon for his guilt!” / 

“ And now, (added he, in language which faintly heaiing, wc almoft tremble to convey) 

** and now, (added he) laddrcis myfclf to this Alicmbly, with the moftperfeft reliance on.. 
. ** the Juftice of this High Court. Amongft you, 1 fee a venerable and Religious Band, 
wlwfe province and whofe duty it is—to venerate that Government which is eftabllihed 
** in piety and mercy. To them, what muft have been the principles of Mr. Haftings ? 

“ Amongft you, I fee the JdBgos of England, the Deliverers of Law founded on equal 
* Juftice. To them, what inuft have been the' Ufurpations, the Tyranny, the Extortions of 
Warrai Haftings ? 

“ Amongft you, I defery an illuftrious and virtuous train of Nobles—whofe ForefathBrs 
** have fou^t and died for the Conftitution 1 men who do even Icfs honour to thdr Ctuldren. 

“ tliail 
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nientloQ to proceed article by article^ to ad¬ 
duce evidence to fobftantiate each charge, then 
to hear the prifoner’s evidence and defe^c^ 
and afterwards to be at liberty to rqilyt 

The Lord Chancellor called upon Mr. Law, 
fenior Counfel for Mr. HaAings, to know 
whether this mode would be agreeable. Mr. 
Law anfwered—No; upon which his Lord- 
thip obferved to the Committee, that as it was 
his wi(h that fubftantial juAice might take 
place, he Ihoukl be glad to know the reafons 
which induced tlie Right Hon. Manager, and 
the Committee, to call upon the Court to 
adopt that mode. 

Mr. Fox rofe, and Aated to their Lord- 
Ihips, that the modepropofed in fuch a com¬ 
plicated cafe was adopted to avoid obfeurity 
*—to place the various qucAions in fuch a 
clear point of view, that theirLordIhips miglit 
with the greater eafe determine fc$iaiim 
upon the refpeftive merits of each aitiele of 
impeachment, 

Mr. AnOruther fpoke to the fame effeft. 

Earl Stanhope dcfired to know whether the 
fame cliarges were meant to be brought for¬ 
ward in various Aiapes, and whctlier the fame 
evidence was intended to be adduced in fup- 
port of tliem ? 

Mr. Fox replied, that he had feen too much 
•f this profecution, not to know, that all the 
charges were made upon different grounds 
diAinA in their nature and qualities, and re¬ 
quiring a different fyAem of evidence to fup- 
port tliem ; although it might fo happen in 
the progrefs of the buAnefs that the fame 
evidences might be neceffary to fubAantiate 
their charges. On his part, and on tite part 
of the Committee and the Houfe, he had no 
heAtation to declare that they meant to avail 
themfclvcs of no fubterfuge} they meant to 
bring the charges plairJy, clearly, and com- 
pleatly home to the prifoner. There were 
fcveral precedents of the kind, particularly the 
impeachment of tlie Earl of MacclesAeld and 
the Earl of Stafford. 

Earl Stanhope being fatisAed with this ex¬ 
planation—•the Lord Chancellor "Called upon 
Mr. Law for the reafons on which he fup- 
potted his objcAion. 

Mr. Law enteied into a moA elaborate ar¬ 
gument to prove that it Would be incbnfiAcnt 


with tt^ rules of juAice to fuller the {nnlbcu- 
tion to prccsed in the mode propofed by Mr. 
Fox. Fie cited the cafe of Arclibifltop Laud, 
and was very urgent up prove that alltliccaibs 
in which impeaclunents had been determined 
article by article were by conlent of tlie party 
under profecution. In the warmth of his 
for Mr. HaAings, he ^Iropped a few words 
which reAeCled upon Mr. Hurke, tor the 
harAt and cruel manner in which he had open¬ 
ed the profecution. It was fimilar, he 
to the proceedings againA'Sir Walter Raleigh. 
He was going on, when 

Mr. Fox refe and faid, Itc was command¬ 
ed by the Committee, not to fuffer fuch 
grofs and indecent liberties to be taken''in a 
cafe where the Commons of England wese the 
profecutors. 

Mr. Law faid A few words, and fat dovim. 

Mr. I'lomct followed him; and Mr. Dallas, 
in a very long and excellent fpeech, cnclaa- 
voured to draw the analogy between the prad^-, 
tice of the common law in the Courts be¬ 
low, and that mode which ought to prevail 
in the prefent inAance. He combated the 
precedents whicji were drawn frem the trials 
of the Earl of MacclesAcld and Loid Staf¬ 
ford, and aAerted, that to try each charge 
and determine upon it, would, as a neceAaiy 
confequence, lead to delay, conAifion, usd 
perplexity. 

Mr. Fox replied to the three Counftl in a 
fpeech that took him an hour and a half, in 
the courfe of which he attempted to confute 
every arguntent which they had urged, and’ 
to fhevi', that neither the pro&cutvrs could 
dbtain juAio;, the prifoner have a fair-hearing^ 
or the Court difeharge the duty which they 
owed to their country and to mankind, uniefs 
the charges were faparated, and the detor- 
mination of the Houfe obtained upon each of 
them. 

Mr. Fox having finiflied, the Lords imme¬ 
diately withdrew to their 1-loufc, and adjbum- 
cd the Court to Friday. 


Skvxnth Day. 

Friday, Fkbruabx zs. 

The Court was this day crouded to a 
degree beyond any thing we had hi- 


<< than tliofe Children do to them—who are here aAbmbled to guard that CenAitution which 
they have received. Fiona them, what mUft the Violator of all Forms ajid CoiUtitutions 
“ defervei ^ 

“ With one voice they will encourage this Impeachmeht, wluch 1 here folemttly mtdntaln. 
“ 1 Impeach, therefore, Warren HaAings, in the name of our Holy Religion, which he has 
difgraced.—I Impeach him In the name of the Engiilh ConAitution, which fcehasviolatetf 
and broken .—1 Impeach him in the name of* Indian Millions, whom he has lharificed ih 
InjuAice.*^! Impeach him itithe name, and by thebeA rights of Human Nature, which he 
M has Aabbed to the heart. And I coiy ure this High and SaCiedCeurt to let tteie pluidi^ 

V he heard iiivflilB r' < » 

0 diert* 
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jeltetto The expefled dccifion of 

Ihc Hottfe of Lords * refpcding the toim of 
proeecding, and the opening of the firft 
charge by Mi. >'fx,*weic tlie apparent 
caufes of the general anxiety. 

The ufiial folemnities being over, the Lord 
Chancellor addrelled the Committee.—— 
•• Gentlemen of th| Houfe of Commons, 
the Houfe of Lords have otdered mo to ac¬ 
quaint you, that tlwy have made the follow¬ 


ing order “ To hear the wnot t Evidence 
“ in fupport of ail the Charges of Im« 
“^jeachment, and thkn to 1 « tlw Dofen- 
“ dant enter on his Defence.” Upon which 
Mr. I*ox rofe and faid, “ My Lord-., the 
Committee beg leave to retire for a lew' 
minutes, to confult in what manner they 
“ (lialt proceed.” 

The Chancellor nodded his alTint; and 
the Committee withdtew. They wue out 


* The Lord Chancellor h.ad opened this bufinefs on the preceding day in the Hotife of Lords, 
and in a fptichoi tontidti.ahlc length given his opinion: he was followed by the Lorda 
Stanhop.:, Coventry, AhmgJon, Loughborough, Richmond, Stormont, Derby, Grantlcy, 
Carlitle, and Puke of Noi folk, 

The Lord Stanhope concluded his fpeech with moving, 

That the Maiwi-crs for tlio Commons of Great Britain be direfted neither to proceed 
•* upon the whole ot the Chaiges, nor upon their Accufations, Article by Article, but » 
“ proceed upon the ci iminating Allegations one by one.”—Withdrawn. 

<iueftion was afterwasds put, to agree with the Propolition as Bated by the Manager^ 
Ibr the Commons. 

Contents — 33 Non-Contents - - 88 

Queftion—“ That the Managers for the Commons he direfltd to proceed upon th& whole 
* ot the Charges, before the Prifoner be caiLd upon lor his Defence.” 

Carried in the afUmvilve without a divificn. 

Againft this dctei nunation, however, the following Proteft was enteied on the 
Lords’ Journals 

DISSENTIENT, 

»ft. Bccaafe we hold if to be primarily eficntlal to the due adminillratjon of juftice, that 
»’>cy who are to judge have a full, clear, and diBinft knowledge of every part of the queftion 
c: T/hicii they ate ultimately to decide; and in a caufe ol fuch magnitude, extent, and 
va''ctv, as the prefent, whctc iffue is joined on arts done at times and piices fo diilant, 
and w.th ndationto p^ifoos fo difFctenr, as well as on ciimes lo difciim.nattd fiom each 
other by their natuic and .tendency, we conceive that fuch knowledge cannot but with 
bVi’cme difhculty be obtained without a feparate coiifidcration of tlie feveral at deles 
.ibltCfl. 

ad. ncciufc wc cannot wirh equal facility, accur.icy, and confidence, apply and compare 
the c 'idcncc adduced, ard more efyeci «lly the arguments urged by the piofccutors cn ons 
iM". .md the defendant on the ochwi, if the whole chaige bu made one cauft^ if the 
K. .il jrtirlcs be hc<iid in the nature of fepaiate caufes. 

•’d. B(c.iUfe, admitting it to be a clear and acknowledged principle of jufticc, that tb« 
dc^vudirt igainft a c.imirdl accufation fltould be at libetty to make his defence in fuch form 
a'ld iTi.innor as lie ftiall deem moft to hia .advantage; wc are of opinion, that fuch principle 
Is Old/ true fo far foith as the ufe and opuation thereof ftiall not be extended to defeat the 
»nOs of jt'ftlcc, or tocrer-te difficulties and delays equivalent to a direfl defeat thereof; and, 
bccaufe we arc of opnion, that the propofitlon made by the Managers of the Houfe of 
(‘‘.yamons, it ft had been agiced to, would not have dqjrived the defendant in this piofccv- 
t vn, cf the fair ..n<l .allowable Lji cfit of fuch principle taken in its true fenfe; inafmuch as 
i' tended onl^ to ob'igo him to apply his defence fpccially and diltinflly to each of the diftlnf.! 
ard feparate articka of the Impeachment, in the only mode in which the rcfpeftivrf mcilta 
of the ^h.-ige and of the d-^cncc can be accuiatJy compared and determined, or even retained 
io t)>e memory, ard not to limit or reftiain him in. the form and manner of conftiaiding, 
cxp'j'ning, 01 eftallhliing his defence. • 

A*-!,, tH caufe, ir the cafe of the Earl of Mlddlefex, and that of die Earl of Strafford, .ind 
•the. cafes of much lefs magnitiijle, extent, and variety, thin the prefent, this Houfe has 
<1 reeled tiie proceedings to be according to the mode now propofed by tlu Managers on the 
fxircof the Commons. 

^th. BecauL, ev'cn if no precedent had exifted, yet, from the new and diftipguiftiing 
%h<.ui»ftance3 of th; pufeat cafe, it would have been ffie duty of this Houfe to adopt «he 
».'{> mode of pioecedmg, wliich, founded on ftmpUcity, can enfure pufpicuity, and obviate 





tan minutes j after which they return¬ 
ed, and took their places in Court. 

Mr. P'ox then informed their Lord(hf)}S, 
that the Managws appointed by the Houfe 
of Comnnons to conduft the profecution, 
chaarfuUy fubmitted to the decilion of their 
Lordlhips, confident as they were, from a 
iconvidtion of the goodnefs of their caufe, 
that let the proceeding take almoll any 
cotirfe, moft convenient and moft advan¬ 
tageous to the prifoner, it was next to im- 
pofTible that they fhculd not fucceed, and 
fail in their Impeachment. He faid, lie felt 
a peculiar pride in Handing before that an¬ 
cient tribunal in the charafler in which he 
thea had the honour to appear, viz. that of 
one of the Managers of a profecution voted 
by the Repiefentatives of the People, in the 
name of all the Commons of Great Britain. 
Wlicn he faid, he felt a pride on the occa- 
fion, no man would fuppofe he meant any 
. perfcnal vanity, but that proper pride wliich 
every Britifn fubjett, of every degree, muft 
naturally feel, in having fo ftriking an ex¬ 
ample, that what was called the Lex et 
Confuelud} Parliamenli, the bulwark of the 
liberties, rights, and privileges, and of every 
tiling that was dear to Englifhmen, had 
P'ovidcd fuch a means of bringing criminals 
of the liigheft order to public trial, and, if 
found guilty, to condign puniihment. He 
filtered into a difeuflion of the nature and 
meaning of tlic J^x et Confuetudo Parliameati 
(the law and ufage of Parlian',ent), and af- 


ferted, that it was cceval with our Conftitut 
tion, and that it was, if rightly conlider^, 
of Hill greater importance than the common 
hw of England, or |iren the written or Ha- 
tutory laws of the Kealm, He explained 
this by Hating, that the Lex et Cmfumd» 
Parliamenti was fuperior to every other fpe- 
cies of law, ftnee it w|s paramount b> aU— 
it judged the Judges, and put thofe upon 
their trial who could not be otlierwife tried 
at all. Having very elaborately defined what 
the Law of Parliament was, and by a va¬ 
riety of arguments manifeHed its ferlous .hn-* 
portance and great utility, lie faid, notwlth- 
Handing thefe fads were matters of noto¬ 
riety, and notwItliHanding that recourfe had 
been had to the Law of Parliament on a 
number of critical and preifin^ occafions, 
there were feme peifons v/ho had lately, 
thought projier to affed an ignorance of the 
exillcnce of the Lex et Confuelado Petrliitdis^tjy 
and to treat it with no fmall degree of kVt^* 
and contempt. Having tal:en occafion to 
alTign this rcafon for his illufiration of a 
fubjed wliich, lie faid, could not otherwife 
have rcqui’'ed a iyllable from him to explain 
to their Lordlhijis, who muH necefiarily he 
as fully fenfiblc of the meaning and impor¬ 
tance of the Law of Parliament as himfelf, 
lie reminded the Court, tliat the pirHenc Im¬ 
peachment was brought forward under cir. 
cnmHances that diHinguifiied it from every 
other Impeachment, and gave it a degree of 
luHrc and dignity that liad not belonged to 


6th. Becaufe we conceive, that the accepting the propofel made by the Managers would 
have been no Icfs ennfonant to good policy than to fubftantial juHicc, fince by policing 
the acknowledged right of preferring their articles as fp many fiicccflivc Impeachments, the 
Commons have an undoubted power of com]ielling this Houfe in futiine virtually to adopt 
that mode which ttiey now recommend; and if they ihould ever be driven to Hand on this 
extreme right, jealoufies rpnft unavoidably enfue between tlic two Houfe,, whofe harmony 
js tlie vit^ principle of national profperlty ■, public juHice muH be delayed, if not defeated j 
the innocent might be liairafled, and the guilty might efeape. 

7th. Bccaufe many of the reafons upon which a diifercat mode of condufiing tlieir 
profecution has bpen impofed upon the Commons, as allcdgcd in the debate upon this fubjeA) 
appear to us of a Hi/1 more dangerous and alsifming tendency than the meafure itfijf, for- 
pl'much as we ca.inot liear but with the urm*^ aftoniilimcnt and qpprehenfion, that 
Supreme Court of Judicature is to be concluded by the inHituted rples of the pradiceof 
inferior Courts; and that the Law of Parliament, which we have cvei’ confidered as recog¬ 
nized and reverenced by all who refpe£h^ and underHpod the laws and the conHitutiofli of 
tin's country, has neither form, authority, nor even exlHence j a dofirine which we conceive 
to Hrike diredlfy at the root of all parliamentary proceeding by ipiiieachment, and to be, 
equally deHruflive of the cHablifiied rights of tlie Commons, and of the criminal jurlfdic- 
tion of the Peers, and confequcntly to tend to the degradation of both Houfes of Patiiament* 
to dlmtpiih th6 vigour of public jul^ic^ and to fubvert the fundamental principles of the 
ponHltution. t ' 
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any feigner profecutlon of a fimilar fort.—• 
Their Lord/htps would recoUcdf, that moft 
if not aA of the ancient Impeachments had 
Stated on a fud^un, in a moment of 
pa^ rage and fury, and had been uniformly 
brought forward by the triumphant fide of 
the Houfe of Commons, viz. by thofe wlw 
took the lead there, aj^d wcie at the head of 
the majority; In the prefent inftance, far 
. diffbrent h.id been the origin, far different 
the comple£tion and progrefs of the profe- 
CUtion. After many years of laborious in- 
v^gation and enquiry, upon full and ma- 
turnconvidion, in a deliberate manner, and 
free from heat or indignation, or any impulfe 
of the moment. Charges of High Crimes 
and Mifdemeanoi s had been exhibited againll 
Warren Haftings, Tfq. in the Houfe of 
Commons, by thofe who were well known 
to forma patty; weak, indeed, in point of 
weight or authority compared to th.'t party 
which was the triumphant one, and which 
did pofllfs every poflilSie degree of weiglit 
' and authority in that Houfe. Long ufed to 
difputcs and contofts, the two parties had 
carried on a political warfare in P.arliamcnt 
with great acrimony for feme time; but fiich 
was the conviflion produced by an invefliga- 
tion of the chatt^e,, and a fair dlfcuffion of 
their contents, that to the immortal honour 
of the Houfe of Commons, .and to the glory 
of the country, both parties met upon the 
fubje£h,'anH, fot^etiing all former .animofi- 
ties, conlentcd to unite In putting a perfon, 
. who appeared to them to have committed 
various iiigh crimes and mifdemcanors, upon 
liis trial before (hcii Lordiiiips; thereby ma- 


hifefiing to Indi.a, and to all the world, tliat 
Britilh juflice never forgot nor difregatded 
th#grievanees of any defeription of perfons, 
however diftant their fituacion, who were in 
any^degiee entitled to its protc6Hun. Mr^ 
Fox dilated on this idea at fome length *, and 
fliewed the difinterefiednefs of the Houfe of 
Commons colleAively, 'and its Man.tgers in 
particular, in bringing forward the ptefent 
Impeachment, fince It was not poffibla for 
them to derive any benefit or advantage froin 
thofe whofe wrongs they wiflted to redrefs, 
and the author of whofe injuries, if he fhould 
be fo found, they hoped to bring to a julf 
and merited punilhment^ \ 

Having very fully d^uffed thefo particu> 
lars, Mr. Fox proceeded to open the charge 
that he had been ordered to bring forward 
and explain to their Lurdlhips, viz. the 
Benares charge. 

He began by narrating briefly and perfpi- 
cuoufiy the hiflory of the diltriA of Benares. 
It w.is gr:inted, he obfeived, by the Vizir 
Sujah Dowhh, in the year 1764, to Bullwant 
•Sing, to be by him fully retained, and fubje^t 
only to a tribute of twenty-two lacks yearly. 
On the deceafe of Bullwant Sing, in tire 
year 1770, the grant was renewed to his fon 
Cheyt Sing, the prefent Rajali, on the fame 
terms:—it was again confirmed to him, 
though for what re.\fon is not known, in 
the year 1773; .and to this laft grant Mr. 
Hafiings was a witnefs and guarantee on the 
part of the £afi>India Company. In the 
ye-r i77‘;, Afoph ul Uowl.ih, the fon and 
fncceffor of Sujah Dowlah, thought proper 
to make a demand on the Rajaii of an ad- 


* Giving way to the overbearing power of exultation, at once invo^jintary .and leafonable, 
from the avowed pride of his prefent place and purpofes, Mr. Fox exclaimed, with becoming 
magna.iimity— 

“ It is a prid., i ewever, th.at is not perfonal I It is, thank Cod, mod noMy the reverfe 
I**, of all that is ford d, dimi.nutive, equivocid, and bafe! It reaches, and it deconues, ail 
{*‘',my friends—nil witli wltom I adl—the age, and n.ation i—Other Impeachments have 
originated with the parly then triumphant in the Houfe of Commons 1 it is the obvious 
boaftof the prefent bufinefs, to have begun with thofe too truly not there predominant; 
and I know not, on w.’.lth fide admiration may mpft fondly lean-—whether, over tliofe 
j ♦* whofe inventive ard sur op.nxl the career—or thofe whofe ingenuous candour fo v."®!! and 
/ ** fairly aided it to tliis EDivyiNG conclusion ! 

I “ For fun-ly it is grand J’-r.d edifying indeed, to difplay the colleSive vigour of National 
Humanity, paramount overall!—to vaunt the dignifying, becaufe ufcful, inilance, of 
«* two Political Parties uniting, uncxpcftcill^ the point of reciprocal difintereffednefs !—• 

** finely foregoing eviry fairpurpofc of allow.abk fclf-gratification!—Iheathing thofe arms they 
** both had wieldetl fo ably, to mutual annoyance; and attacking, With a ditferent array 
what foey deemed, whether right or wrong was to ba proved, the Common Enemy to 
“ Truth and Fcctiiig I e 

*♦ At fitth an effort, in the admiring view of fiirrouiidlng Natloqs, it were impiouS, if 
•* poffibie,'to he cilrn !—Indifference were Infenfibility—that prophai^ each facrod influ- 
ence in Htaven and Earth 1—There was no coUcAive virtue fuperior—in tlie hiftoiy of 
England—in the Hillory of Man I It fprang from motives, of all others the moft Bj|li 
H itndpure—<he pood ok others an4it flevyed to conseqjuenczs,' of all others, ths 
# tnoU gratitj^g and enduring—theYrtU-founded AmtoBATioN or ovrselv^ss !” 

^ ^ vaac# 
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Vance III’th9 tribute of tive lacks, This ex¬ 
tortion was fii^y refifted by Mr, BriftoWy 
then Reiident at the Court of the Vizir, by 
dciire of Mr. Haflings, as guarantee of the - 
late treaty. The Rajah had at th^ time 
1>een recdved.as tlie frientf, and folicited as 
the ally, of the Eaft-India Company ; and 
on this interference, the Vizir Afoph ul L}ow- 
lah thought it advlfahle to recede from his 
claim. In the fame year, 177^, the fovc- 
reignty which the Vizir poflelTod over tlio 
Rajah and his territory, together with the an¬ 
nual tribute, was transferred to th; Compa¬ 
ny. It would be abfurd to fay, that when * 
the fovercignty was thus transferred, its 
rights were more enlarged than when they 
appertained to the orig;n.il paifciror. It 
would be ftrangs lan'ju.^rte to hold forth to 
the Rajah—“ W';„t you were tributary to 
the Vizir, the 7 - I'pa'iy w-r-s your fr.cnd 
and guarantee, anl your r'ghts wctc tntre- 
fore fccure;—but in changing your mailers, 
you have loll sour cl fence;—by becoming 
tributary to the Comp.e'y, you are left with¬ 
out a Prote.'lor—and your rights and your 
'independence have no h.ngcr an cxiftence.” 
The ahrurdit; and impropriety of this lan¬ 
guage was 1 lansiell; yet fuch was the fyf- 
tem exemplitied in the conduA of Mr. 
Hallings, 

With refpeft to the quellion on which fo 
much had bc -n faid—'«Uiccher tlic Rajah 
was an ind..pend nt i nnee, ora more Ze¬ 
mindar or d'^pendant land-holder—Mr. i'ox 
faid, lie Ihould no: trouble tilth- Lordlhip^ 
with a fyliable oi argument. The former 
had been allhrtcd on the one fidcj, and au 
Arongly denied c-n the other. In his opinion, 
the coiulu^ of Mr. HaAings was cAjually 
unjuA in both cafes s but the truth would 
Ihortly appear ftom the evidence at their bar. 
Mr. Ilaitings himfelf had contributed in 
fomc degree to eftablnh the former idea, by 
moving in Council, which had been carried 
unanimo-jny, that the Rajah ihould be in- 
vclted with a right of Coinage, and with the 
execution of criminal juftice within his ter¬ 
ritory two fymbols undoubtedly of fove- 
rcign authority. The Rajah, it was under- 
{iw)i alfo, by treaty, was to hold his rights 
and poffeffions—“ whilft he paid his tribute 
regularly—and paid a Jut obeditnee to tu 
^ow«r«igaty.”—This latter p^art.of the fen- 
tence would require fome explanation, as it 
had been made, however untenable, a 
ground of defence by the Governor-General. 
If the' Rajah aflillcd iri the quarrels of the 
Company—if lie did not moleA their friends, 
fufpotded all intercourfe with their enCf^ 
miesr-this would probably be deemed a due 
obedience; but it unfortunately did not ap- 


required by Mr. HaAIngs. Neither did tin 
European ideas of foverdgnty accord with 
the definition ccnulned in his Indian Dic¬ 
tionary.— 3 y fevereignty, lays Mr. IlaAings 
in his defence ddivere* to the ^ennmons— I 
mean arbitrary power ! And IcA his meanr 
ing Ihould be mifunderAood—^leA he Aiould 
be thought to have fpoken of abfotute power, 
he adds, “ Wliat I mea^ by arbitrary power 
is that Ante where tlie will of the lovcrdgn 
is every things and the rights of the fubjefl—• 
nothing ! ' “ I do not in general (faid Mr, 
FoaO approve of either the logic or dehnir 
tions of ; \t. HaAings; bu<( he certainly has 
the credit of being the ArA perfon wtio has 
givena full and fair definition of ARmTBJtar 

POWER. 

But how then was (he compact between 
the Rajah and the Company to be under- 
Aood P I'lr. HaAings, it appeared^ was to 
fay to the Rajah, m virtue of his arbitrs^ 
power, Pay mt the tribute—obferve your 
obedience—give me whatever, fum 1 Aiall 
alk —1 then alfurc you that I will not afk 
for MORE !”—Gut wheri. in this cafe, wras' 
the compenfation, the pso quo, which 
Ihould appeal in every compafl ? The Ra¬ 
jah W.IS to pay his tribute, he was to obey 
every injunction; and in return, if he dared 
to murmu', he was told by Mr. HaAings— 

“ My will, as a fovereign, is evert 
TH iNf".; and your rights, as a fubjef);, are 
NOTHING !”—This arbitrary jiower, how¬ 
ever, did not appear to be in con tempi aticyi, 
when in granting the Rajah tlie privileges of. 
coinage, and of executing criminal julUcc In 
his diftiiCl, Mr. HaAings thought it nccelTary 
to referve by an exprefs claufe the right of 
fining the Rajah if the coin was found tp 
be beneath a certain Aandard ! —Where ar¬ 
bitrary power was veAsd, fuch a refervatidn 
was fuperfiuous : if the will of tho fovereigjir' 
was every thing, why was the liberty of fining 
his vaflid guarded by fuch a claufe ? Th® 
exception undoubtedly tended to prove, that 
in general the right did not cxiA. Mr» 
HaAings, however, had alTumed a contrary 
inference in his defence 1 he alledged, tliat 
tbs exception being made in tliat inAance, 
proved that the right cxiAcd in every other; 
and inverting the axiom Exceptioprobat re^ 
ga/am, he contended, tliat becaufe an ex,« 
ception was made in a particular inAance, 
the fame exertion Aiould be underAood ip 
all cafes wbatfoever. 

There tvas one circumAance, Mr. Fox 
faid, ift this part of ^he condu£l: of Mr. 

, HaAings, which, if their Lordfiitps knew 
his cliarader fufficiently, would Arlke thgfli 
with the utmoA aAoniAiment. The lata 
Treaty afeertaining the rights of the Rajah 


proach. to that pafiive fubmiffioa which 'W|a of Benares had been i^ade in the year 1775 * 
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mi It wa« abfQlutcly tbrcc years btfors it 
vas broken hy Mr. Haftin;-:* >!!—If fuch 
J^ther iolUnce could be adduced frun the 
■ .Whete hjftory of the of the 

CovtTnor-Oeneral in Indi i, Mr. fox f..ld, 
ht) would evo.i confent to let liini new tferijie 
from puniii'.iii^ni. In j«iy » 7 " 3 » be at 
mad., a rtcm'.nd pn thelt-aj ihof an addi- 
tio.oal ^um ot rtveliclfs os' rupees, or qojcco]. 

- The preicxi. for th!i wa.. tlis r;po:;t rcctivsd 
of the wav with France baia^ ribauc to 
CCMimcPCe. Cut tv.'^n Aippcfi-:;. tlii. jirolvi- 
blc ni'cc'dity to cxul, it couJd not alford a 
jufufication of bfr. .ss t'Ts Trea- 

f'ary, cy his o'vn account, hud Jt that time 
an owjjplui .)f two crort's of rupees, or up. 
wards of iwo millions fl'^iling. Nor cc'ulcl 
fIji C'.mpjr..tive!y trifling faui demar.accl irern 
the Rajah be maant as the comaienccmt-nt 
(>f a guiLral tax on all the deprndencios of 
t:y <-o )ip;ny 5 as by the confslT.on of Mi-. 
HaJlir-gs, th'.re v<as no oihcr Fnnce who 
flood ilia firnilar fituaticn, ors>n whom fuch 
a d.inanil could he made. It had tl'.capp., tr¬ 
ance of hailhncl*., Mr. Fox obfirteth to 
jdlign mo'ivss for Ciiminal ailions, whi.ii 
were yencraily pre-fumed 5 yet he Hoed e.!)- 
bolchncd by a complication of pioofs to 
aver, that this extoition h.ad its real fource 
in pcrfjn-il rtlentmcnt to tiie Rajah, for 
having feiit Ills r-iktel to congratulate Sir 
John Cl .v'.rin;, when it was rumoured ‘.h.'t 
be wjsfticitly 05 be raifed to the lark i/f 
Covcrnor-C'enCF.d. Tills ciicumllancc would 
.apj.-tar nr.'^m jI and inoflct'five to any per'i n 
,v,'‘!0 to ifi'icred tiic huii.ih-iiion to wlii.'h the 
t’riotCs r.f Itidia are reduced; but in the 
mind of -Mr. H.dhngs was lolridcut to 11- 
jcitc a ranemr, t/hich mid ro*. tcriiiin-.ts 
bet inth • tain of iti olijrO. 

If til-'.! I.ordiliipe, Mr. Fox r«*‘iT:rt:'d, 
Jud ■•n.rtly a and populir ko.-i-vl \i 

pi this f.i' j r>, on hciring th:.L th', pot'orm- 
p.t;a 'f..)ah l.ed d of ail .lutitoiiiy, 

and <-'£!>ed fso.:! Ms dominionj, they would 
jind.vj’.:i.'..l/ fuiipoic, that Chtyt .Sin j h.ul 
jeftifcd to pay the fine, and had l-;>cn t'-us 

{ iuniilv' l for hi', conlum icy. ilut w i ; in 
^hat eix v.-oiild haes been thtirat'toftphment 
to learn, thvt he h id not opIj p sUl it to the 
^fl ihiiLna:. but ht.l '.dvarcwd the fame fu.n 
pn a li'T'ilir rcqu'ftth.ii in t-'m and t}?', 
the two .fiicCwC iing yc.irs. In each it had 
J>ten demanded in July, and p."id in rtio 
pi‘loV,r foil.,win,”: ar.d this delay was the 
•foie crime imputed to him by M) f HaHinpf, 
its far JJ i.fpcfled this pa'-t of their ii.ir/. 
kcblons.—Witli itfpcfl to ihelixtort'on, as a 
Vblation of ccrnpact, and an inf-.vTion of iha 
irighrs of Raj.<11!, Mr. Hallinps plac-tl his 
dvfchc'i fcitly on two points—ike conci'r- 
riiiicepf Mr> Frai^tSs'^nd die. apprebatien of 


the Court of Direilors. In the flrfl of tliel^ 
nrguments, if fuch they could be called, there 
•a/tpsared a fpecimen of tJiat rtfiieft which 
cvciv the rhoA corrupt are compelled ulti¬ 
mately to pay to tiie energies of virtue; bur it 
was in vain that Mr. Hillings fought to IhtU' 
ter hlmf.!:’ vndct the coiKurrence of Mr. 
Fiancis, as it would appear in evidence, that 
tits latter only gave Ins coiiilnt to the applica- 
turn, as not knowing but the fum requited 
might come as a voluntary gift from the Ra- 
j.ili, but that at the fa.i.r time, l,s had .abfo- 
lutciy proteiitfd ^ig.nnfi fuch a icquifition as a 
tight.—On the f.cond pka, the approv.al of 
the Dircclors, it w(>uld 1 ^ kilo to dwell at 
length, llieir p.i?probar:on had been ever 
csttjin, wilt 11 tljvir inwrcfla were in any de¬ 
gree pi onictsd. Fiom ths genet al knowledge 
of tlii:,circo.nHancc h.'.d criginated the bid for 
lafpsnding the powers oi'th.' Court of Dir. c- 
tois, which lit; had oi'cc the honour of p-re- 
fsi’tmg at th.ir Lf>! dihips’bar ; and another 
al.'ii v.'iiicli h.'id nu't a mo'S favounible recep¬ 
tion, .nid was tiow .i p.u t of the law of tliu 
1 in.;..—Hut when ii wus wiiely provided that 
rot even the Royal pud in could b.j pleadable 
in b.ir to an impeach:,iJ.it pref.irsd by ths 
Com'no’.is, it was abfurd to imriticn the ini- 
pl cd apprch.'.tlar. ot a fet ot mcichants as .a 
j’l.a again A tiisir Loid.'iiips’ procefs and dccl* 
fion. 

'] Iv' Council, he rein'rl-cd, had, on a fir- 
i.Ki occ.ficn, nv-i.v.;:;:!.'.to the Rajah of 
Ikn.'iivs, to ke^p up a f.ice of aooo c.ivaliy 
fv their ir.u'.u;-.! f.-<-uiitv, '.diich were to be 
(>. u! f'lr ,if a ibtiled rate, ii t.iken into the fer- 


N1 .if l!ic Company* Then- was no dV<K.!«d 
1 ! elf* it ih.it rime; the turn and l.iiigiMga 
Y'c.c idcli a. flio’.ild be ufed betworn equals, 
t: >• I'i in cvfiy rtipriT a V treaty j 

an 1 bis MaUHv r.'tild, with as r.uch piov 
p’itiy i'!-.; •! 1 u; love.tigo*y of Htnb Caffe], 
as .Mr. lir.'fn.,. f'-u.v! a claim of .arbitrary 
piwor on rivi* po-rf,. ; .uid yet the Co- 
v.(,i.',-t;csi..-aJ, f:n<!ii'.g -dJ other efforts in- 


cffcflu.'d to irriiiite the Il-'i.'.li to rlifobedicncc, 
ail ! th '.;, cn tljc contr.iry, tiis fobmitnon kept 
patu wiiii every iniult, he to.ned the rccom- 
msnd t.oiiinto i de.Ti ir.d, .and icqnircd ttcco 
eiv.iliy to be ioimr.icd at the expence of the 
R.'jjili, .and nor at the cx|iencoor tlio Com- 
piny, at b-foii, prnpctbd. Tliis lequifition, 
til i.hc R.ij.ili ^..ning its impot&hilily, \v.is 
moderated to tcoc, Cheyt Sing ilill declared 
tkit he Ii.'id hilt 1 ^co, five hundred of which 
hi ops^r.d to fumifh, and to fiipply the defi- 
c.ency witii 500 inatoIilnck-n'K.n, to be aift^ 
.at expc-ncG. —At the f.iinc timey he at- 

t ..r.'ii-'ted to conciliate liv; frkndfhip and pro^ 
tc^icn of f.lr, Kaftirsgs by a preRiit of 
<i?,cool. which ttie. Govemor received, as he 
Aficrwardi fuggcAcd, lor the ufe of the Com- 
‘ ■ yanyi 
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pMy } as If fticH a wJuntary gift was to be 
e:rj-/;dcd irom a nj?r. oiit v,ritit extor¬ 
tion, if It v/as not obvloufly meant as % 
bribe to purchafe a refeue from fuinrc op- 
preflion. 

• Vet with all thefe conccfTions Mr. Haft- 
ings declares, t'.iat his patience was cxhaufl- 
ed ; and “ I detet mined, faid hr-, totuin Iiis 
crimes to the advantages of the Company, by 
^mpofing a heavy fine on iiis dlfobed'ciHO.” 
•—He accordingly makes money a j^ait of 
criminal jurifprudtnce, and of critniir.il pu- 
hifliment. He departs from his ch.-rr.dlcr of 
Chief of the executive Govcrnnicnt in India, 
and takes up that of aciiminal Judge; lie 
unites in him ihe three c!i.viad>crs of Jpdge, 
of Accufer, and ofWitnUs; and inthedc- 
hcacy of that novel fituaticn he writes a let¬ 
ter to the Rajah, demanding pcicmpti nly a 
fine cf Jifty c: 500,000!. and proceeds 
hintfeir to i’tiiaifs, to enforce the rcquifitioil! 
—If tlie Raj-ib h.'.d with-hcld the .idditional 
tribute retjuired heyend tm time it was due, 
the intc.cll cf the fnm for that lime niigiit 
liave been impofed .is a mulft; if he vdih- 
held 500 cavairy, thi di^eicnce of expcrce 
hetwisn them ami m.s'.ciilotk-mcn, might 
have been ex./ted v/irii feme .appe.arancc cf 
P'opilety. if iiis conduft had been dii'obe- 
d.ent and centumadous, a pecuniary fine 
might i'i a ii'A'c Ir.'pofed wit’.i <■. me pls.i of 
ju.'tiCw'; I'j: i.r.,-! cf the laR mentioned 
condud, ills aiuir was as cnntiiic and 
fubmiiTisj, as it he li.'d been cither guilty or 
dependent.—[■The t.->llowIng letter of Cheyt 
Sing, wl'iidi is by thefttongeft trulii 

c: Jihlity .and Hutton, was ifiad by Mr. 
•C/rey.J 

‘ I Received your letter delivered to me 
‘ hy Mr. Markham, and I have undtrftood 
‘ every p n ticular cf Its contents. Sir, after 
‘ the arrival of Sheakh Ally Nucky, 1 ob- 

* ferved all the orders which you fent me; 

‘ and 1 received tlie letter which the dcce.'jfed 
‘ bheakh brouglit me, informing me that 

* every fufjiicion was now completely re- 
‘ moved from your mind, and that I mull 
‘ confider y.,u, as formerly, attentive to 

* me. But 1 h.avenot e.xpei'ienced from you 
‘ the fame generofitles as formerly. I font 
‘ you re;v'.itcdly letters reprefenring to your 

* confiderallon my unhappy circunifianccs ; 

* but you never honoured me with .any 
‘ reply. For this reafon I fint my Buxey 
‘ SuddAnund to yovlr preft.nc.', enjoining 

* him to leprcRnt to you the fiimncfs of 

* my obedience and attachment; to lay be- 

* ^ofc you the paiticulars of my fituation; 
‘ and to lasrn the difpofitie n of your mind 

* tcw.trds ni-f. He arrivid accordingly in 

* yeucpref.ncc, and repjvfentcd evtxy thing 

/ 


\ 

* In a proper tjiat’t'-sr. 1 have never 

* ill the fill .llfil dcgtcc ironi th;fe p.'cfef-' 

‘ fions ; and the benefits and tivilicic-j with 
‘ which you iuve honoiii'td mo hiwe gis-eit 

* me the grtateft fatii.f'i<‘>icn; and I .’lave 

* cenfidered you as the fcurcs from which 

* 1 d'.rivcd the fulfilm-nt cf all my v i/Iicfc 
‘ and defiros. It i> nij f.im hrej', ['■ it I 
‘ may lie always favoured v.ith dlrcc- 
‘ tions. In this iiianncr I cnijijj’ird, v.ith 
‘ the utmoft readincdi., with tlu ord.-r you 
‘ fint me for tiic p.iynient of live l.tcKS o£ 

‘ rupees on account of the expeni ,0 ■ f thi 
‘ w.ir. I font fii.'l one lack of lupoes with 

* £in anfwtr to yonr lettir. Aftcivv,ards, 

‘ having paid to Mr. Fowi.c the fumof cne 
‘ lack and feventy thoufard rupees, I /Int a 
‘ leitcr requefijiig a further allowance of 

* time to enable me to make feme prepara- 
‘ tions. To tills I received no reply, it 
‘ b( ir.g no time for dd.iy. l-TotwithftaiuUng 
‘ tliis, 1 was not a moment iiir.ftcntiv: ttt, 

‘ tliis concern, and as fcon as iny litivcy ar- 
‘ rived, I pahi immediately the ixmaininj 
‘ part of the fum. The remitting of this 
‘ to ths army did not depend on me: if any 
‘ del:;/ li.spponcd on this head, 1 could not 
‘ help ih If bcfilrfes the payment cf the 

* money, the remittance of it alfo to the 
‘ army had refted with me, a dtL.y cf this 
‘ kind (liould not have happciii.d. i Icive 
‘ encKifed In this letter a paper Ip c'l'.lr-g 
‘ the particular fums w.'lich have bctn ..d- 
‘ vanced, with their d-.iers. 

* With refpoft to the horfe, ycu dcr'Tj 
‘ me in your letter to infor.m ycu of wli.it 
‘ number I could afford to il.ition with y(u, 
‘ f.nd i Rut you a puticuUr .-.ccoinu of alt 

* th,if were in my fsrvice, amountm-; to 

* ) “'-o lu,.fc, of which fcveiv.l were ils i..n- 
‘ tc‘ at diikmt places; but 1 rwCtiv.-d no 
‘ anfwer to this. Mr. Maiklu.u dcl'.vcictl 
‘ mean cider to piep.are icco licrfc. In 
‘ comi.'iar-.'y v'ifh your wifl.ts I ccMcdiccI 
‘ cco herf., and, as a fubfiitute ftr the 
‘ remain.!';!-, coo "vnkindavxs, of whioii 
‘ I fen: y-^u inionuation ; and 1 told Mr. 
‘ Mtnkinm tliey w re r..;idy to go to wliat- 
‘ es’cr place they ihould he flnt. Ko ar.iVsi 
‘ lio\v..v. i cam-' fi om you on this head, .ind 
‘ 1 rcmiio;d aftoniihcd at the caufe of ^r, 
‘ Rcp'- rs.'iy 1 idltcd Mr. Marklum .abooi 
‘ an a:'.f\.-i r to my letter nbeut the li.hrTe, 

* but he told me h? did not know the rsa- 
‘ fcRs of no anfv,':r luvlng heen fent. J 
‘ r.-jm billed Itfloni filed. With rcfp.:.T to iIk 
‘ fepoys, I received firft an order to flatlcr 
‘ two cf my coinp-inirs, which I did. ] 
‘ was then dcfii-d to give a Tunkaw i%i 
‘ tile psymrnt of -ths fppoys, end likcwifi 
‘ to pay the C- ptoinj wh ;h has been dom 

* evvi'i uno.i'J;. J 


*' Bxccptinj 
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* Ai>dullah Beg and his attend¬ 

ants, none of my people, either depend¬ 
ants or fervants, or otiiers in any diape 
^ connected with mP, have ever gone .to 
Calcutta. My enemies, with a view to 

* my ruin, have made falfe rdprefentations 

* to you. Now that, happily for me, you 

* have ycurfelf arijved at this places you 

* will be abb to afeertain all the- circum- 

* ftances relative to the hcife, to my people 

* going to Calcutta, and the dates of the 

* receipts of tlic particular fums above- 

* mentioned. You will then know whether 

* I have amu fed you with a falfe reprefenta- 
‘ tion, or made a juil- report to you, I 

* have given my Atimils moll particular in- 

* junflions, anil have taken a penalty-bond 

* from them, tliat they Audi keep no thieves 

‘ in their diilrldl. hat power have they 

* to aci otherwife ? But if ever a murder 

* or rohbfiy js conimiti.-l in the country, I 

* have been careful to impale or otherwife 

* puniflt the culprit. If a j-.erfon having 

* committed a delinquency ihould efcape to 

* fome other place, fo as to elude all difeo- 
‘ very, in that cafe I am helplefs} hut to 

* the utmoil of my power I endeavour to 

* fulfil your orders, I have never fwcrvtd 

* in the fmalleA degiee from my duty to 

* you. It remains with you to decide on 
‘ all thefe matters. I am in every cafe your 

* Have. What is juft 1 have reprefented to 

* you. May your profperity increafe.’ 


Even this lettcrj Mr. Fox obferved, the 
ID ovcrnoi-General had pionounced tobeex- 
ticmciy if it partook of that 

quality, it only oftenfive in humiliation 
•—and bftcndve in its deQiondcnce. Mr. 
Hoitingi declared, that it fhewed the grow¬ 
ing fpirit of Independence—Jthat it was a 
recrimination rather than a defence—and that 
tc breathed the language of defianct.—\ know 
J30t, faid Mr, Fox, in whalt tones or language 
Cbtlr tlehance is announced In InAi^ ; but if 
this be a dedance, I would merely in the fpi¬ 
rit of literary curiofity wllh to know, in 
wiiat terms an imiuin would declare his fub- 
miftion. 

Mr. Haftings, however, was determined 
' to puailli. be refufed to lee the unfoi tunate 
Baja'.i, end ailuaUy placed him .under an ar- 
iCft. It was notwholly rccufary to recur to 
Indian manners and cuftoms, to esrpiain tiie 
force of this infult.—If wc fuj^fed an Eii- 
ro;icau Chief, widiout adverting particularly 
-'to his rank, who muft be fuppofcd of fome 
conlequCRce, wiien he paid his Sovereign a 
“ IMhute of 240,cool, per ann. committ^ to 
' prlfon, not only def]XMlcd of his immediate 


power, but his Goventmeivt entirely annliii. 
lated, fome idea might be formed of the be- 
ifnefsof that day. The refeue of the unfor* 
tunate Rajah, with the maflacre both of Eu¬ 
ropeans and Gentoos which followed, were 
too well known to require a particular de- 
feription. 

On the dilpropnrtion of the fuppofed crime 
to the a6lual punhlnnent, Mr. Fox dwelt 
with much c'iflufenefs, yet with infinite force. 

'1 he fine of 500,000!. lie faid, was fo much 
beyond all bounds, that tlie finger of the latv^ 
on that occafton, was heavier than the leins 
of a King j and that if fuch was Briti/h 
jtifiictf the mifcrable Hindoo Should pray that 
it might be exchanged for Tamrint. barbarity. 
—Mf. Haftings had lately been compared to 
a ccnqiieror, whofe fame filled the univerfe: 
—a charafter fo exalted as to difpute vas- 
CKDiNCE with the fecontl ptrfonage in the 
kingdom* had afijmll.;tt.d Wanen Haftings to 
-Alexander the Great. But if any refem- 
blancc were found, it could not be to Alex- . 
ander when his mercies and his viftrories 
kept an equal paceit could not be to the 
generous or forgiving conqueror j—the likc- 
nefs muft be meant to Alexander maddened 
after a debauch; to Alexander in petulant 
wantonnefs fetting temples on fire—to Alex¬ 
ander when his follies and his crimes had ex¬ 
cited horror and contempt fufficient to obfeure 
the radiance of his formtr glories.—In the 
firft points of the enmparifon there was not a 
fhadeor rcfemblance 5 in the latter part of the 
parallel there was all the juftice that could be 
required. 

In an apoftrophe the moft beautiful that 
can be imagined, Mr. Fox made the injured 
Cheyt Sing the utterer of his own complaint 
to the Houfe.—“ I was, faid he, the Scvc- 
“ reign of a fertile country, happy and be- 
“ loved ; I endeavoured to conciliate the 
friendftiip of all around me, and as I 
“ thought with a fuccefs which imprefled 
me with every fenfation of felicity.—This 
“ tuas the fituation of which I boafted; but 
“ what is now the reverfe ?—I am a wretch- 
“ cd exile, dependent on the bounty of thofe 
“ who were my enemies, but whofe enmities 
“ are now bulled in their fympathy for my 
“ diftreftes. What have I done to defervk * 
“ this punifhment You forget,” le- 

plicd an Englifhman, that tliough a Sovc- 
“ reign Prince at Patna, at* Benares you were 
but a Zemindar ; in the latter charafler 
« you were guilty of difobedience, and are 
“ therefore fentenced to a judicial exile*”— 
Alas,” rejoins the wanderer, “ I was ig- 
norant of my crime. Why bad I not«K< * 
** inftrudor to teach me t^ fubtleties of 


Alluding, it is c^aid, to the ChanGcllor''$ having dilputed precedency in the daily pro- 
to dut trial with die Prince of Wales, I ** year 
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your laws ? Though to your power I was The ardent vlrtuSi the fubiUne geniust and 
h i^t an at om in rfm vjew of Omnipotence.- that glowing enthufiafm £> elfcntial to the 
** ytx furely my intentions Ihould have been operations of both, had, with tlw application 
M regarded, and my ignorance not conArued of years, left them notlupg of information at 
as guilt.”—Mr. Fox then obferved, that pr^<mt to defire. l^eyes of Europe,-he re> 
with refpe A to the malTacre which enfued on minded their Lordfhips, was now fixed on theif 
the injudicious arreA of Cheyt Sing, Mr. proceedings, and they were looked to for 
HaAings had been folely culpable.—If He the ruin, or the rcAoration of the Bri- 
went to infiA on his demand with the Aa- tiAi name. Difgradb attached itfelf to na- 
jah, kno>l(ring that he was net aiming at Ih- tions as to individuals. Tlierc was a tim* 
dependence, then was he anfwerable for his when the name of a Spaniard was infa* 
injuAice, and for all its Confcqucnces. If, to mous on account of the cruelties prac- 
adopt his own defence, he apprehended that tifed in their foreign colonies, and notaven^ 
there was any fuch intention, then was he at home ; fo had we not efcaped oiir (hare 
guilty of the higiicA and moA cUlpable im- of difgrace; and it rcAed with tire prefent 
prudence in being fo flightly attended. In 'declfiud, whether the name of Brit»n, 
either way, a crimmality muA at(ath itfclf, proud and glorious as it has been, Aiould be 
without the rm:dleA poflibiliry of a vihdi- doomed to honour or to fcorn.’—There was 
cation. alfo another circumAance to be confidered. 

The principal points, Hov/ever, on which which was, that when the SpaniAi infamy 
Mr. Fox dwelt as highly criminal, were the was recorded, it was faid, that the gold and 
demand of the additional five lacks beyond the jewels brought from their fettlcmcnts in 
Aated tribute, and the enormous penalty of South America had been the inAruments of 
500,000!. which was demanded, though not mediation for the offlnders. Such an impu- 
feccived; and to thefe points, he faid, the tation might reA on their Lordfhips, and 
evidence fhould principaUy be dirstted. He fuch a Aain was not ealily erafetf. To obviate 
Concluded by enforcing very Arongly the tie- the ihfmuation, it was only neceflkry to recur 
fceffity of punifhing the late Governor-Ge- to their own feelings and their own convie- 
heral. By impofing a difproportlonate pu- tions. The Britifh honour, he would repeat, 
nifhmcnt, Mr. HaAings had placed venial Was in their hands. The Commons had 
error on a footing with abfolute guilt. Their done their duty in bringing to their Bar thi 
lordfhips fhould take care to avoid the op- perfon accufed, and they were now to decide^ 
jjofite extreme, and to affix a punifirment to whether by his acquittal or punifhment, the 
Wie crimes of Mr. HaAings, etiual, if poffible. Infamy fhould reA with the Nation or the 
to their enormity. They muA now become, Individual. 

he faid, either the avengers, or the accom- Mr, Fox concluded * at a quarter pad 
prices of his crimes. Thc^ could not now five o'clock, and the Court immediately ad. 
plead ignorance of the fafls which had been journed ft 
h> plainly Aated, and which fHould be fo fully ■ ^ 

proved. Tiic aAairs of India had long been Eighth Dav. 

hid in a darknefs hoAile to enquiry, as it was Monday, February 25. 

friendly to guilt 5—but by the exertions of Thfc Hall was this day not fo crowded ai 
•NX MAN, thefe clouds had been diifipated. bn former days, as little was-expeAed befidt 

* For individual paflagei, fcparablc from their novelty, or their original importance, ir 
Idea or didion, Mr. Burke it -the mighty ifiaAer. This fpecch of Mr. Fox was not f( 
BiAibguifhed. It abounded, however, in diAinflions of its own kind, of which the befi 
was vehemence; the worA, unnecelTary repetition of preliminary words. The sa rcastk 
reference to opiiiions in another place, was very artfully.'conveyed. His diftinflion 
between the Advocate’s duty, ahd his duty as a Delegate from the Commons, was admirabl; 
exa6t. He faid, 

“ The Advocate may urge whatever may ferve his caufe, and influence yvDCMXKT 
'The Delegate’s allowances are limitedhe fhould fuggeA nothing but what lie thinks i' 
admiifible when judgmenP is pronounced.’* 

The ftio^t mention of Mr. Burke found ready reception with all who heard itw. 
^ are no longer in ihameful ignorance of India j if Indi.f no longer makes us Uufh in' thi 
eyes of Europe; let usltnow and feel our obligations to him— whbfc admirabli 
" refoUrCCs of opiiiion and afieflion—whofe untiring toll, fubltme genius, and higfi- 
afpirihg honour, raifed him up confpicuous amopg the moA beneficent 'Worthies 
Mankind.” 

. f The Cbnunon* preAnt this day were ubove 300. The reA ^ the uudAoiy were veil 

nuhierou«t j 




produdion of evidence; and difcuinons 
fraught with much entertainment, re- 
QieAlng what was admlflible, and the con¬ 
trary. It was twelve o’clock before the 
Peers were feated, and proclamation made 
tlie ufual form. 

Mr. Grey then rofe, and in a fpeech of 
^Hu'ch ability refumed and enforced the re¬ 
maining part of the ftrft charge againft Mr. 
Bdftings, commencing where Mr. Fox had 
contjuded on Friday laft.—He adverted in 
the firft inflance to the rights of which the 
Rajah flood pofleffed when he became the 
objeft of the Chief Covemor’s indignation. 
It mattered little, he obferved, whether Cheyt 
Sing at that time was merely a Zemindar, or 
the tributary, but independent, Sovereign of 
hjs Diflrifl. In tlie year 1773, when Afoph 
ul Dowiah had made the arbitraiy demand of 
ten lacks, Mr. Haflings in ids letter to Mr. 
Briflow, the then Refldent at Lucknow, liad 
inflruaed him to declare, that Cheyt Sing 
was Moa* than a mere Zemindar—-tliat he 
was the Aliy of the Company, and fltould 
be protedied in his rights! But when the 
fovereignty over the Rajah was transferred, 
and \^cn he bec:.mc the vaflal of the Com¬ 
pany, verted of courfc with ail thofe rights ; 
wiien iie had alfo been indulged with the 
fymbols of Royalty in privilege of the Mint, 
and of theadminiflratlon of criminal juflice j 
ffien Mr. Haflings fcorned to look to thofe 
rtiles which he liad compelkd the Vizier to 
ebferve. The rights of the Rajah were 
trampled upoh, and liis privileges degraded. 
‘ The Company liad wiflied to conciliate the 
attachment of a Scvercign over near two 
Mii.i.inMS bf people, and to convert liim 
Into a powerful bariicr bctvveen them and 
their ebemies on tlur quarter. But what the 
unexair^led Lniry of the Company mtift 
have efledled, \vaa r(}t.illy ^eflroyed by trea- 
cheiy as unexampled ; and the arts of conci¬ 
liation vvhich policy and humanity would 
have juflided, were nbgiedled for the ptirfuits 
of Avarice Which deflroyid its own purjwfes, 
an4 in tlie piufccutlon cf a Refentment as 
abfoluteasitwas unfounded. 

His extortion from the Rajah, Mr. 
ings now attempted, When bfher tftl fts faiDfil, 
tojtiflify on the princifdes of the g'xuoAT. 
oflablifliment. it was certain, that by the 
> ftudal laWs, the vsifal vt'aa compelled to at- 
tend in the wars of Ids Lord, ahd to contri- 
, butt; to certain of his ncceflitirs. Bfii then 
jhe length of his t^tmdance and fhe ^uarAum 
his contribution werd all flriuiy and pfe- 
j^fiily defined. 1 here was not in tte feudal, 
in ufiy othw lavv that coUid quottd, a 
priitcipfc to jufHfy a tjrramhic ficenCe 
of edaAicn, or the vindidite fete^oA of ^ 
ivitoib oiiiy ^ 


his riches had railed the avarice, drhispoWir 
excited the envy, of his Lord, and brought 
down on him an arbitrary puniftiment. 

This extortion had again been attempted 
to be juflified by the imputation of eertairt 
Climes faid to have been committed. Of the 
firfl was—a delay of his remittance of the ■ • 
five lacks requited in addition to the ftattd 
tribute. On this head, Mr. Grey obferved, 
enough had been faid by the Right Hon. 
Gentleman (Mr. Fox) wlio had preceded 
him in the prefent charge; to tirat, tlierefore, 
he Ihould only add, tliat the Rajah himfelf 
had urged, what was not denied, that the 
failure in the remiflion was in fome degrM 
owing to the Englilh Refideut.—The next 
cliarge againlt the unfortunate Rajah was— 
the diforders which he had fuffered to over¬ 
run his territory. But the wifefl Police, it 
will be confeffed, with the flrifteft admini- 
flration of juflice, cannot poflibly prevent 
the offences of individuals : but furely that 
country could not be looked upon as difor- 
derly or unfafe, when it was a faft affeited 
andmot denied, that thofe who had acquired 
fortunes in the more turbulent parts of In¬ 
dia, made it a pradlice to retire to Benares, 
there to indulge themfelves in acknowledged 
fecurily.—With refped to two other chargee 
imputed to the Rajah,—his withholding the 
cavalry, and his inclinations to rebelthe 
firfl, if true, was punifhed without enquiry ; 
and the fecond was fully refuted, by the 
fmall number of attendants taken by Mr. 
Haflings when he went to puniflr Ids delin¬ 
quency.—[On thefe topics Mr. Grey dilated 
with infinite force of reafoning; but as the 
ground has been in a great degree prc-nccu- 
pied by thofe that have preceded the Hon. 
Gentleman, we forbear to follow him. He 
was alfo, at times, exceedingly fevere upon 
Mr. Haflings ; but though fuch flrength of 
expreflion is undoubtedly juflifiable in aa 
Advocate fpeaking from his cohvi^ion, our 
ftnfe of propriety forbids us to follow the 
lion. Gentleman by a literal report.] 

There was alfo, lie obferVed, another fpe- 
cies of guilt imputed to the Rajah, which 
was the fuppofed concealment of vafl trea- 
fuies. This was indeed a caizvous taui-T, 
and grievoufly had the Rajali been made to 
anfwer it. This laft was the caufc, however,'' 
, of Mr. Haflings* jouriiey to Benares, which 
h.id been prodfiCli^e of fuch e.Ktraordinafy 
events. —He tlieti took up Mr. Haflings' 
narrative of his journey, ** ^iven with a fo- 
Iv'mnity c^al to an wfikh he com- 

jiared whh his defences, and points out a 
variety 6f flroug co'ntriKit£liom. In the one^ 
Mr. HaflSngs decBire'd, that, previous to 
departure, he, ha^ eommunioated bis pjan 
' AficTedi^ aind Miyel Pat' 
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ner j in rlic other, he averred that he afted Governor-General to Major Popham 
frem ^ the vxl^ncy of tlie inomcnt.~After * If the reports broug^ht to me are truoi your 
poii^ting out a vaijcty of fjdiilar inft«nces, ‘ rejedting her offers for any negociations 
tie obferved tliat the maxim was not left old ‘ with her would jaon obtain you pofleffion 
tiian true—Qwos Daus vui.t pkrdfkx * of the fort on your own terms, 1 appre- 
r.axus otMENTAT.—The fanity of the in- ‘ hend the will contrive to defraud the cap* 
t(41cA was difordered by the vice of tlie * tors of a confiderable part of the boo^^ 
purfuit.—It would have been impofflblc to ‘ by being, fuffered to retire without.rn^ami* 
foUopr Mr. Hastings through ail his wind- * nation. “ 1 (houtd be very forry that your 
if he had not hinjfelf afforded a clue “ officers and foldicrs loft any part of the 
to his tranfadlions. In the midft of his con- “ reward to which thpy arc fo well entitled.” 
tradidlions, he frequently threw a light on This letter had been defended by.Mr^ 
the circuipftances, wliich no degree of en- Haftings, merely on 3 cavilling diftindioa 
quiry could produce. between a public order and a confidential 

■' Mr. Grey then pnxceedcd to ftate tlie arreft letter. But that the letter was not con ri- 
of the Rajah, wifh aii its circumftantial DE.NTrAL, was fufficiently proved, as the 
ignominy. There was a pi>lnt, he obfei^ed, next day there was not an officer or private 
in human qaturp, beyond which outrage in the detachment who was unacquainted 

could not be fuffered, nor indignity be home, with its contents; anil even if that were not 
^ ct all this difgiace in the eyes of his people, the cafe, there was no military man who 
.producttl .n the Rajah but a repetition of would not look on fuch a letter as a dompleat 
remonftrances, and ,in added degree of juftiffcation of whatever he Ihquld do in 
humiliation. He read the very affeding obedience to its intimation. Accordingly^ 
iettci iroin Cheyt Sing, which concludes— the hint was not lolt. The fortrefs was Air* 
“ NVhaiever may be your pleafure, do it rendered—its unfortunate inhabitants plun- 
witli your own hands.—I am your flave.— dered of every thing, in violation of a f<^ 6 mn 
What occafiQn can there be for a guard ?” compaA yet the foldier had an excufe to 
—Having mentioned the incfficacy of tliefe plead.—The orders of the Coventor-General 
applications, he then related the circumftances were not more cruel and barbarous, than 

of the rtfeue of the Rajah, by the tumultu- they were peremptory and fpcciffc. Thefe 

ous force which had croffed the river from females of dignified rank were, therefore^ 

Ramnagur, and the (laughter of the Britifh (tripped of every refource in their want, and 

guard, when their couiiTynien could only of every folace to their eye!—Thofe wlio 
arrive in time to witnefs their expiring friends, had compared Mr, Hallinp to Alexander the 
For that carnage, he faid, and for aU the Great, would here find their parallel wasgreatly 

horrid bufinefs which fucceeded, Mr. Haft- deficient. Alexander had fo comporied turn¬ 

ings mud undoubtedly be anfwerable. He^ felf to the wife and pnother of Darius, tha} 
who SOWED the SEED, muft neccffarily be they fcarcriy felt their lofs j-Mr, HalUngS; 
looked to as the author of the harvest, on thecontrary, had fo demeaned himfelf to 
It was tlie natural effeft of opprefiion to be- the wife and mother of Cheyt Sing, that tlie 
get refiftance; and if the confequences be unfortunate Rajah felt their fufferings as the 
fatal, the opprefliir is undoubtedly guilty.— keeneft aggravation of his own. 

In relating the cfcape and fubfequeni cala- It was not a jittle reiqarkable, Mr. Grey 
miiies of the Rajah, he remarked with great obferved, that the pftenfible purpofe of Mr, 
iorce, how fatally the transfer of the fovc- Haftings, in his journey tp Renares, was tr 
rrignty to the Company had operated againft recruit tlie Company's Treafury; but "nc 
his interefts. He had paffed from the fovc- ^ooner did the occafion offer for that purpofi 
rci^ty of uninformed Barbarifin to that pf^nn the feizurc of the fortiefs of Bedjeygur, 
enlightened Relli^ion;—lie lud exchanged^than the plunder pf ajOfCOoL was confignet 
jlie arbitrary code, as it was dectr.cci, of to the troops. It was true, indeed, that of 
Timur, for tiie mild fway of Briiifii juftice. the reprefentation of the Council, he hac 
But wliat wjis the confequcnce ? I'nder the attempted to refuine ’H by way of loan. The] 
former he liad found projection —under knew him too well, pnd this ftratagemfailet 
the latter .his portion was misery ! of cnuifo. He had then endeavoured t< 

The next point of priminality which Mr. draw refourpes fipm 4 country already ex 

Grey aUedged againft Mr. Hafting-i, was tSe h.aufted,* when he appointed the minor Me 
alTault by Major Popham on the fortiTls of triparain to the empty title of Rajah, fixps 
. Bp'ljQfR'Tj where , foe wife and mother of foe fujn of 40 lacks as foe annual tribute 
^ the Rajah redded, and the incitements which and named Ouffain Sing as the coUeiloffo 
he had oa tliat occafion held forth to the: fol- the taxes, under the controul of Mr. M.ark' 
di^ to jilunder and rapine. In proof of ham. The counny was ^dep^iiiated, ani 
ifeis cliargc he quoted tiie very wordij pf the no force could Hiatamit produttii^, wa 
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In vain th^t OuiTaia Sin$ was implfoned at 4- ties !>~-when he is delegated to a Acred 
th^4|{d the year bn account of the ded- ** fervice for the detcAion of guilt !-^whet| 
•ipwkst and confined until death put an <4 he thinks he can trace criminality to* 
end'to inifery. Kis fucceflbr could do ** its<>rRoorS) as certainly as he has fympa- 
no, n|ore I - and at the ei)d of three years, *' thy for its conseo.uxncxs I 
.^1^ Jar. Haftings repeated his vifit, defo- “ Think, my Lords, if you can, without 
towns and ruined villages' convinced « rational anger, of outrage-'Cxaftion—de-’ 
(Af the truth of their reports. No con- “ va<tation-—and death !—the plunder of 
Mr. Grey obferved, could be more “ provinces!—the difirefs of nations!—'all 
jftrong than that of the ‘drferiptien given by “ nature blafied by the withering malignity 
Clj^t Sing of the territory of Benares whilft “ of man!—the Hetplefs and the unoffend* 
^vn^ his government, compared with its « ing—what is ufcful, and what is honour* 
'fituation when under the Eaft-lndia Com- “ able—the peafant, and the prince—all pre- 
pany. « My fields,” fays the Rajah, “ are «* maturely fwqit together to the grave ! 

cultivated, my towns and villages full of His deeds—^whoever fins up to deeda 
“ inhabitants, my country is a garden, and «jlike thefe—his deeds be on his head !*—He, 

*.'• my RYOTS (hiilbandmen) arehappy. The “Iby whom the seeds or rwin are fcattcr- 
V principal merchants of India, from the “led—his is the harvest or iniquity— 

“ fecurity of my government, refprt to my “whe penae responsibility, at each 
capital, and make it tlicir refidence. It “ lexafl tribunal, here and hereafter ! 

•* is the Bank of India, and contains the “ Thus, my Lords, you cannot help for- 
treafures of the Mahrattas, the Jaiks, the “ giving the ftrong emotions, which your 
** Salks, the native and European nations. “ own lionour and humanity muft feel. 

4^ The traveller and the {granger, from one “ But there is more to be forgiven—^Ihave 
. “ end of my country to the other, lay down “ much pofitive imperfeflion—I have more 
4‘ their burdens, and fleep in fecurity.”— “ comparative deficlcnce to deplore.—! have^ 
When Mr. Haftings, on the contrary, went « alas ! taken a talk that is above my 
th'-ough thofc diftrifts. Famine and Mifcry “ ftrength—and have beep forced to Follow, 
fts)k;d hand in Iiand through uncultivated “ multa gemv.ns longo intervali-o, 
l^clds and deferred villages. There were found “ after abilities fuch as no ftrength, 1 know, 

■ wly the aged and infirm, who were unable “ can keep up with 1 
• ?o fiy; robbers, prepared to kill j and ry- “ However, thank God, I have tried to 
gers, whofe ferocity marked the defolation of “ do my duty ; and tlio beft of men can 
the fcenc.—-Such was the contraft between “ do no more I If I fall, perhaps, on ap 
the dominion of the insolent Rajah, and “ eftimate of talents —1 hope to rife, 
pf the unaffuming and judicious Mr. “ without prefumption, on tlie claims of 
HaftngS. 4‘ fair INTENTION ! 

Having dwelt at confidcrable length on i“ And, after all, it is not genius— it ia 
this fubjeft, ho fummed up the whole of * not oratory— it is not the charm of un- 
this charge with a degree of force which ‘ expefted throws of language, nor the rapt 
could only be equalled by the modefty of his ‘ gaze after newfubiimity in ideas—No, my 
conclufion. ‘ Lords, it is nature !—it is truth!— 

* “I hope not much longer to be trouble- ‘ it is from duties well done—from privileges 
I f‘ fome. I beg indulgence but for few words ‘ well aifertcd—from the fteady maintenance 
imore. ‘ of every thing right, and from the ftrong 

If, my Lords, in going over my appoint- ‘ impeachment of all who are wrong, that 
**, cd ground, 1 have ever been hurried too ' we can fatisfy the claims of exiftence and 
« faft, or carried too far;—if my imagii^' ‘ refponfibility !-rdecoratc ourfclves with 
'** tion has, agajnft my with, feemed at the only ennobling quality, vyorth—and 

** over-heated sfs it yrent, and the verbv 9 “ tranfmit the remembrance of ourselves, 
“ ARDENS ftrtj^d away from the proper ‘ and the very name of oua country, 
** aim—let my tort be ttnderftood to be in- with common honour to our children 
voluntary—kt my excitements be acknow- Asfoon as Mr. Grey had concluded, the 
“ ledged pure. I liope I may with fgll cre- Committee of Managere began to adduce their 
« dit di 3 A''''Av malice. I pant por chain of evidence on this imporunt charge. 
truth. Rut I cannot, Ijere, look for it Mr. Anllruther opened the evidence and 
without‘emotion V * called 

■ ‘‘ Who can, wfho Ihould be unmoyed, ‘ Mr. Morton, Secretary to the Eaft-lndia 
A'.« when he becomes the fpe^tator of enormi- Company, to prove the terms of the Charter 

, * iilr. Grey was nearly two hours in delivering his fpeech; his manner was ftiited to the 
•eMfipR} be vm Atvid, graceful, and inpreffive. He was well coteOed, without arro- 



granted to the Company in 1696. In thi; 
Charter all rights belonging to the Royalty 
are exprcfsly referved. 

Mr, Hiidtbn was next called to prove tl»e 
appointment of Mr. Haftings to be Oovcmorr 
General. 

Mr. Benfon was afterwards called to prove 
the Aft of Parliament of 17741 and like- 
wife the Anfwer of Mr. KaHings to the Ar¬ 
ticles of Impeachment in the Comipons.— 
The anfwer to the charge rtfpcfting Benares 
occupied upwards of an hour j and after the 
reading was hnidred, 

Mr. Law, on the part of the prifoner, 
made two oUjeftiops to the evidence. Th.e 
firft was, to copies of di^atchss being read, 
unlefs the originals were proved to have been 
received j and the other, to the Journals of 
the Koufc of Commons being read in evi¬ 
dence—both w'hich were over-ruled by the 
Lord Chancellor. 

Mr. Anftruther informed their Lordiliips, 
that Jic fliould not trouble them any longer 
this- day, but he intended to bring further 
evidence next day. 


Ninth Day, 

Tuespay, Fr.ERUARY 26. 

Mr. AnllruthcT went on with the evidence 
on the Benares Charge. There was no per- 
fonal witnefs c.rlled to give oral teftimony. 
Oflice documents were adiiuced on tl\e fiih- 
Jeft of Mr. Haftings’s CommifT’on, and lire 
fimilar autlioritics of his predecefibrs, Mr. 
Verelft and Lord Clive.—Mr. C.'rrtlcr liad, it 
leems, no CommifTion in his appointment at 
Bengal. 

'I'here were alfo read.—the Cenftitution of 
a Zemindar—the Cenditution of Cheyt 
Sing *—and various Extrafts from Secret 
I-ctters to the Eaft-lndia Direftors—Minutes 
of Council at Calcutta—Communications, 
Converfitions, &c. drc. 

Jn the courfe ol tliefe, fomc few words 


parted between Mr. Layv and Mr. Fox. Tire 
former having read, contrary to the. wiJhea 
of the latter, not an Extraft from an Infini- 
ment, but tire inftrument at large, Mr. 
Fox “ imputed this-^wherefore, wja notvifi- 
(( ble—todday f and urged in future inftances 
« of finrllar exaftnefs, that tire Counfel Ihould 
“ alledge the fpecific objeft of each evidence 
thus additionally adjluced 5—an allegation 
“ which Will prevent trifling, by the ftarIreoJ 
voluntary falfehood!” 

To this (hort fpeech, Mr. Law aflerted i» 
few words, what few feemed willing to deny, 
the cxirtence pf his right, and tire propriecy 
of his exerting it. 

After foine convcrfatlon between thofe 
Gentletncn and the Lord Chancellor, it was 
agreed that no paper (hould be read at l^th, 
unlefs a fufficient reafon was artigned. 

At half pail four o’clock, the appointment 
of the Benaies R(.fldent being the objeft, att 
altercation arofe about a letter written by 
Mr. Kaftings, which the Mttnagers were f6r 
reading, and tlie Defendant agalnfl. 

The dsw of this letter was 1779—Mr. 
Mai kham’s appointment to the Rclidency was 
J781. The Chanallor feerned tp doubt the 
relevancy of the loiter. MolT. Fox, Anflru- 
ihcr, and Adam, fupported it. Mr. Taybr 
allb was going to fpeak—^when, on a motion 
from Lord cinden, the Lords adjourned— 
and, contrary to th<; expeftaticn of many 
people v/lio waited their return, the Court; 
concluded there f. 

On their Lordflups’ return to the Houfe't® 
decide u]5on Mr. Law's objeftion, the lAifd 
Chancellor, Earl Stanhope, the Duke of Net- 
folk, and Loid Ilawkfbury, fcverally dcli- 
vesed their fentiments, when it was agreed 
without a dlvifion, “ That the cadence of- 
“ fered by the Committee was admifllble 
“ evidence, and ought to be received.” 

Ordered a mclfage to the Commons, that 
the Lo:ds will proceed further upon the trU| 
of Warren Haftings, Efq. on Thurfday nfcxt, 


gance; free in his exprelTion, witliout any rattle of volubility; fimi in his fentiments, with 
fcarcely any difgufting obdui-acy to the Defendant. 

Mr. Grey fpoke like a man in carneft. did not philofophixe, agitate, and edify, fo 
powerfully as Mr. Burke j but he Ihewcd <bme reading, and fpme abftraft refleition. He 
not only declaimed, but his fi»eech had, what is lefs attainable by fo young a man, much 
good arrangement and lucid oixler, 

* Wlien a letter to Cfleyt Sing was reading by the Clerk, Lord Stormont, with mud 
fagacity, enquii-ed, “ if thtVewas any title in the Addrefs, or any Addrefs at iha ccnclufior 

of tlie page ?” The anfwer ftated—“ there was none.” 

The Archblrtiop of York, on the word «independenge” occurring in one of the docu- 
(nents relative to the Zemindar, alked the import of the word, and “ whether it referred « 
. “ the India Company, or to Local Sovereignty ?” The Chancellbr bore teftimony to thi 
propriety and importance of thequeftionj but faid, the confideration at prefent was inforrgal 
u ■ f But very few of the Commons, not above 20 or 30, were prefent through the day.— 
There was at flrft rather a full auditory: but they foon quitted the HoU. 
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TPikthDat. 

Thviisdat> Febrvaiiy a8. 

,.Tha Court met at twelve o'cloek) when 
^ LQtd Chancellor informed the Manors 
of the reTolution of the Houfe refpe^ing the 
letter to he admitted in evidence. 

The Clerk* alfo palTcd through a various 
ftxtfy of other written evidence—from the 
Coofultations of the Calcutta Council—their 
Ivetta'S to and from the Company, public 

K d fecret—fome of which, had the meaning 
sn to have kept it fecret itill, could not 
^ave been better read. 

Two of the Clerks from the India Houfe 
.were at the Sar with- their Office Books—and 
both, but particularly the Accountant, gave 
a flioiT ttftimon/, in a mode that was very 
limfible and well col leafed. 

TJic evidence adduced, chiefly went to the 
fjcnares Relidency, and the circumftanccs in 
tlie appointment, of lifr. Fowke and Mr. 
blai-kiMm—the Stipends—the Cavalry—and 
the Suhiidy in lieu. 

The eloquent and convincing Account of 
|be Expedition to Bena'ca, ftaced to be writ¬ 
ten by Mr. Haflings, was the laft paper be¬ 
fore the Court. Muon of it was re.jd, till 
the Clerk could foe to read no longer;—at 
near half after five o'clock, tlieaforc, the 
Court adjourned *. 

Bcfides what has been mentioned, ttiere 
was little faid or done. Lord Stanhope fpnke 
p few words, and Lord Stormont, bpth veiy 
lituchin point. 

Ei-KVBNTii Day. 

Friday, Frcruary 29, 

Thr huflneft on this day commenced ra¬ 
ther fooncr than uiual. At eleven o'clock the 
Peers wcic foated, and the Court had pafled 
ffirough tlic general forms. 

The reading of the neceflary doepments 
was then refumed the letters of Mr. 

and the Rajah Cheyt Sing—tlie Mi¬ 


nutes of the Secret Council—tlie correfpon- 
dence of the Court of DireAors, and variety 
of Atlier papers were read wMch made matter 
of evidence on the prefent charge. On pro¬ 
ducing Mr. Haftings' Narrative of the Expe¬ 
dition to Benares, Mr. Adam fubmitted a-- 
propoftUtxi to tlie Court—that as tliey had 
determined that the buflnefs of each day 
fhouid be printed for the ufe of tlieir Lord- 
fliips, it would tend much to.expedition, 
without fubtrafling from the juftice of ffieir 
proceedings, if the neceflary extraOs front 
the Narrative were only marked for the pur- 
pofe of being printed, without being read at 
length In the prefent inflance. 

To this propofal no obje^on was made 
until Mr. Adam liad nearly gone through the 
whole ftatement of the eptraAs whiph were 
intended to be printed. 

£ai 1 Stanhope then rofe fuddenly and faid, 
that in making the motion in their Imidfhips 
Chamber of Parliament, for the printing of 
the papers of each day, i*-v/as not his inten¬ 
tion that any fliould be printed hut fuch a* 
had been previoufly read. In his opinion, 
liie ends of fubAamial jiiAice. would not be 
anfwcrwd by pafling over the papers in the 
manner now propofed. 

This obje^ion brought on a variety of ob- 
feryations from the Lord Chancellor, Earls 
Camden, Fitxwilliam, and feveral other Peers ; 
but Lord Stanhope adhering to his original 
opiriion, it was agreed, (hat to avoid the in¬ 
convenience of .*1 temporary adjournment, the 
extradfs (hould be read at length according to 
his defirc ■\, 

When thefe were concluded, a variety of 
accounts were produced, tending to fhew the 
Aate of the eAabliffiment in Benares, after ti]c 
expuiflon of Cheyt Sing, and of the extrava- 
. gance of the annual tribute dcinandcd by Mr. 
HaAingS of FflRTY-NiHE jacks, when the 
country, in its irjoA profperpps Aate, had 
never produced n^orethiin forty-four, and 


* The Hall this day had not muph refbrt—there being but very fitw Members of tlic Houfe 
pf Comnions prefent—never more than twenty, and latterly but threp—and pf Peereires, from 
^even,' till they dropped to three alfo. 

f The Papers read were diflerent Mjputes pf Proceedings with Ct^t l^ng—of tin country 
l^d waAe—rhe Bengal difpatches—and then the appointment of Mr. William Markham to 
theRcfidcncy of Benitrcs. 

On this Aibje^, the rcafons of Mr. HaAipgs for this apfbintment were read. If the 
, grounds of the .appointmeni; were creditable to Mr. Mar)th|i|ii,«tfte reafons given by Mr. HaA- 
ings were Aill more fo, to hi$ own under Aanding, and were enforccjl with alt thd Aresgtli of 
-fine writing. ^ 

Mr. Fowkc.was removed— but the honourable manna: In which that removal wai; exprefled 
, - by Mr. HaAings, was moru flattering than, the office it^f. His /alary too was continued for 
three jnnmJis—amounting to ,3000 rupees. 

The coiiclttfion of thc-written evidmee conflAed of the detail of tlie prize money \rmr^ 
pm Colonel Champion—and ^inAurc, before given /ram Mr. Haflingt, trfthe devaflatioit 
(/|f'>thc. country <rf Bmaresi ■ ‘ ' 



thefe oAly under the preHTure of fcvere exac¬ 
tion. 

The written evidence being concluded, the 
Managers proceeded to enforce it in particulhr 
parts by oral teftimony. 

Mr. Adam conneded and expl^ned the 
' above evidence. 

At half pait three, the lirft evidence c.illed 
Vvas 

J. STABLES, Efo. 

Examined by Mr. Adam. 

This gentleman was feeond in Council.— 
Iking fwom, he ftated that he went to India 
in 17 $9, and chat in 1764 he was an officer 
in the army fine to Benares j that he had fre¬ 
quent oppoitunities of feeing Bulwant Sing; 
that he looked iiptm him a» a very conGder- 
able perfon, and that.in the end of the year 
1763, or beginning of 1764, a m^oclaiion 
was fet on foot to detach him from the Vi¬ 
zier, to whom he was tributary, and to en¬ 
gage him in the EngUfh intercfl. 1 hat ttw 
country of Benares wai, full of people, and in 
high cultivation; that Bulwant Sing was 
treated by tiis fubje£ls with marks of alk-c- 
' tion very different from the attention Ihcwn 
to a mere Aumccl or Colledor ; that Be¬ 
nares was the reffdence of a wealthy commu¬ 
nity of the rtligioUs order; and chat the army 
in which he ierved were not permitted to en¬ 
ter the place. 

He was crofs-examined by Mr. Plummer. 

The next witnefs called by the Managers 
was 

FOX CALCRAFT, Efq. 

Examiiied by Mr. Gaxv. 

Mr. Calcraft ftated that he was Aid du 
Camp CO Major Popham, in the detachment 
that took the Fort of Bedjeygur;—that the 
freafures found in tiw Fort were divided as 
plunder among the army, which he undcr- 
ftoud to be done under the authority of a let¬ 
ter from Mr. Haftings; that the plunder was 
divided the day after the feizurei and amount¬ 
ed to a; lacks of rupees; that each ftpoy bad 
too rupees ; that lie was difpatched with the 
intdligcnce to Mr. Haftings, then at Chunar, 
40 or 50 miles diftant, wiio exprefled vdlie- 
ment diffatisfadion at the divifion of the 
plunder among the foldiery at a time when 
the Company wanted the money; that he 
^ reprefciiced to Mr. Haftings the letter he had 
^ Written to Major Popham, as giving an au¬ 
thority to the divifton.—ThtSaMr. Haftings 
denied, fuid the letter Vkas private, and gave 
no authority; that in ail tne proceedings of 
the war eveiy ofticer had fubmiitcd to Ids 
advice, and that it was wrohg to proceed to 
the divifttdi, Which he called a fcramblc on 
,^;^countof its precipitancy, without his con¬ 
currence, he i^ing fo near. That in anfwer 
M this, he raid to Mr< that the 


letter could not be a private olie,’ is it 
tained public matter; and that tha caufe ei 
the precipimney was, that in the cafe of the 
Rohillas the troops had never received thdi^ 
booty. Mr. Hafting* afked if it would He 
poftible to make the ofBeers refund, and that 
if they would do To he would ufe his iit- 
iluence with the Doatd Co procure tor tiiuin 
the money afterwaidsi ^ This he told him he 
thought inqxtftible, as it was already tob 
generally difiufi.d. He f.iid lie brought a 
fworri as a prefent from the officers to Mr. 
Haftings, and fome ornamental plafc to Mrs* 
Haftings, but lie knew not whetiter tfvsy ul¬ 
timately remained with them, as he duUv^red 
tltem to Mr. Markham; he believed they 
never did receive them, but he never heard 
what became of them. . 

The above gentleman, extracrdiniwy «s it 
may feem, was brought by the Pmfeeutors. 
His ideas and account of tlie general antipa¬ 
thy to RCFUNDiNo, occalloncd much en¬ 
tertainment. The CfianceSor could not hdp 
fmiling. 

Mr. Calcraft was crofs-examined by Mr. 
Dallas. 

The third witnefs called was • 

Mr. BENN. 

Examined by Mr. .^nsa KUTxxa. 

' He depofed, that Duib-jah Sing was con¬ 
fined in .1 houfe belonginr; to the Rajah of 
Benares; that he had a gard.n of fix acres to 
walk in; that all the gua dj \v<.'e on tlwout- 
fide, and vvaiked a.-ound it. 'X hat i.isr nsx 
—but which he did not lurtber explain — 
was the caufe of his death ; r.'iat it was not ' 
occafioned by any cruelty. • That h? could 
not recoIteA that the New .Miniftcr, Jaggtr 
Deo Seo, or any ptrfoii for him, had ever 
complained to tlij Hiitifh officers r!i.it thir 
revenue was infufficient to the demands ; and 
that in particular, he could not p.ocurc the 
fix lacks dcftineil for the maintenance ci tlic 
R.ijah. That the ancars of Ids coileclion of 
the revenues were fubinitted to arbiiratiiiii. 
Tfrat that arbitrator was itli J'.lnnn Cayvn, 
againft whom no word of blame had ever 
been uttered by any orie. 'I'har one lack, 
50,000 rupees, were awarded to be due from 
Dorbijah Sing. That in the years 8;, 3.;, 
85, and 36, the country ot Bninros was in 
high cultivation, and well peopled. 

As tills gentleman was prccetdirg in his 
eiddencc, which did iwt feem to fatisfy rhe 
Managcis, a queftion was propoftd, tvndittg 
to convey, that he gave another account before 
the Houte ot Commons. 

Mr. Law took an ebjeflion to this quef^ 
tich, as bring contrary to the pntfUce of 
Courts for profKutors to arraign the credihi- 
Uty of the witnefles tliey had themfilvies 
called; nor was it proper that they fhould go 

ilKU 
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a newenquiry after the crofs-axamination 

coiK^ded. 

• j * , Mn Fox fiud the learned genlleman was 
ttliftaken as to the praAicc of that High Court. 
■>Jn the cafe of Loid i.ovat, where a witnefs 
^, was apparently unwilling to anfwcr a quef- 
tion to the extent which t!»e Manaijers knew 
te could anfvver it, th>.y cLiinv.-d the right, 
'.and they were periyittcd to refrelli his mc- 
■ ftlory by alkinghim what hefaid htfore. 

- Mr, Adam contended that the prafticc of 
the Courts below was invaiiahly to allow of 
lending qucAions in the cafe ct unwdiing 
WitnefTes, wliich it was the misfortune c.f 
this profecution to h .ve j for the witneffes 
•whom they had to adduce in the coutTc of the 
trial flood in fucli a rcLnion to the prifoner, 
as would make it extremtly dlmcuii Cor the 
Counfe) to come at the truth., if the Mana¬ 
gers were deprived of the means of exrraiiing 
it, which was invariably purCued in the 
Courts. ^ 

The queftion being put by the Court, and 
ani'wered in the affirmative, Mr. Anftiuther 
read from the minutes a queftion and antwer, 
purporting that heavy complaints were made 
by the Minifter, that the revenues were not 
fufficiently abundant—and he deAred to know 
Whether this queilion was not pur, and this 
anfwer given. 

Mr. Law renewed his objofllon, and a 
pretty long debate took place, winch occu¬ 
pied the remainder of the day, and pre¬ 
vented the Court from concluding on diis 
t^haige. 

Mr. Law Cald, it was contrary to all pre- 
, cedent in every Court of Judicatiii. for pro- 
fecutors lirfl to ex.tmine their witneifcs, to 
fuffer them to be ciofs-examined, and then 
Ending the evidtiice not cxad^ly what t.hty 
expe&edi or wh.it they wilhtd it to be—to 
make an attempt to blaft the charafler of 
their own wanelles, and to take from them 
all credibility. This was a thing unlicard 
of in ji:dl~«ure, aud he trufted that rhdr 
Lordfhips would not allow of a practice fo 
new and prepoflerous. He ff.jtid the matter 
it) varioi'.s ways, and argued that it was fun- 
xlamcntally improptr. 

Mr. FKimnicr ri fc to anfwer Mr. Adam 
•—Wliich he did in Viry ftrorg and powerliil 
terms. JTe rcqucfl'.d t!ic Coiut to advert 
to the novelty of th:;. attempt—an attempt, 
■he belkved, bifoi'e untiUd in ahy Cou’t ct 
Judicature w.hatcvei. A party call their 
own witnefs—they examirifihirn indieivcwn 
Vray—lui is then cr<)rs-exaniine'& by the ether 
party} ind whxnthe Trefecutors hnd tlvi he 
/Ipes not turn out the evidence they wifh — 
endeavour to deffroy tlie teflimony they 
tbcmftlves brought, and impeach his cre- 
',i^^ity. The prccfdent was indeed r.C’.y I 
whither lead ? Every genuar>4u 
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brought upon this, br after this, upbA aiiy 
other caufe, woqld find his charaftcr taken 
away, his veracity called in queilion, and his 
dhth difputcd, bwaufe he did not anfwer the 
expedlation of thofe who brought him. He 
believed more honourable witneffes, or names 
more rcfpe£lable, were not likely to be called! 
on any future trial: and he trufted their 
Lordftnps would not be told by the Managers, 
however high they might hold themfelves, that 
^ ym jhatl makk a rule for us. Ours ha 
peculiar cafis—v/eare to force out truth, and 
by violence mull we come at it. But, my 
Lords, concluded Mr. riummer—if to do d 
little right, you a'C to Jo^a g^reat wrong—^ 
tonlider wlut a precedent you ellabiilh j what 
highroads you lay open toerior. If you de¬ 
termine this attempt in the Managers to be 
Jaw, you argue againft all other cafes that 
we know of; and if you. make a new Rule, as 
they would have you—future Courts in their 
turn, will leave or adopt it at their pkafurc." 

Mr. Fox faid, the two learned Clcnticmeil 
had fpoki.n very ingcniuully; but it unfortu¬ 
nately happen^, that they had totally and 
complcatJy mifreprcfintid or mifunderftood 
tlis cafe, 'i'liey had made the whole of their 
argument on the afTumed fail, that the Ma- 
n.agcrs were defirons to blaft the charaflers of 
the witnefs. No fuch thing was intended 
nor tried. He sevoltcd at the idea of im- 
pt^nthlng the chaiaflers of the witneifcs he 
brought to the bar.. The Managers felt that 
they were relponfible for their condufl, and 
they tlifiiainid to b ing witndTes tb the baj- of 
that high trihun.il, whom they previouHy knew 
to he improper, and unfit to be eredited. It 
ib h.ippencH, liiat, lolicitous only of producihg 
truth, they had endeavoured to do that which 
cve'y Court invariably praftlfcd in tlie cafe of 
an adverfe vv itiiels. 'i hey had endeavoured 
to refi-elh his memory by a le.ading queftion. 
Now, though on this, as well as on all quef- 
tlons, lie mull enter his proteft againft the 
idea, that that High Court was to be guided 
by the practice of the Courts below; con¬ 
tending as he did, tliat their Lordftiipj were 
to be guided by thofe lulcsonly cf which he 
acknowledged,tlh3 piopricty ; y-.t frill he was 
ready to put tiis ignorance againft the legal 
knowledge cf 'lie kamed Counlll, and .to 
a;Mte vviih iliein, that it was the- conftau/ 
jjiarliee of the Courts to fulfer leading quef- 
fions to be put to unwilling Witnelles, and 
that this was not ccnlidelcd us an im))eaoii- 
iiicnt cf their credibility.' Even in cafes of 
ilie and death, it was common to fay. to a 
witn< fs. This was not what you faid btfb d 
the MagiftratCj &c.; and tha« fuch refrefi;- 
mentof recollcftion was ptoper, and co^itr'*.- 
buted to ciicproduflion of truth. 7 his wta 
all that they denied' in this inftance., !Fhe 
witnus have improved bis knowledge 
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by exerctfing ht$ memory on the point fince 
his examination before the Committee, and 
it would be no attack on his character, if*on 
a more precife recoUedlon his evidence might 
be different now from wliat it was then. 

Mr. Michael Angelo Taylor and Mr. 
Burke concluded the debate with a few 
words; and it being pall fix o’clock, and quite 
dark, the Lords adjourned to their own Cham- 
ber, where they refolved to put a quellion on 
the point in difpute to the Judges; and ad¬ 
journed the Court* to Thurfday the loth 
of April. 

Twxlfth Day. 

Thursday, April, io. 

About half after twelve o’clock the 
Court met, and being opened with the 
ufual folemnities, and the prifoner brought 
to the bar, 

The Lord Chancellor informed the Hon. 
the Managers for the Houfe of Commons, 
that he was dire£led by their Lordlhips to 
inform them, tliat “ when a witnefs, pro¬ 
duced and examined, difclaimed all know¬ 
ledge of any matter fo interrogated, it is not 
competent for the Managers to purfue fuch 
examination by propofmg a quellion, con¬ 
taining the particulars of an anfwer fup- 
pofed to have been made by fuch witnefs in 
any other place, and demanding of him whe¬ 
ther the particulars fo fuggefted were not the 
anfwer he had made.” Therefore he in¬ 
formed the Managers, that the laft quellion 
put to Mr. Benn was incompetent. 

Mr. Fox requelled that they might be 
'permitted to withdraw, and accordingly the 
Managers withdrew for fome time. 

On their return Mr. Fox addrelfed the 
Court in a Ihort fpeech, of which the fol¬ 
lowing is the purport: 

The Hon. Gentleman faid, it was with 
great concern that he had to inform their 
Lordlhips, that the Managers could not ac- 
quielce in the refolution which the noble and 
learned Lord had communicated to them, 
without expreinng their direft and pofitive 
dilTent from the principle upon which it was 
made. Bound as they were to profecute the 
charges exhibited againll Warren Haftings 
with vigour, they ihould in confequence of 
this refolution have felt It their duty to re¬ 
turn to the Houfe of ComiSions, and refer 
the decifion to them; but that felicitous as 
they were of profecuting the chains with dif- 
patch as wcdl as vigour, they had refolved 
for the time to acquiefee, but to acquiefee 
under a folemn proteft, which he now made. 

" ih acquiCfcing, however, they begged leave 
to fay, that th^ fhpul^ ihainuin their claim 

* TheCotomuae this day reft from twenty 
liighcft. 


to fubmit the fame fort bf ipielHoil, if til 
the further profecutlon of the charges it 
Ihould be found necellary to the conlideratioil 
of their Lordlhips,* and they Ihould alfo 
fubmit it to their deliberation in another 
way. They felt it to be of the moft ferioua 
importance, not fo much on account of the 
particular quellton oi^ which the refolution 
had been made^ as it plight apply equally to 
other queftions of more intereft, and they 
did not know but that fuch reflraint might 
feriou/ly alFedl the courfe of public julHce* 
It was to be obferved, that trial by impeach¬ 
ment mull neccBarily in its nature be dired- 
ed only againll men of conhderable rank and 
influence; and it was therefore to be ex-' 
pe£)ed that the witnelTes to be examined 
would be involuntary witnelTes-—men who 
had cither been accomplices in die crimes, or 
who owed gratitude to the prifoner, 'arid 
that it would require ail the powers of die 
Court to extrafl the truth, which it was the 
common wilh and duty both of the profecu- 
tors and the Court to obtain. Men of great 
conlideration, when under trial, would na¬ 
turally polTefs proportionate influence—the 
influence both of intimidation and of hope— 
and, what was Hill more likely to be the 
cafe, the influence of gratitude. This was 
particularly applicable to the prefent trial. 
The prifoner, by the nature of his fituatlen, 
had necelfarily attached to his interclls ihany 
whom he had protedled by his powei^ and 
ralfed to opulence by his favour. Many 
perfons were involved in the crimes witli 
which he flood charged by the Houfe of 
Commons, and who, by their fituations* 
were the bell able to give information; and 
therefore, in the examination of all fuchr 
perfons, it became efloitial to the ends of 
public juflice, diat queflions of the nature 
of that upon which the refoludon had been 
made Ihould be countenanced.—They ac- 
quiefeed the more readily for the time in the 
decifion, from the confidence which they had 
in their Lordlhips love of and zeal for juf- 
tice, that when they came to reflet that 
fuch queflions were indifpenfible, they Would 
be countenanced by that High Court. Thty 
were more ready alfo to acquiefee, becaulb, 
though by their refolution it might be denied 
to the Managers for the Commons to put 
fuch queidons, aright, however, which they 
would never give up, they were ftnfible that 
it could not poflibjy be denied to the pri- 
foncr, or to the Counfel for the prifoner, to 
put fuch queflions if they ihould think them 
necelTary; and becaufe they knew alfo, ti)at 
it mull be in the power of the Court, Whoib 
duty and whofe anouous wilh they knew it 

to fixty. The thermorjeter flood flttre at the 
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ittaft be to fearcb for the truth of every part 
of the body of matter brouglit before them 
in-the charges, to aik fuch queflions as oc¬ 
curred to ^cm to be ticceflary of this kind. 
For thefe reafons, and alfo from an caineft 
deAre of proceeding with all poflible dif- 
patch and vigour, they had refolved to fub- 
tnit for the momewr, that the qucflion ot 
right ihould be wav^; at the fame time 
they could not help expreffmg their I'urpiizc, 
that thdr Lordihips, who in the outfet had 
declared that in tliis High Court tliey were 
to be diredcd and governed by the forms 
and practice of the Courts below, ihould in 
IhU particular inAance think it ncceAary or 
expedient to depart from the known, con- 
Aant, and uniform praftice of every inferior 
Court of Law in the kingdom. 

On this Mr. Benn was called again to the 
■ar, on his further examination. 

Mr. BENN. 

Examined by Mr. Fo*. 

Mr. Benn Aated, that he had not feen his 
depofuion fince he gave it in the Houfe of 
Commons; that he wiAied to be indulged 
with a Aght of it, to refrelh his memory.— 
This was permitted to him.—He then went 
into comments and explanations of it. He 
iaid, his communications with the Rajah 
were not official: that, of courfe, the Rajah 
never complained to him of ill-treatment. 
That he was only affiAant to tlie ReAdent of 
Benares, appointed in Januaiy 17S1. That 
the conAnement of Durbejah Sing was in 
two ways ArA, the guard was placed at 
the outAde of the garden; fecondly, on the 
inAde, and fome in the houfe j but that he 
fuAained no other hardAiip, than in being for 
two days deprived »f his boueea, viz. fmoak- 
ing. Did not know whether his conAne- 
ment came from Government at large, or 
the Governor-General. That his papers 
were fe zed—his jaghire fequeAered. That 
it was generally underAood there was a de- 
Aciency in his accounts ; and that Culbully 
Ben, a farmer, had paid him monies, for 
. which he had net accounted. 

Mr. Bukkx here took up the examination. 

That tlte country of Benares paid as much 
as it could well aAbrd to Government ^ that 
it would not take care of itfelf,” as Mr. 
Burke demanded, but required fome atten¬ 
tion. That the article of Saltpetre, in that 
country, was of the nature of a Royalty in 
this, and was generally in the hands of fome 
great Zemindar. That the Opium pro- 
' duced about 470 cheAs in a year. 

• Mr. Burke attempted to deduce from hia 
examination, that the reiburces of the coun- 
. try were not e^tuil to the fwn demanded 
anoually. . . n 


CroA-examined by Mr. Law. 

,That the great refource of the countiy waa 
—ITS RxLiGioK: that a number of Pil¬ 
grims came there, and expended large Aims 
in travelling and gifts. To thefe the Salt¬ 
petre and Opium were to be added. And 
concluded by faying, that the money,''2ollo 
lacks of rupees, awarded to Government by 
Aly Ebraim Cawn, was never paid. That 
another improvement had been propofed by ^ 
Mr. HaAings—the cultivation of fugar— 
which it was proved grew there with 
fuccefs. ^ 

Mr. Adam then rofe, to produce fomt 
written evidence“ Country Correfpond- 
ence, and Minutes of the Secret Commit¬ 
tee and fecret indeed they were, as they 
conOAed of one continued Aring of Indian 
names, whofe founds occaAcnaily excited 
the wonder of many of the ladies. They 
were read with great perfeverance and aAo- 
niAiing gravity by the Clerk. 

Thefe being AnlAied, the la A evidence in 
fupport of the charge was called in. 

Colonel GARDNER. 

Examined by Mr. Grey. 

He depofed, that he knew the country of 
Benares perfe£lly. That property was weU 
protedfed there. One only inAance of cru¬ 
elty he knew—that of a Cadet being wound¬ 
ed by the people of the country. That he 
had played at Chefs with Cheyt Sing, and 
walked with him in his garden, but never 
faw any violence in his temper. That he 
thought Mr. HaAings might have been cut 
offi, had the Rajah wiffied it. That when 
Cheyt Sing was arrcAed, the infurrcdlion 
feemed of the inAant, and not premeditated. 
Thought that money might have been ob¬ 
tained from him without bloedAied. That 
an indireA application had been made t« 
Mr. Markham, who wondered “ how in- 
terceffion could be made for a murderer." 
Obferved no peifonal ahimoAty on the part 
of Mr. HaAings againA him; but thought 
he was thus fuddcnly arreAed, for carrying 
on a Secret Correfpondence with the enemy. 
That arreAin^ was certainly an infult, as it 
was in all countries j and imagined it might . 
have been done without. 

Crofs-examined by Mr. Plummer. 

Thought ipuch of the violentie proceeded 
frem Cheyt Sing's brother, Sujah Sing, who 
commanded altnoA entirely ;—a maft of 
much violence of dlfpoAtion.—This evi¬ 
dence was Aniffied by being aAced—that 
•s he had declared his opinion of many per- 
fons in the courfe of his evidence—What* 
his opinion was of Mr. HaAings ? To 
which he replied. That a more imiahle fri. 
v»u thmr*S»r he had never known, than 

that 
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riiat bonne by Mr. Haftfngs; and it was fo 
iinivef£aily acknowled^ *. 


THtRTESNTH Day. 

Friday, April ii. 

This day the Court being aiTembled, Mr. 
Anftruther began to fum up tiie whole of 
she evidence on the iirll charge. He en-« 
acred very fuUy, in a fpcech of three hours 
and a half in length, into the hiftory of the 
tranfaAlons between Mr. Hadings and the 
Rajah of Benares ; but unlefs we were at 
liberty to follow him through the whole of 
the detail, it would be impoffiblc for u$ to 
convey any idea of the happinefs with which 
he elucidate^ the whole of this complicated 
bulinefs. From the Arft fuppofed ferso- 
KAL affront offered to Mr. Haftings by the 
Rajali, to the exile of that unfortunate 
Prince, and the confinement and deatli of 
Doorgbidjee Sing, he was highly luminous 
and imprelTive. In adverting to the rights 
of Bulwant Sing, and his fon Cheyt Sing, 
as diferiminated by the Governor-General, 
Mr, Andruther was peculiarly happy. The 
former was a Zemindar, according to Mr. 
Hadings, becaufe he paid tribute this 
had been made by that gentleman the fpeci- 
fic didin£lion between a Zemindar, or land¬ 
holder, and an Aumeel, or colleAor; yet 
when his indignation was roufed againd 
Cheyt Sing, his payment of tribute was the 
very reafon alTigned why he fliould kot be 
regard^ as a Zemindar! 

Mr. Andrutho' then took notice of the 
diderent arguments wluch had fallen from 
the advocates of Mr. Hadings, in reply to 
’ the particulars of this charge. It had been 
urged, that the whole of his conduA in 
India, though repugnant, perhaps, to parti¬ 
cular datutes, was driftly confonant to the 
uniform praffice in Ada. “ Would it have 
been borne,” afleed Mr. Andrutlier, “ in 
the Roman government, even at its mod 
degenerate period, in a Provincial Governor, 
en his trial for oppreflion, to have proteded 
agaiiid that fydem of jurifprudence which 
he had violated—to have exclaimed, “ Try 
me not by your mild inditutes—try me 
“ not by the code of Judinian—for tliefe 
A** accord not with the fydem I have pur- 
* fuedj—try me, on the contrary, by the 
** pradKces of a Nero and a Caligula, and 
** by thofe dull my journal of defolation 


be fiilly judlfied.’*—‘Tet this was piw. 
cifely *licld forth by Mr. Hadings—“ Try 
me not,” faid lie, “ by the Britilh laws} 
fubjefl me not to ^the code of Adatic juf- 
tice; but try me by the praQices cf Cuffim 
All Cawn and Aliverdi Cawn, for their 
perddy of oppreffion will dnd ao ample 
dor* of precedent!” 

He concluded by adhring their Lordihips, 
that no pains had been fpared by the Com¬ 
mittee to bring forward thofe parts only of 
the evidence on this charge, which went dU 
redfly to prove thole fads on which tha 
charge liad been originally founded. 

Mr. Benn and Colonel Gardner were thea 
called in, and afleed .-i few quedions by th# 
Earl of Suffolk, refpeding chiefly the flrft 
infults offered to tlie Rajah of Benarea, at 
the time of his arreft, and the treatment of 
Dooigbidjee Sing during the time of his im- 
prifonmcnt. 'i'o a quedion, “ Whether, ac- 
coiding to ttie cudoms of the nation, it was 
not a feverc infult to deprive Doorgbidjee 
whild confined of his houccoy or tobacco- 
pipe ?” Mr. Benn replied, “ That it was 
not more than taking from an Englilh gen¬ 
tleman his fnuff-box." 

Mr. Burke tlien dtid, that before the bud* 
nefs was dnally fubmitted to the judice of 
their Lordfliips, he found it neceffary ta 
trouble their Lordfliips with a few words on 
the nature of the evidence which tuid been 
produced. It was to be recollected, that 
fbme of thofe men who had been called to 
their bar had been the indruments of that 
tyranny which was now arraigned. Thofo 
who were deputed to opprefs, were therefore 
to be treated with caution, when they fpoko 
of the mcafure of the oppreflion. It was 
eadly to be feen, that thofe who had in¬ 
flicted the injudice, would not ufe the harfli- 
ed terms when fpeaking of its meafure and 
its rate. Of this nature appeared to be the 
evidence of that perfon who had fpoken of 
the privation of the houccay during the im- 
prifonment of Doorgbidjee Sing. To foms 
of their Lordfliips, happy in large fortunes, 
and nurfed in the lap of indolence, fuch cir- 
cumitances might appear trifling; but to the 
wretched prifoner, deprived of every com¬ 
fort, the fmalled alleviation of his mifery 
was of importance, and left a vacuum in the 
forlorn refldue of his enjoyments.^ It was 
equal In that cafe what the objefi might bo 


* In the courfe of the day various Lords put different quedions—Lords Fltawilliam, 
Derby, Kinnaird, Stanhope, Ibirtcheder, Coventry, and,others. 

The Prince of Wales, the Duke of York, and the Dukes of GloucederOod Cumbertand, 
were all prefent. ^ 

The Commons were few ha number indeed—lefs than on any former occaflon) and the 
audience lellbned fo continually from time to time, riiat at lad fcarcely any hearers but tliofe 
who were obliged to hear were left in the Court. 
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» i n r >re n a fnnff'box.oi' a tobacco-box became 
patters of moment. Their Lordihips might 
liave heard of a prifoner in the BaftilCi whofe 
(blitnde and mifery found a refpite in the 
play of a ffider^ whidit he had trained in 
fome degree of familiarity. In that nngle 
enjoyment he bore his forrows witliout re¬ 
pining; but the circumAance being difeo- 
vered by his keeper, ihat inhumanity which 
prulhed the ffidtry plunged the otlter vidim 
into a defpair which terminated his exig¬ 
ence. 

With refpeft to the treatment of Cheyt 
Sing, on his arreft, it was only neceflaiy, 
Mr. Burke obfcrved, to caft a brief retrofpeft 
to the circumftances. The Rajah had been 
pppreBed, until he opuld find no refuge, and 
degraded in the eyes of his people, beyond 
the reach of human confolation.—He had 
returned to his clofet; to addrefs himfelf to 
the Divinity—rthe Common Father of All. 
He was tliere fuffered to be infulted by a 
Cbubdar, a wretch of the meaneft clafs. Thofe 
who had permitted this deed, had forgotten 
the maxim, ^odrts tft facra mifer .—If they 
■bad not remembered the reverence due to a 
Prince and Prieft, th^ fhould have known 
that there was a facrednefs In mifery, and 
have relpeded his wretchednefs, even when 
they overlooked his rank. In revenging tliis 
infult, his fubjefls had merely done their 
duty. They had done what every Brltifh 
fubjed, it was to be hoped, would do, if they 
faw their Sovereign fo degraded. Tu fay the 
.Rajah, wlio was a Command^, a Prince, 
Atould not be difgraced, from being arrelled 
by one who had formerly been his fervant, 
pnd at the hour of his devotions, was ridi- 
puJous. And for what reafon ? Why, be- 
paufe tie was not a —or a PcicA. A 

yery admirable reafon indeed !—“ Suppofe, 
(faid the orator, and with an audacity that 
was felicitous)—fuppofe a Lord Chancellor 
himfelf— be found at his devotions, the 
Iceeper of his MajeAy's confcicnce—and 
great as he muA be—fuppofe he Aiould be 
thue taken away, would it remove the in- 
flignity that he was not a Bi/Aof ? No :— 
fhe Lord Chancellor would know, and feel 
Jhe difgrafa't He would think of the devo¬ 
tion he had loA. and he would not care whe- 
Aer he was a BiAiop or no." 

The whole Court was in a roar of laughter 
at tlus novel fiight. The l.prd Chancellor, 
-^owiever, kept his gravity. 

This laA' fpeech more thap tpmpenfated 
fer of the day, which certainly had 

—earbane notan^us,'^ amongA the 

attendance. 

TI|q ^ourf broke up at hsdf paA four 


FooaTtiKTJi Day, 
Tuisuay, AraiL 15. 
•second Cf^ARGEj 

axiATlVE TO 

The BEGUMS,or PRINCESSES of OUDE. 
Tlic Court being feated, 

Mr. Adam informed their LordAiips, that 
he was commanded by the Commons to lay 
before them the particulars of the fecond ar¬ 
ticle of impeachment prefented ag.unA War¬ 
ren HaAings, Efq. Confcioiis as he was of 
his want of abilities to difi;Jiarge fo arduous 
a talk, he had not prefomed to Iblicit it j it 
was afliigned to him by thofe whofe com¬ 
mands it was his duty to Obey; and though 
To fpiendid a difplay cf talents had been made 
elfcwhere upon the fame fubjeft, as might 
fi ighten any man from purfuing it, yet re¬ 
lying upon the indulgence of tire Court, he 
would venture, in obedience to his orders, t» 
enter upon the fubjta, In treating of which 
he h-sd the goodnefs of his cAufe and his zeal 
only to fupport him. 

The various articles of the fecond charge 
might be reduced under nine or ten heads, 
containing .as many general pofitions, and 
tlte grounds of allegations of guilt againA the 
prifoner—Fit A, that Oudew.is a great, rich, 
and flouriAiing country—that the Begums, 
the mother anti grandmother of the reigning 
Nabob of Oude, were ladies of high birth 
and quality—that they were legally in pof- 
feflion of great eAates, both real and per- 
fonal—that the property of tliem was legally 
veiled in tliefe PrincclTcs—that the £aA-In- 
dia Company had guaranteed the pofielfion 
of them—that it was the bsunden duty of 
Mr. HaAings to maintain the PrinceflTes in die 
undiAurbed pofielfion of their property fo 
parantecd—that, on the contrary, he had 
invaded it, and even compelled their own 
neareA relation to fpoil them of it—that, 
with Ills knowledge, the PrinctlTcs and their 
families were treated with the greateA indig¬ 
nity, and reduced to the grcatcA diArefs— 
that, for the purpofe of giving a colour to his 
own unwarrantable propeedings, he had, by 
means of afiidavits taken by the Chief Judge 
of India, Sir Elijah Iinpcy, to the great dif- 
credit of juAicc, and of his fituation, flan- 
dered the Begems, as the abettors of the re- 
beUton of Cheyt Sing, &c—and finally, his 
motives in the whole of the proceedings re¬ 
lative to the country of Oude, were founded 
ip avarice and corruption. 

Upon thefe djAerent heads, he begge^ 
leave to Hate to their LordAiips the diAeiept 
pbferv^tions that occurred to him, and 
which, he truAed, would place the guilt of 
|he prifoi^ in fucb a point of view, that 
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Judges of Infinitely lefs difcemment than actual ftate of that Prince and his tero- 
their Lordlhips potrefled could not but be tory. 

ftruck with it. The Princeflcs of Oude, as he had Hated 


That Oude was a country of confiderahle before, were ladies of high birth and qua- 
extent, would appear from this fatl, with lity. The Elder Begj^m, or grandmother of 
which their Lordinips were well acquainted j the reigning Prince, was the daughter of » 
•that it was in length 360 miles, and in perfun of ancient and illullrious lineage, 
breadth 180 j fo that it was nearly as long as who was of fufficient power and confe- 
England, and as broad as this kingdom, quence to be able to difpute the high office 
from the ille of Anglefoa to the mouth of the of Vizier of the Moguf empire with tlte Ni- 


Humber: it exceeded Ireland in length by 
70 miles, and was rather broader than any 
part of that illand. It was wealthy, becaufe 
it produced in fome parts various articles for 
trade and manufadlurcs, which were carried 
on to a very confiderabie extent; and in 
other parts it was rich in tillage. Before its 
connexion wiuh the Eall-lndia Company, it 
was able to defiay the expenccs of all its 
efiablifhments, without letting any run into 
arrear; and the fize of thofe eftablilhmenrs 
might be colleded from this, that when a re¬ 
duction in the army took place in Oude, the 
number of men Aill kept in pay amounted to 
36,000 rank and file. 

Thus was the country rich and fiourifh- 
ing, while the Provinces were fewei in num¬ 
ber tlian tlicy aftei wards became by the ac- 
ceflion of Douab, and the conquell of Ro- 
hilcund, or the country of die Rohillas; but 
this increafe of dominion did not bring in- 
creafe of wealth to the Nabob of Oude; on 
the contrary, his finances tell into diforder, 
he became afloniihingly embarrafied, and his 
country was turned. 

The origin of his connexion with the £n- 
glilh was the Rohilla war. That war the 
. Houfe of Commons in its wifdom had not 
thought proper to make the ground of a 
cliarge againft the prifoner, and therefore he 
would not urge it againil him as fuch : but 
he inufi make mention of it, for the purpofe 
of /hewing the origin of our connexion witli 
the Nabob Vizier. When Sujali ul Dowlah 
formed the defign of adding Rohilcund 10 
his dominion, he entered into a treaty with 
Mr. Ha/tings for the avowed purpofe of ex- 
Urmnatini the Rohillas; and the price of 
our affillancfi was ftipulated at 40 lacks of 
rupees, or 400,000!. The fun that faisr the 
beginning and completion of this infamous 
bargain had rifen in avarict \ its meridum 
was in cruelty^ and its fetting in blood. From 
fuch a connexion nothing goed could be ex¬ 
pected ; and, accordingly, from that day for¬ 
ward the Vizier began to run into debts, 
which daily increafed, but were never fuf- 
fered to diminifh. His embarra/Tment, dlf- 


zam of the Carnatic, and was at laft I10- 
noured by the Great Mogul with the title 
and office of Captain Gtntral of the Enpirt, 
Her father gave her in marriage to Sufter 
Jung, a man of very noble birth, who left to 
his fonSujah ul Dowlah the dignity of Vizio:, 
and from iiim it defeended to Afopit ul Oow- 
lah, Sujah’s Ton, who now reigns over t^ 
territories of Oude. The younger Begutfi, 
or Frincefs's moriier, was net of biith tb 
illufirious as tlic foimer, but Hill fhe was 
nobly born, and became the wife of Sujah ul 
Dowlah, and bore to him tlic reigning Na¬ 
bob Vizier.—From this fliortlnftory it ap- 
jxiared, that thefe ladies were of high tsu&, 
and intitlcd to great refpeCl, and to gre/it 
eflablifiunents. They accordingly enjoyed 
both.—That the e/laces which they poflefitd 
belonged to them in propriety, and were not 
held by them in trufl, Ihould, Mr, Adam 
faid, be proved to the entire fatisfaCHon of 
their Lordfhips. The bare pojf^ion of tfic 
perfonal e/tates or treafures which tliey had 
In their palaces, was a proof of the propriety; 
for as tiiofe treafures were depofited in the 
Zenana, 01 palace facred to the refidened 
of the ladies of the Court, it was impof- 
fible that, according to the law of tbk 
country, any hum.in creature of the ndrtt 
kind, except a hufband, Ton, or brother, coi^d 
fet his foot within the gates of it: No com- 
pulfory procefh, therefore, could be ferved 
or executed in the Zenana, and no onecotltd 
enter it to take away the rrcafurc. Wotild 
not, then, their Lordfliip> admit, that ^ 
‘treafure which no one could take from th^ 
was really the property of the PrincelRa^? 
But the proof of the property did not rw 
upon thefe points- only, ftrong as it was. 
By the laws of Ihe Kor<an, the Nabob was 
not reilrained from giving eftates, both real 
and perfonal, in full property, to his motlier 
and grandmother ; .and what one Nabob had 
given, another was pleafed to confirm.— 
The younger Princefs had lent hCr fon z6 
lacks of ny>ee$, for wliieh he gave her his 
bonds; here was evidzntia axi that the 
money fo lent was not the property of the 


abled him from fulfilling his pecuniary en¬ 
gagements with the Engli/h, and gave them 
a pretence for meddling with,the internal go¬ 
vernment of his country, and reducing him, 
w it wer^ to a cypher. Such ww the 


borrower, but of die lender; for no mat 
borrows his own money, and binds himfclf 
to repay it. The Nabob's a/Tairs g^wing 
ftill more and more enq](>arrafled, that Prince 
was ftill prefiing his mother for money, 'and 
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taying claim to part of her treafures, as the 
property-of the crown, which h's deceared 
fat^r could not will away. His mother, to 
. relieve liis diftrclUs, and to fecuiu to herftlf 
the peaceable enjoyment of a patr, at leait, 
of her fortune, entered into a treaty with 
her fon, to which the Engliflt were parfics 
and guarantees ; for without their guarantee 
ihe would conclude nothing. By this m aty 
fee agreed to caneef her fon’s bond for the 
%6 lacks (he had already lent, and furtlicr, 
•to pay 30 lacks more, or 300,000!. making 
in the whole 560,000!. ilerling. In confi* 
deration of this immenfe fum given to the 
Nabob, that Prince rcleafed all claim to the 
landed and remaining part of the perfonal 
eftates, left by his father, Sujah ul Dowlah, 
to the Piinccfs his widow. The full enjoy¬ 
ment and polTeflion of the cltatcs fo cen- 
firmed to the Begum, by the Nabob 'icr fon, 
were guaranteed to her by Mr. Haflings. 
'Whatever therefore might have been her title 
to this property before, her right under rlus 
treaty and this guarantee became as legal, as 
Arong, and as binding, as the laws of In¬ 
dia and the laws of nations could polfibly 
make it.—The property of the dder Begum, 
or Princefs, grandmother to the Nabob, 
flood exaflly in a fimilar predicament, and 
on a fimilar foundation. She enjoyed her 
efiates under a folemn treaty, and a folemn 
l^arantee on the part of the Englilh Go¬ 
vernment. But nothing legal, nothing fa- 
ered, could refill the lawlefs rapacity of Mr. 
Haflings, as^ thefe PrincelTcs foon expe¬ 
rienced, 

As the reprefentative of the government 
that had guaranteed the treaties which fe- 
eered to thefe ladies their property, it was 
his duly to interpofe lus authority and in- 
fittence In their behalf, if any attempt was 
mside to fiioil them of their fortune, in vio- 
laOon of the treaties s as a man, he was 
bound b/every obligation of friendfhip and 
geiWofit/ to hi • he declared proteflor of the 
yopnger Princefs : that lady, in a letter which * 
fht wrote to him, and which would not dif- 
credit the genius of an Elizabeth, or the 
abilities of a Cecil, flated, that when 
Sojah ul Dowlah was in his lall moments, 
die approached hi» bed, and lamenting the 
misfortunes which were likely to befal her 
and his young children, wlio were going to 
be deprived of th ir only fiipport, he bid 
her not to afili 3 herfelf fo much for his lofs; 
he would leave her a generous and firm 
friend and fupporter in the peifoTi of Mr. 
Hafiings, who would be a father to his 
eh^dren. This letter was written at a time 
wiiM’hv fon Afoph ul Dowlah was endea¬ 
vouring to fpotl her and his grand-mother 
•f rheir property. Haftings was moved 


at the perufal of it, and wrote to the Nabob 
in behalf of his parents. In this letter he 
was clear and explicit upon the obligatioii 
that children were under to honour and ra- 
fljcfl their parents, and the duty which na¬ 
ture itfdf diflatcd to all relations, to love 
and afiift one another: that duty, he faid', 
was enjoined, not merely by the laws of this 
or of that country, but by thofe of all na¬ 
tions; it was proclaimed by the voice of 
nature itfelf. Here Mr. Adam obferved, 
that when Mr. Haflings was fpeaking the 
language of nature, no man could fpeak it 
more forcibly, or deliver it more intelligibly; 
but when he was endeavouring to palliate 
aflions of his own, which the laws neither 
of God nc^r man could warrant, his flile 
was ambiguous and his lai aage obfenre, 
felting all fair conflruclion at defiance, under 
tlie (hew of fplendid high-founding but un¬ 
meaning diflion. When the prifoncr wrote 
that letter, had he changed his nature ? or 
could the man who afterwards compelkd 
the fon to become his inflrunicnt to rob hi$ 
parents, have diflated fo humane a letter } 
Pards bred pards, tygers begat tygers, and 
the dove never was hatclied under the vul¬ 
ture’s wing; nature might flap for a while, 
hut mufl be natuie Bill: and therefore, tho* 
the priinner had for a time put on the fem- 
blance, and adopted the language, of huma¬ 
nity, it was only for a time; he foon threw 
off the mafic, and difplayed the fame horrid 
clifpo'nion that diflated the treaty for the 
exurniinatien of the Roliillas, and the fame 
barbarity that marked the progrefs of that 
abominable war. 

Mr. Haflings e-tpcAcd tliat the country of 
Oude, exiiauilcd as it was by the immenfe 
foi tunes that had found their way fiem it 
into Great-Britain, by the extravagant mi¬ 
litary eilablifhments that were kept up in it, 
and by tlie fubfidies paid to the Company, 
fhould be as full of wealth and refources as 
it was before its conne6lion with the £n- • 
ghfh, when its revenue, exclufive of that of 
the Douab and Rohilcund, exceeded three 
crores, or thrke millions sterling, 
a-year. That revenue, when the Nabob’s 
dominions were Icfs extenfive, defrayed all 
the ex|)ences of government, and the Bate 
was not a rupee in debt t but fuch had been 
the drain of wealth from Oude after its 
connexion with* the Company, that though 
the produce of the Douab and of Rohilcund 
was by theconquefl of thofe countries added 
to tiie revenue of Oude, the whole was in- 
fufficient to the ehai^ of its eBabllfhments, 
and the Nabob was- plunged in debt, front 
which he faw po refouroe of extricating him- 
fclf: but Mr. Hgilings, more quick-fighted, 
pr kfs fcrppulotts than the Vriase, faw a 
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treat refource In the real and (lerfonal eftates 
of the Begums, and inlinuated to him, that 
if he would feize them, he would be able t<f 
relieve himfclf from his embarralTments, and 
pay olT a confiderable part of his debt to 
the Company. The Nabob W'as Hiocked,at 
the Inflnuation ; as a son, he felt a degree of 
horror at the idea of becoming the ]ilundeier 
of his parents ; and as a man or honov- , 
he could not bring himfelf to violate a treaty 
which he himfelf had made, and confirmed 
with an oath, and for which the Princelfes 
had given a valuable confiderat'on. The 
fentiments of that Prince on the occafion 
were very flrongly exprefled by Mr. Middle- 
ton, the Englifh Rehdent at his Court, in 
tht'fe words, in a letter from Lucknow, da¬ 
ted the 6th of December, 17S1 ; in another, 
dated the following day; and in a third, da¬ 
ted the 9th of the fame month 

“ Finding the Nabob wavering in his de- 
“ termination about the refumption of the 
jaghires (thclanded cAatesof his parents), 

** I tliis day in prefence of, and with the 
“ Minifter’s concurrence, ordered the ne- 
“ ceflary perwannahs to be written to the 
** fevcral Aumeels for that piirpofc ; and it 
** was my firm icfolution to have dlfpatched 
“ them this evening, with proper people to 
fee them pimAually and implicitcy 
“ carried into execution : but before they 
were all tranferibed, I received a meffage 
from the Nabob, who had been informed 
** by the Miniller of the refolution I had 
** taken, entreating that I would withhold 
the perwannahs until to-morrow morning, 
wlien he would attend me, and afford me 
** fatisfaAIon on this point. As tlie lofs of 
“ a few hours in the difpatch of the per- 
** wannahs appeared of little moment, and 
as it is pofTible the Nabob, feeing that the 
** bufinefs will at at.l events be done, 
** may make it an a£l of his own, I have 
** confented to indulge him in his requefts ; 

but be the refiilt of our interview what- 
“ ever it may, nothing fhall prevent the or- 
« ders being ilfucd to-morrow, either by him 
•* or myfeif, with the concurrence of the 
“■ Minifters. Yoiir pleafure withrefpeft to 
• the Begums I have learned from Sir Elijah 
linpey; and the meafure heretofore jjio- 
pofed wili foon follow the refumption of 
“ the jaghires. From both, or indeed from 
*' the former alone, 1 have no doubt of the 
** complete liquidation of the Company's 
** balance.** 

Dec. 7, 1781.-—“ I had the honour to 
addrefs you yefterday, informing you of 
** the iteps 1 had taken in regard to the rc- 
** fumption of the jaghires. This morning 
** the Vizier came to me, according to liis 
^ agreement, But feemlngly without anf 


I ] 

** Intention or defire to yield me fatisfa< 5 lioB 
** on the fubjed under decifion; for after a 
great deal of converfation, confining on 
** his part of trifling Cvafion, and puerile 
excufes for withholding his alfcnt to the 
meafure, though at the fame time profef* 

“ flng die molt implicit fubnilllion to your 
“ wiihes, I found myfeI 4 without any other 
“ refonree than the one of employing that 
“ excluflve authority with which 1 confider 
“ your inftruftions to veft me: I thaefore 
declared to the Nabob, in prefence of the 
“ Minifler and Mr. Johnfon, who I defired 
“ might bear witnefs of the converfation, 

“ that X conftrued his rejection of the mea- 
“ furc propofed as a breach of his fc 4 emn 
promife to you, and an unwiUingiiels to 
“ yield that afliltance which was evidently 
** in his power, towards liquidating his 
“ heavy accumulating debt to the Company } 

“ and that I mufl, in confequence, deter- 
“ mine, in my own jtiflification, to ilfue 
“ immediately the perwannahs, which had 
“ only been withheld in the fanguine hope 
“ that he would be prevailed upon to make 
“ that his own a£X, which nothing but the 
“ molt urgent neceflity could force me to 
« make mine. He left me without any re- 
“ ply ; but afterwards font for his Miniller, 

“ and authorized him to give me hopes that 
my requifition would be complied with} 
on which I expreiled my fatisfaftion, but 
«( declared that ^ould admit of no further 
“ delays; and unlefs I received his Excel- 
lency's formal acquiefcence before the 
“ evening, 1 Ihould then molt afliiredly iflue 
“ my perwannahs; which I have accord- 
“ ingly done, not having had any aflurances 
« from Ills Excellency tliat could juftifya 
“ further fufpenlion. I lhall, as foon as 
“ pofllble, inform you of the elFedt of the 
“ perwannahs, which, in many parts, I ant 
“ apprehenfive it will be found nece^ry to 
enforce with military aid. 1 am not, 
“ however, entirely without hopes, that the 
•< Nabob, when he fees the inefficacy of 
“ further oppofltion, may alter his conduft, 
and pi event the confufion and difagreeabie 
confequences which would be too likely te 
refult from the profecution of a meafure 
“ of fuch importance without his concur- 
“ rence. His Excellency talks of going to 
** Fyzabad (the refidence of his mother and 
“ grandmother) for the purpofe herctofote 
** mentioned, jn tliree or four days. 1 with 
“ lie may be ferious in his intention, and 
you may reft alTured I lhall fpare no pains 
“ to keep him to it.’* ^ „..t 

Dec. 9, 1781.-—** I had the honoul' to 
“ addrefs you on the 7th inft. informing you 
of the converfation whjeh had paflixi be- 
** twqen the Nabob and nib, on the fubjeA 
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^ of refuming the jaghlres, and the fteps I 
^ had taken In eonfequence. His ExcclJcn- 
** cy appeared to be very much hurt and 
^ incenied at the nteafure, and loudly com- 
^ phiins of the treachery of his Minifters; 

** firft, in giving you any Hopes that Cuch a 
menfure would be adopted ; and, ftcondly, 

** In tlicir promifing me their whole fujiport 
in carrying it through: but, as I appie- 
** heiaded, rather tlianfuffer it to appear that 
•* thts point had been carried in oppolition to 
** bis will, he at length yielded a numinal 
«* acquiefcence, and has this day idued his 
•* ow;n perwannahs to that efteft} declaring, 

** at the fame time, both to me and his 
“ hlinL'icrs, that it is an act of com- 

• FixtsroN.” 

Thus their Lordfliips would fee, that 
thou gh this Prince had a regard for his cha- 
as a fon, a man, and a Prince, and 
fi.lt a horror at tlte idea of violatjng an oath, 
Mr. Haftings was above all fuch tkifi ts 
«f confideratlon, and was not fatished till 
he FORCED this unfortunate Prince to break 
tliro>agh all the ties of nature and religuiti, 
and Tob thofe of the means of fuppotting 
life fix>m whom he derived his exlllence. 

In the remaining part of Mr. Adam’s 
fpeech he ftated the hardlhips and diflrefs 
Whidt the other children and wives of his 
fathcar were made to endure by the Nabob. 
Such was their want of food, the PrincelTes 
who had hitherto fupporetd them being 
lundered, that the brothers of the Nabob 
cgge4 *^>31 they might be fuffered to go 
forth into the world, ,to earn their bread by 
their dually labour j and the women, who in 
India think the fight of a man, not tlieir huf. 
band or near relation, a downright pollution, 
expiable only by death, were become fo out¬ 
rageous for food, that they forced their way 
out cf the "Zenana, but were beat back with 
blu jgt^ons by the fepoys. 

He could not fay that all thefe cruelties 
were iximmitted by the exprefs order of Mr. 
Hafttiigs; but they were perpetrated by the 
order of the Engliih Refident, who was the 
mere creature of Mr. Haftings, who a£led 
under his authority, and who, with the 
Icnqwledge of the Governor-General, had 
mgrolTed the adminiftration of every de- 
pattment in the Rate of Oude, civil, milita- 
ly, judicial, and of finance, and left the 
l^aboib but a fhadow of power: he knew 
idfo, that when all thefe p|rticulars were 
afterv/ards communicated to Mr. HaAings, 
bedk! not take one fingle Aep towards pu- 

• nlfhitig thofe who had afled with fo much 
bari^rity. 

lA the narrative which Mr. Haftings drew 
of this whole tranfaflion he had rAtsirixD 
dates, ip order to Icipute guilt to the Be- 


* } 

gums, which could not be Imputed to them 
if tlie true dates were fet down. 

• While the latter alTertion was made by 
Mr. Adam, that temper which had marked, 
and fo meritorioufly marked, the deportment 
of Mr. Haftings, left him for a momeht, 
and acrofs his box, to a gentleman in it, he 
whifpered, “ that the aflertion was falfe I” 

At thefe words Mr. Adam grew more 
impetuous. 

“ What, faid he, fhall I hear, my Lords, 
and bear, that my aflertion fhall be con- 
“ tradifted ? Shall I, who ftand here as 
“ the delegated Manager of ^ie Commons, 

** be told that I am advancing what is un- 
“ true ? In thefituationin which i ftand— 

** and from that degraded man at your bar, 

‘‘ loaded with crimes,^ and groaning under 
“ his enormities—1 will not bear it.—To 
“ your Lordfliips I appeal for protrc- 
“ TioN !”—[Here various perfons in tlie 
Court rofe up—and a brother Manager 
touching Mr. Adam, he recovered himfelf, 
and went on more calmly.]—No, my 
“ l.ords, my atTertionswill provc'to be true s 
“ I will trace the guilt of Mr. Haftings — 

“ from the firft attempts at expedience— 

“ from the trial of a meafure, and the fear 
** of its falluie, to the joy at its execution, 

** and the triumph at its fuccefs:—I will 
“ Ihcw him to you, falfifying his truft— 
defrauding the Eaft-lndia Company :—1 
" will piove him guilty of foroery and 

“ MURj?RR !”-Mr. Haftings no longer 

fhewed any emotion. 

After various quotations from Latin Au¬ 
thors, by which Mr. Adam attempted to 
enforce his fpeech, and which he quoted and 
intermixed fo rapidly with Englifh, that it 
was almoft impoflible to diflinguiih the 
“ dead from the Kving,” he proceeded to 
that part of the Begum Charge which brought 
in the name of Sir Elijah Impey. 

“ If I refpefl the Law, faid Mr. Adam, 

“ of which I am a Member j if I revere its 
** dodrines, or am proud of the profefTiont 
** —how muft I, and how mull every lover 
** of the'Laws or Conftitution, around me, 
** feel, when we refleft upon fuch a man— 
** fuch a lawyer, and fuch a being in tl^' 
cliarafler of a Judge, as is Sir Elijah Im- 
** pey ! throwing afide the unfuUied er- 
** mine, and the facred dignity of his pro- 
feflion, to go on the common errands of a 
“ Commiilioner; to take the affidavit of 
every man who would make one; and 
thus, on tx fartt evidence, fworn with 
fuch fpeed as left truth out of the quef- 
**■ tion—and ^ven in a corner—in the houfe 
**• of Mr. Middleton, vriiereuvery tinng chat 
** can create fufpicion, mij^e be exped^ trii 
be foun<b-»tbus to ddtroy thefb vuetche^ 
^ Begums r* ' 
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After fpeaklng ^llree hours and a .quarter 
.•^Klr. Adam drew towards the conclunon, 
which he pointed as follows: 

“ If what once drew attention at tills B-ft, 
in the pCrfon of Lord Lovat; if then—the 
fame fumtnary mode of proceeding which 
** Mr. Haltings chofe in India, Iiad huen 
“ adopted — wliat would your I.ord/hips 
have thought—or, what would future 
“ rimes liavc faid of our memories ?—If that 
Loid Lovat, inftead of being brought to 
a fair and honourable trial, had been in- 
“ ftantly dcllroyed by his conqueror—the 
great Duke of Cumberland—would not 
** youi Lordlhips, with one voice, havepro- 
•* nounced it unneceflary and inhuman de- 
ftrudHon ? Not lefs fo was the condu^ of 
mV. I-lallings againft the i’rinceffes of 
“ Oude!—unfortun.ue in having no Law 
** but the Will of their Conqueior:—and 
whofe Will had no Feeling for its 
“ guide!” 

“ At the clofe of his own written De- 
fence,” faid Mr. Adam, “ Mr. Kallings 
** has taken up an adrirefs hmilar to that of 
“ the Earl of Strafford ;—He tells you, that 
he was font young to India, and almoft 
unacquainted vvitli its nature and its man- 
“ nets :--that in the moft trying fituations, 
** he was forced to be his own guide; his 
own Politician; his own General; his 
** own Divine ; and liis own Judge! 
“ That in duties fo n'lmtrous and fo com- 
** plicated, the bell abilities might err: his 
talents Itave not that boaft; and therefore 


the Charge; but the Court ftndSng that it 
was four o’clock, adjourned. 

Fifteenth Day* 
Wednesday, Afiiil i6. 

Mr. Pelham informed tlieir Lordlhlpn, 
that it had fallen to his lot to make fome 
obfervations upon the anfwer delivered by 
Mr. Haftings to the SKond Chaige. And 
here he lamented their Lordlhips* rigid adhe-* 
rcnce to a refolution, which introduced a 
prafticc fo very different from that which 
prevailed in the Courts below, and which 
obliged him to take notice of this anfwer be> 
fore any evidence had been brought by the 
accufed in fupport of it. The Managers la¬ 
boured under difficulties unknown to any 
former Committee of Managers; and thofe 
difficulties were increafed by the number of 
friends by whom the p.'ifoner was counte¬ 
nanced and protefted. True friends, wlio 
wlfhed for the honourable acquittal of the 
objeft of their frlcndfliip, would require tliat 
every fource of evidence Ihould be explored, 
and laid open to the judges; for by fuch 
means only couidanuoNouR a el e acquit¬ 
tal be produced. But thofe who confidcred 
not the HONOUR of their friend, but the im¬ 
punity of his PERSON, and the preserva¬ 
tion of his ill-acquired wealth, would 
wilii to keep back every particle of evi¬ 
dence that might throw light upon the caufe. 
Againft fuch friends of Mr. Haftings the 
Managers had to contend ; and from, the 
mouths of fuch men were tlisy to endeavour 


ftiould his errors, if fuch weie found, 
meet the pardon of his country. 

“ If a plea fimilar to the Earl of Strafford 
be taken up by Mr. Haftings—then will I 
“ adopt the anfwer of one of the greateft 
men this nation has ever had to boaft—I 
mean Mr. Pym.—He fays—and with 
“ juftice he urges it—Wealk not for pre- 
tcmatural abilities, nor expedl them ; but 
“ here, there is tranfgreffion againft every 
** rule ; The light of Nature: The light of 
l« Reafon: The light of common Huma- 
f ** nity •- all might have led him into a better 
1 path; but wilfully, he chofe to ftray from 
** the fafe road, and if danger Ihould await 
him, it is his own feeking.” 

^ Mr. Adam then addieffed bimfelf to the 
Lords, and adjured them, in the different 


to draw forth truth. 

Havid^premifed this, he ohferved, that 
the defence let up to the fecond charge by 
Mr. Haftings hiinfelf and his friends, both 
in Parliament and out of it, refted en¬ 
tirely upon the plea of necessity.— 
The fciiurti of the treafures and jaghircs 
of the Hegums could not be defended 
by fuch a plea; becaufe the prifoner was 
not obliged by neceffity to commit this 
afl of injuftice: on the centrary, that ne¬ 
ceffity, whatever might be its degree upon 
which he refted his defence, was the confe- 
quence of his own malverfation, and there¬ 
fore it ill became him to urge one crime by 
way of juftifying another. The great fource 
of all the evils that had befallen the country 
of Oude, was inthe reiblution the Govemey^ 


% 


capacities of Judges, Fatherl, Sons, Peers, General had formed to make the Nabob take 
Snglilhmen ai^ Mpn, to find Mr. Haftbgs the temporary br^ade into his pay t to this 
guilty *. meafure might be afciibed and traced ail the 

Mr. Pelham would how have continued fubfequent calamities and diftrefibs of that 


* Mr. Adam was up three hours and an half, and yras heard with great attention, in 
many parts he deferved it. In parts there was a violence liberal men do not love. 


The Commons were more numerous than ufual. 


greater numbers than have lately been feen. 


The female ^art of the audience were ia 


F 


country 



iountry and its Sovereign. The fums ne- 
•eifary for the fupport ol fuch a body of 
troops were too great lor the treafury of 
Oude to bear; and the iconfcquence of their 
being kept up was, that the Nabob was 
^ally contradiing debts, which he had no 
profpedl tliat he would ever be able to dif- 
charge. Tire Prince was fully aware of 
this, and frequently Sndcavoured to get rid 
of the expence by fending away tlie biigadc; 
but he found he was not the inafter of his 
own treafure, or the fovereign of his domi¬ 
nions ; for Mr. Hallings Jiad cauild it to 
be fignified to him, that, the Council at 
Calcutta, and not the Nabob, fliould judge 
of the expediency of wltlidi awing the bri¬ 
gade. It was evident, therefore, that .as the 
fieceflily which Mr. Ilaltings urged in his 
defence was founded in the difordcred llate 
»f the N.abob’s finances, and as that dlfor- 
dered ftate was produced by Mr. Haftings 
himfelf, the neccifity which he pleaded In 
Ills junification was cieated by himfelf, and 
«onfequemly inadnillTible as an anfwer to a 
criminal charge. 

Another ground of defence was, that tlie nr- 
tlcleln the treaty of Chunar, hy whicli the pri- 
fonerconfented tlrat the Nabob Ihould feize the 
lands of his mother and grandmother, was 
barely fermifflvc, and by no means imfici ativt. 
He would contend, that though this were 
Admitted, the prifoncr would not appear the 
Icfs criminal; for as the En^lKh Government 
was folemnly pledged to maintain the Piln- 
icefiTcs in the polTeflion of tliofc eftate,i, it 
was no lets a breacii of duty in th^l^ad of 
that government to ftnmt than to command 
an a£l that amounted to a violation of the 
treaty to which the Englilh were guarantees. 
Our juAIce ought not to fuftcr us to violate 
that treaty ourfelves ; our honour was in- 
terefted in presenting another from doing it. 
But the truth was, that the treaty was vio¬ 
lated under the authority, nay by tlie com¬ 
mand, of the prifoner; for by repeated mef- 
lages and injmftkns, and under menaces of 
“ a dreadful refponfibility,” he urged the 
Refident to a completion of the barbarous 
. ad of fpolling the PrincelTcs by the hand of 
their own fon; and well knowing that fuch 
an ad would probably be refifted, he ordered 
the Refident to ufe tlie Brltifl} troops under 
hjs diredion for that purpofe •, and offered 
the aflillance of further forces, ur^ng the 
execution in the following peremptory terms; 

Vou ytmrjtlf muft be pajon^ly prefent-— 
“ You rauft not allow any negociation or 

forbearance; but miift profecute both 
V ferylces, until the Begums (the Princeflbs) 
w ere at the entire mercy of tlie Nabob.”— 

- X^eir Loi^fliips had heard yefterday, from 
^t|^;,j^h9rity of tl!b Refident's letter, tbat 


the Nabob, fo far from liaving been t 
inftrument in tlie hand of the prifoncr, had 
thtawn all pofiible delay in the way of the 
meafure} and when at laft he lent his name 
and countenance to it, he declared and pro- 
tefted that he did fo by cempuljion. 

The prifoner could not throw the blame of 
this meafure on the Refident j for the meafure 
was fo far from originating with the latter, 
tliat he incurred the difpleafure of Mr. Haft- 
ingi for having allowed the Nabob two day* 
to confider of tlie part that he fhould take. 
The Refident was fo much a creature of the 
Governor-General, that he \Vas ready to fay 
or to unfjy, to reprefent fairly, or to mifre- 
prefent, jull at the will and pleafure of h!r 
principal. This apjiearcd maiiifcft from the 
following letter, wiitten hy Mr. Middleton, 
the Refident, on the goth of December 1781, 
fomc few days .after he had informed him 
tliat Olliers hsd been ilTutd for ftizing the 
cfiatcs of the Piincelfes, and that the Nabob 
had at length agreed to take an aftive part in 
tiie bufintfs, though under a protert that ha 
ailed by compulfion. 

" “ My dear Sir, 

“ I have this day anfwered your public 
“ letter, in the form you feem to exped: ( 
“ hope there is nothing in it that may ap- 

pen- to you too pointed. If you wilh the 
“ matter to be otherwife underftood than I 
“ have taken up and Hated it, I need ncl 
“ fay I fhall be ready to conform to whatever 
“ you may preferibe, and to take upon my. 
“ felf any /hare of tlie blame of the “ hi- 
“ therto” non-performance of the Hipula- 
“ tions made on behalf of the Nabob.— 
“ Though I do aflure you J myfelf repre- 
“ rented to his Excellency and the Miniflers, 
“ conceiving it to be yourdefire, that tlie 
“ apparent affumption of the reins of hi* 

“ government, for in that light he undsubt- 
“ tdly confidered it at the firft view, as’ fpe. 

“ eified in the agreement executed by him, 

“ was not meant to hn fully and literally en' 

“ forced; but it was neceflary you IhouIcL 
“ have fomething to Ihew on your fide, aM 
“ the CompSrty were deprived of a benefit, 
“ without a requital j and upon the faith of 
" this afiurance alone, I believe I may fafely 
“ affirm his Excellency’s objedionsT to fign. 

“ ing the treaty were given up. If I have 
“ underftood tlie matter wrong, or mifeon- 
« ^ved your defign,, I am truly forry for 
“ it; however, it is not too late to corriS tjft 
“ error, and I am ready to undertake, andf 
•* God willing, to carry through, whatever 'you 
•* may, on receipt of my public letter, tell mo 
** is your final refoho," 

From fuch a letter their Lordfiiips muft 
be convinced, that the Refident was too 
much devoted to the prifooer w do any thinj 

that 
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tfiat he tiiouglit would difpleafe him—too 
much in awe of him to dare to cxecjte any 
great mcafure of Hate witliout his knowledge 
or command. Fortunately for the caufe of 
public jullice, Mr. HaAings had quarrelled 
•with Mr. Middleton, and that quarrel had 
brought to light the dark tranfailions in 
Oude, which otherwile would periiaps never 
have feen the day. But unfortunately for 
Mr. Haltings, the quarrel was not occalioned 
by the wrath of that gentleman, in finding 
that Mr. Middleton had exceeded his crdeis, 
but, on the contraiy, tJiat he had not rigo- 
routly fulfilled thofe harih and .cv' Injunc¬ 
tions, “ that he fliouUl not allow »,ny nego- 
** elation or foibearanceand Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton was guilty of the heinous crime of 
'lowing the Nabob two whole dnys to confi- 

■" whether he would take an aftivc part in 
...undering his par?nts. It would have been 
?iappv for this country that the whole conduit 
of the ReAdent had been as irrcpiehenfible 
as this part of dt. 

'I liac the treaty by which we were bound 
to protedt the Begums was undei Itood by the 
Company to be a facred obligation upon our 
faitli ar.d upon our honour, appc-ired from 
the Itttci wiitten by the Court of Direilors, 
ininiediatLiy alter they had learned that the 
Princciko had been fpoiledof their property : 
they Anted in that letter, that as w'c were 
undoubtedly bound to maintain to the Be¬ 
gums the polfeirmn of the jaghires, they 
truAcd that the guil^ of thefe ladies was as 
clear as day, .and ^ matter of public noto¬ 
riety in the country, becaufeif it were other- 
wife, our national honour would receive a 
wound which could never be healed, But fo 
far was that guilt from being a matter of 
notoriety, that it was not known at all, that 
it never was proved; nay, that it had not 
been fo much as urged as a reafon for the 
refumption of the jagliircs ; for when it Was 
rcfolved that fuch a meafure fhould be adopt¬ 
ed, it was reprefented as part of a general 
iyAem of policy, atid not as a punifhment 
infliiVed on the Princefles for crimes com¬ 
mitted by tliem. It was reprefented to them, 
that the Nabob intended, for reafons of Aate, 
to refume alt the jaghires in his dominions, 
and the jaghires of the PrincelTes of courfe, 
as part of them. Here was no mention of 
guilt, or of fo much as a fufpicion of it. The 
truth of the huAnefs was, that Mr. HaA- 
ings, difappqinted in his hopes of getting 
poflefTion of Cheyt Sing’s treafures in the 
Fort of Bidjegur, the army having divided 
thm among themfelves, began to confider 
where he could get money. Sir Elijah Impey 
faw him at that time, and faid that he had-, 
never feen ** liia gr^t mind in fuch diArefs.” 
The tteafuree and jaghire of Uie Begum* 


held out the profpeft of a plentiful rcfource, 
and he refolved to avail himfelf of it. He 
prcifcd the Nabob to difeharge his debt to the 
Company: that Prince pleaded inabilityt 
Mr. l^Aings pointed out the jaghires of his 
parent^: the Nabob faid he had retrenched 
even from the delicacies of his table, and 
from the number of elephants, tec. in hiS' 
Aables, and had done gvery thing to dimi-, 
niAi Ills cx'pences and pioduce favings j but 
over rite j ighires of his parents he faid ho 
had no power nor authority : Mr. HaAing* 
infiAed that he fliould leiume them, andf 
juAified the meafure by the plea of ntcejjity, 
'I’liis was the plea of BagP^ot-lIeath.—A. 
higliwayman might fay, “ I want moneys 
inu A have it.” He might Aop a tiavelJer, 
but diOppointed of his booty, by not And- 
ing any money upon him, he might fay to 
himfelf, « i, there no h<)ufc in the neigh* 
bourhood that 1 may bie.ak open ? /IW 
the c no rich old ladies whom I may {.hmde.’ i 
I am in want ot money; it is abfolutely 
necefiary to me; and thcacforc ntceAity 
being above all law, 1 muA have money at 
all event.s.” 

The Nabob was fo far from having been a 
willing inArument in the hands of the Go¬ 
vernor-General on tills occafion, that even 
after he feized the jaghires, he begged h« 
might be at liberty to reAore them. But on 
that head Mr. HaAings had written to th4 
Refidcnc, •* If the Nabob Aiall ever tffer to 
“ reAore their jaghires to them, or glv« 
“ them any property in land, you muA re- 
“ monArate in the ArongcA terms againA it,' 
Tou not PERMIT fuch an event to takt 

“ place^ until this government foail hav« 
“ received Information of it, and Ai*ll havo 
“ time to iuterpofe its InAucnce for the pre- 
“ vention of it.” 

'/'he diAreAes brought upon the family of 
the late Nabob Sujah ul Dowl*h, in confb* 
quenceof the feizure of the Begums’ jag¬ 
hires, which deprived thefe PrinceBes of th4 
means of maintaining their offspring and 
the ladies and officers of their houfholds, wers 
great beyond cxpreffion. Some idea of them 
might be formed from the following accounts 
ef them fent to the ReAdent, by Captain 
Leonard Jaques, who commanded the force* 
on duty, for the purpofe of diAreffing the’ 
women in the palaces of Fyzabad, 

“ The women belonging to the Khord 
** Mohul, or luffer palace, complain of thd* 
“ being i%want of every neceffary of life, 
“ and are at lalV driven to that defperadon, 
that th^ at pight get on the top of the 
Zenana, make a great diAarb*nce; and 
** laA night, not only alarmed the fentinels 
** poAed in tlie garden, but threw dirt at 
them: tliey ti^tqued to throw them- 
F » feivc* 
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feWea from iTie walls of tlw Zenana, 'and 
♦* alfo to break out of it. Humanity ob- 
f* liges me to acquaint you of tliis matter, 
and to requeft to kBOW if you have any 
** diredions to give me concerning it. I 
•* alfo beg leave to acquaint you, tliat I fent 
M for Littafit Ally Khan, the Cojah, who has 
^ the charge of them, and wlio inio'ins ftirj 
“ it is well grounded, that they kw: /M 
•* every thing they hud, even ti the cloattv j- *m 
** their backif and have now no means oj J ib- 

This letter was written on the 6th of 
March 178a; but the dillieflesf of thefe wo¬ 
men grew fo urgent on the night of that fame 
day, that Capt. jaques wrote again the fol¬ 
lowing day to the fame Refident in the fol¬ 
lowing words “ 1 beg leave toaddrefs you 
again concerning the women in the Khord 
Mohul j their behaviour lafl nij,ht was fo 
** furious, that tlierc feemed tise greateft pro- 
bability of their proceeding to the utmoll 
extremities; and that they would cither 
ff throw tbemfeives from the waits, or fores 
•* epen the doors of the Zenana (the women’s 
f* apartments). I have mr.de every inquiry 
“ concerning the caufe of their complaints, 
and hnd, from Littafit Ally Khan, that 
** they arc in a fiarvwg condition, having fold 
** all their deaths and necejjaries ; and now 
f* have not wherewithal te fupport naturt.. 
And as my inflrudlions are quite filent on' 
** this head, I fhould be glad to know' how 
f‘ to proce^ in cafe they were to force the 
■ ** doors of the Zenana, as 1 fufpe£t it wdll 
happen, fhould not fqbfiAence be very 
quickly fent to them." 

'Thefp hunaane letters produced little ef- 
fcftj for, on the 30th of Oftober following, 
Major Gilpin, who had fucceeded Captain 
Jaques in the command of the troops of 
fyzaba^, wrote as follows to the Re^- 
«ienr. 

«* Sir, 

Laft night, about eight o'clock, the 
^ women in the Khord Mohul, or Zenang, 
under the charge of Littafit Ally Khan, 
alRmbted on the tops of the buildings, 
crying in a ntof lamentable manner for food ) 
*• tbatffr the laflfour days they had got but a 
f* very feanty allowance, and that yejlerday 
they bad got The melancliujy cries 

is of famine are more ealily imagined than 
f* deferibed 5 and, from tl^cir reprefenta- 
^ tions, I fear the Nabob’s agents for that 
i* bufinefs are very inattentive ? I therefore 
t* thiiUt it requilite to make you acquainted 
with thefe circumflapces, that his £xcd- 
** leney the Nabob may caufe his a^nts to 
f* be more circumfpe£l in their conduct tq- 
ti wards thefe poor unhappy women." 

’ ^[1^|Btt^ was n$t njore e^edhial fliaa the 


others} for the women and children of the 
lato Sovtreign, father of the reigning Prince^ 
continuing expofed to frequent want of com 
mon nicefra.iies of life, and being forcly 
prefied by famine, tb-^y were comtHd^ed to 
brtak through all the principles of local de-' 
corum and rcl'erve, which conftitutc the dig¬ 
nity of th.; female fex in that part of the 
woild; and after great clamour and violent 
attempts, for one whole day, to break the 
inclofure of the palace, and force their way 
into the public market, in order to move the 
companion of the people, and to beg their 
bread j and on the next day tliey aflually 
proceeded to the extremity of expcling them- 
felves to public view—an extremity, imply¬ 
ing the loweff ilate of difgracc and degrada¬ 
tion i to avoid wliicli many women in Indiu 
liave laid violent hands upon thcmfcives.— 
And they proceeded to the public market¬ 
place, with the flat ving children of the late 
Sovereign, the biother a and fillers of thq 
rtigning Prince.—This appeared liom a mi- 
mjte account \vi itten to the Refident at Luck¬ 
now, by the peifon appointed to convey in- 
tfiligence to him from Fyzabad ; an account 
containing natteis highly difgi artful to the 
honour, juiiice, and humanity of the Bri- 
tilh nation. 

If we h(Jr. Pelham read the following ac¬ 
count 

“ The ladles, their -.ttendants, and fer- 
“ vants, were Hill as clamorous as laft night. 
“ Littafit, the Darcca, went to them, and 
“ remonftrated with them on the iinpro- 
“ priety of their condud j at the fame time 
“ alTuring them, that in a few days all their 
** allowances would be paid ; and ftiould that 
“ not be the cafe, he would advance them 
“ ten days fubfiftence, upon condition that 
they returned to their habitation. None 
of them, however, confenieil to his pro- 
pofal, but were ftiJl intent upon making 
f‘ their cfcape through the Bazar (the mar- 
ket-place) j and, in confequcnce, formed 
** themfdves into a line, and arranged them- 
“ felves in the following order : the chil- 
** ^ren in the front; behind them, the ladies 
** of the feraglio; and behind them again, 
“ their attendants; but their intentions were 
fruilrated by the oppofition which they 
“ met from Littaftt's fepoys. 

“ The nextday Littafit went twice to the 
vvomen, and uf^ his endeavours to make 
** them return into the Zenana, pmmifing 
** to advance them ten thoufand rupees, 
“ which, upon the money paid down, they 
“ agreed to comply with. But night coming 
** on, nottiing tranfpired. 

** On the day following their clamours 
“ were mote violent than ufuah Littafit went 
to ccnfcf with them upon the bufinefs of 
» t* yefteff 



*< ycftcrday, offering the fame terms. De- 
« pending upon the fidelity of his promifss, 
** they confented to return to their apart* 
« ments, which they accordingly did, ex- 
* cept two or three of the ladies, and moft 
•• of their attendants. Littafu went then to 
« Hoffmund Ally Khan, to confult with 
“ him upon what means they fhould take. 
They came to a refolution of driving tliem 
in by force j and gave orders to their fe- 
« poys to beat any one of the women who 
fhould attempt to move foiward. The 
fepoys coitfequently alTemblcd, and each 
“ one being provided with a bludgeon, they 
drove them by dint of beating into the 
“ Zenana. The women feting the treachery 
of Littafit, proceeded to tlirow ffones and 
“ bricks at tlie fepoys, and again attempted 
“ to get out} but finding tliat impoffible, 
“ from the gates being Hiut, they kept up a 
continual difeharge of and bricks till 
** about ten o’clock, vhv,n finding their. 

fuuation defperatt, tt»ty retired into the 
“ Kung Mohul, and forced their way from 
“ thence into the palace j and dlfperfed them- 
“ fclves about tlic houfc and garden. After 
“ this, they were defirous o* getting into the 
“ Begum’s apartment; but /he being ap- 
“ prifed of theii intention, ordered her doors 
** to be /hut. In the mean time, Litta/it 
and Ho/Tmund Ally Kli.m ported fentrits 
to fcour the gates of the le/fer Mohul. 
During the whole of this confiift, all the 
“ ladies and women remained expofwl to 
“ the view of tlie fepoys. The Begum then 
“ fent for Littafit and Hortinund Ally Khan, 
•* whom flic feverely reprimanded, and in- 
** filled upon knowing the caufe of this in- 
“ famous behaviour; they pleaded, in their 
defence, the impo/Tibllity of helping it, as 
** the treatment the women had met with 
“ had been conformable to ills Excellency 
the Vizier’s orders. Tlie Begum alledged, 
that even admitting that the Nabob h.id 
“ given thofe orders, they were by no means 
** authoriied in this moment to difgrace tl'.c 
family of Sujah ul Dowlah; and /hould 
they not receive tlicir allowance for a day 
** or two, it would be of no great moment; 
«* what was parted was now at an end; 

but that the Vizier (hould cert.ainly be 
** acquainted with the whole of the affair. 
** She then gave the children 400 rupees, and 
“ difmirted them, and lent word by Jumrud 
<< and the other eunuchs, th.it if the ladies 
“ would peaceably retire |o their apartments, 
Littafit v?ould fuppty them with 3 or 4000 
rupees for their petfonal cxpcnces, and 
** recommended to them not to incur any 
V further difgrace. The ladles followed licr 
♦* advice, and about ten at night went hack 
to ihe Zenana. The next morning the 


Eegum waited upon the mother of Sijal 

ul Dowlali (the grandmother of the reign- 
“ ing I'rince) and related to her all the cir- 
“ cumllancesof the difturbances; the mother 
“ of Sujah ul Dowlah teturned for anftver, 
“ that after there being no accounts kept of 
“ Cl ores of revenues, Ihe was not furprifed 
“ that the family of Sujah ul Dowlah, in 
“ their endeavours to piocure a fubfiilence, 

fliould be obliged to expefe themfelves to 
“ the mcanelt of the people. After bewail- 
“ ing their misfortunes, and fliedding many 
“ tears, the Begum took her leave, and r«- 
“ turned home.” 

This narrative of diftrefs, occafioned by 
the poveity of the Nabob, and the fpoiling 
of his parents, both of which had their rife 
in the rapacity of the Governor-General, was 
fent to him on the Z9ih of January follqw- 
ing; but he ncithei oidered any relief in con- 
foqucnce of it, or took any notice whatfo- 
cver of the intelligence he h.ad received on 
the fubjedt. In his Defence, indeed, he had 
faid, that he was not bound to proteft thefe 
people j but if he had any humanity, Itc 
would Ij.avc ufed his influence, which was all- 
powi.'ful In Oude, to rdiovc the difticQes 
which hs himfilf lud otcartor-ed. 

V.'ith this narrative, and tome few obfer- 
vations uji.c-n it, Mr. Feiiiiin concluded a 
fjjcech, wiiich he was three hours in deli¬ 
vering. 

Mr. Sheridan refe on the heels cf Mr. Pel¬ 
ham, and rtated .an arrangement or two of 
ortlei- lie fliould wi/h to adopt, in the pro- 
dudlioit cf evidence on the charge now 
opened. The more m.«crial point cf his 
propofed airangomcnr was to print, ■'vith tiie 
participation ot the P:honor’s Couiilel, who 
nodded confent,— ti'.t the whole of any \'olu- 
minous tradl exhi!>ited in evidence, as the 
Benares Narrative, &c .—but only the parti¬ 
cular point, or p.iitial extraft, rtiiflly rele¬ 
vant, and cloftly applying. 

Major SCOTT 

was then called—and wms cx.-.mlncd chiefly 
by Mr. Sheridan;—yet not only by liim, 
but by Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke, and Mr. 
Adam. 

The Peers who propofed each two quef- 
tions were, Lord Stanhope, Lord Derby,' 
Lord Stormont, Lord Portchefter, and Lord 
Loughborough. 

The printed anfwer to the Benares cliarge 
was /hewn to flie Major, to prove it was 
written by Mr. Hartings. 

His evidence went to prove it was written 
by Mr. Halhed—That Mr. Haflings might 
fee or hear it, though in a way the maji curftryl 
the night before it w.as to he delivered—and 
that, before it was delivued to the Houfe^ 
(fvcral pa/Tages were adu-xi, and ftill exi/l oq 
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ttie rseorJtJ t»py^ in the hand>writlng of Mr. 
Halhtd! ^ 

That thrfe additions Mr. Haftings did not, 
becaufe he could not fee them $ and thefe 
additions include argSinents thought molt 
excqjtionable. The fjxxitic pages, as 13, 
04, &c. of the oftavo, were thus"' noted by 
him with a pen and ink. 

Major Scott furtlvsr proved—That it was 
not only in the Benares cliarge that l\icn aie- 
paration wa;> to be made—but in every eiiarge 
except two, the anfwerb were feppl cd, in 
the burry af the jive or Jix days ptejiubed, by 
various friends of Mi. Haftiiigs. 

Thefe friends aic as fallow: 

Mr. Shore, one of the Supreme Council, 
hfr. David Anderfon, 

Major Gilpin, 

Mr. Babet, 

Afr. Middleton, 

M". Martin, 

Mr. Henn, 

Major Scott liimlelf, 

with Mr. Halhcd, belors-mentloned as the 
Vfiiierof the Benares clwrge. 

7 hcfc, with other gtntlenion, f'itr.dly 
enuuf;h thus to communicate, bad fuiindied 
the anfwers to all tlie zi, chargrs. 

The two exceptions wore, the anfan s to 
theIfoiiilla war—and the K-iiu-’i itibi.K.— 
Thefe, as then being ti.j (iijaf.! >ns th-my l t to 
bear the mnjl jlref:^ WC'C .sufvvrred by r.Ii. 
Ifaftings himfelt!—To thtfe lie aifo added 
Che Ccnei'al Inti odu£fion. 

. fitfoic this evidence was thus detailed, 
thrn: was a fhort altercation on its intioduc- 
and the Counfel of Mr. Haftings ai- 
gued vciy fucctfsfuHy this undeniable pita ••—■ 
** That in a criminal profecution, it is the 
** -Ight, according 10 all legal policy and hu- 
“ mane expedience, of every penon crimi- 
“ nally charged, to review any declaration or 
“ confeiTion that may have efcaped him; 
** and in any mode of mitigation, if he can, 
* to illuflrate and explain —with the aid, 
•* collateral or dirc£l, of all thofe motives, 
whether of fa6i or argument, which might 
** have induced him fo to deliberate, or fo 
to do.” 

Mr. I .aw well referred to the c;des of Scl- 
den and Sir J. Elliot. Mr. Plummer ufed 
dexteroufly the familiar inftance of eonlef- 
dens befoie a JuAice of the Teace; and Mi. 
Dallas was following at a g^iod rate, when 
was flopped in the beft way, by tlie point 
being carried. * 

The clock was near fix, when the Court 
adjoarned *. 


SixTXENTA Day. 

Thursday, Apbic. 17. 

*’ The Peers alTembled at tlie ufual hoar. 

Mr. Sheridan Infoimed the Couit, that the 
firA evidence whom it was propofed to call, 
on, was 

Mr. HOLT, 

a gentleman who had been long Refident in 
the Piovince of Oude; and whofc evidence, 
from his oAicial fituation, would apply to 
fome other charges bcQde that which was 
now to be proved. 

The Counfel for Mr. Hayings defircd to 
know to which of the future charges the evi¬ 
dence of Mr. Holt was to be applied. 

Mr. Sheridan arifwered, that in a buAnefs 
fo complicated, and of which the parts were 
fo intimately interwoven with each otliei, it 
was not poAible to afeertain in what part of 
the hulincfs any fpecihe evidence iniglit be 
c]c..<iicd n^Llfaiy to the profccution. 

Mr. Holt was called— 

His evidence in part applying to this charge, 
and to another,—it time was fome fmall ii - 
regularity in this mode, it was none but what 
hiimanecxficdiciicewould approve; forother- 
wife Mr. Holt, wlio is aiifeful fervant of tha 
India Company, would have loA bis voyage. 

Mr. Holt was an aAiAant to Mr. Middle- 
ton and Mr. BnAow, when RcAdcnts at 
Oiidc ; .tnd he was called to exiiibit^wb.it 
tcdinio'iy he could, as to the dtjoidets c.f 
I iioknow—and how f.ir ilt-y were or were 
r.ot roncclvablc to exlA, with the t(.gni;^u>:i.t 
of Ml. Haftiiijs. < 

For tills puiixife he was examined, not 
only a» to tafls, but opinions—what, on 
certain topics, was the lumour, and the lup- 
pofed rumour, among ihe peoph ? 

This ?vlr. Buike and Mr. Shcridsr, in few 
words, maintained to 1.6 expedient, and vci y 
potently applying: Mr. i.aw, in v.ords 
yet more few, obferved to be new dov^rine 
as tsi evidence, but which he admitted ; 
chaiming only a reciprocal right to advance 
on lieari'ay, in his turn. 

Mr* Sheridan, in the outfet, called on Mr. 
Holt for a nanativc of the country; its po¬ 
litical and phyfical circuniAances. 

Mr. Holt very neatly waveil his attempt of 
fcch a talk; —as in a counfi-y like that, as 
large as our ifland, he might cafijy w..nt 
wotds at lea A, if not fentinents, to ex]>a« 
liate. He begged thcmfore the Hon. Ma- 
n-gt r to break the niafs of his general en- 
quiiy into particular quetlions, which Itf 
would ciy to anfwer as well as he could- 


• The auditory were rather R.'s ncnicrous, and railier more unquiet, from cold* and 
emighx, than ever we ir.ard ben tc.—'I he Pecelft^ wtu few j arul the Commons not fifty, 
fill pafi clarcco’clccV-^when, by the luckicA Mirnfr-v/, li.ey c^mc in great uuinbefi. 
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In the courfe «f this examination, he 
ftated the local dillreflcs to have arifen I'rom 
the influence of bad feafons, and unfavour¬ 
able government—That there had been re-* 
mifTions of tribute—That in refj)e£l to pu- 
iMfhment!>, fomc were corporal, with a thong 
—That inipiifonment was in forts, and in 
open fquares, inclofed with bainboo canes.— 
'.Chat the fun might happen to be unpleafant 
—That he had heard Col. Hannay died worth 
30 lacks, or 300,000!.—Tliat he liad heard 
moft of the money was remitted to Calcutta, 
fomc in goldpores, feme in other forms — 
That the people of that country fometimes 
fold their rhiJdn n—which had been attempt- 
Cil to be ftoppccl. 

The great objeft attempted, by addu¬ 
cing the evidence of Mr, Holt, kerned to be, 
to prove the influincc which Mr. Haflings 
held over the fCabob, How ’ far this was 
proved, it Is not for us to fay—for us to de¬ 
termine. 

It appeared, liow’ever, on the crofs-exa- 
mination of Mr. Holt by Mr. I.aw, as 
Counfel for the dcfentlant, that if the police 
in many of the towns was bad, it was not 
Mr. Haftingsvvho prevented any of the pro¬ 
per procei'dings of the Courts—Thar as ta 
ind^efl mteifeteuee, it W3S ufual for the Re- 
ftdents pccafionally to interfere in the Na¬ 
bob’s government.—That the taxes were 
always collected under an Auinecl giving 
dlrcftlons to a military force—That Major 
Ofborne had been employed on this duty; 
but that no complaints had been, or could 
be, made againrt his condudl in that duty.— 
T’liat Doftor Thomas, who had a falary from 
Covernmenr, was tlie furgeon to the VizicT; 
and a great favo\>rite with him, on account 
of that jClt// the Vizier had found neceffary to 
have recoin fe to. 

Mr. Holt was examined—re-examined— 
frofs-txamineil—and re-cri>fs-examincd, for 
the fpace of fvt hours ' by Melfrs. Sheri¬ 
dan, Burke, Adam, and one ijucftion was 
ventured on by Major Pelham :—Tlien, on 
the other fide, by Mr. Law and Mr. Plum¬ 
mer—through every part of which he fpoke 
with plainnefs, precifion, and diHinguilhed 
good fenfe. 

The Court put different queftions to Mr. 
Holt, on the fubjed of finding out the know¬ 
ledge which Mr. Haftings might have of dif¬ 
ferent tranfafl-ions } but which was not 
proved in the affirmative. 

Mr. Holt, in the courfe of his evidence, 
gave a very curious defeription of the Na¬ 
bob’s cavalry!—their uniforms being fre¬ 
quently coats without fleeves, and fieeves 
fewed to half a fhirt. 

Mr. Burke made fomc obfervations on the 
Defence delivered in by Mr. Haftings as his 


own. Hedeclared lie now knew not wha 
“ to call it-whether his legitimate or his 
** natural child:—whether it was his bjs 
“ adoption; or, v/hethcr it had been tied at 

his knocker^ and fatlieied by him out of 
“ charity!” 

In the courfe of the various difeuffions 
which arofe from the objeftions of Mr. 
Haflings's Counfel, the Lord Chancellor con¬ 
cluded an obfervation, by faying, “ that be 
“ felt himfelf refponfible to that High Court 
“ for every opinion he fhould deliver, and 
“ for every other part of his conduft.”—Mr. 
Biiikc leplied, by admitting the refponfibi- 
iity: but declared, at the fame rime, that 
the Managers of llit Houfe of Commons, from 
the whole of his Loidfliip’s conduct, had felt 
the mod perfeft fati faftion. 

Ac five o’clock, the evidence of Mr. 
Holt bung concluded, the Court ad- 
j'uirned. 

SrVENTF.KNTll DaT. 

Tcisoav, April zz. 

The Coint being met f®on .after twciv® 
o’clock, Mr. Burke ftated, that Mr. Holt 
not being on his departure to India, it was 
wiflied to have him called again, for his an- 
fwer to a few queflions. The queiliont 
would be very few, Mr. Burke faid—but very 
important. 

TheC'ounfclof Mr. Haftings not oppofing, 
and the Chancellor nodding confenc, Mr. 
Holt rc-appeared. 

He was examined by Mr. Burke—he 
was oofs-examined by Mr. Law—in a man- ■ 
ncr to each examiner equally reputable; 
both for pertinence of drift, and perfpicuity 
of exprcllion. 

The leading points illuftrattal by his eyir 
dence was, that in Oude there was foine* 
local rcfti aints on the commerce and manu- 
faflure cf the country—That Mr. Scott had 
a monopoly of cloth—but that the propofed 
gain, from theie reftridlions, was vellal' in 
thetreafury of the Company. 

I’liis evidence Mr. Holt gave with perfeft 
faiincfs and ready intelligence—anfwerlng 
very neatly, not only the Manager and the 
Counfel, but Lord Portcflbfter, Lord SufTclk, 
Lord Kinnaird, and Lord Stanhope, to a 
queftion or two from each. 

Colonel Ilannay’s fortune was ng.un men¬ 
tioned by Mr. Burke—and Mr. Holt having 
faid from hearfay, that perhaps dght or ten 
people mi^it liave told him, in cxifual talk, 
that Mr. Hannay’5 fortune was rumoured at 
30 lacks of rupees, he was aiked, whether 
he fuppofed thofe eight or ten people were 
the only people who fo talked of the ru* 
mour in queftion ? 

At 



At the cloft of this c:;amin3tlciii Mr. 
Kolt nientlonecl, that he had been hhelJfd 
in the Morning Herald, and lequclled the 
protL^ion of the Coutt. 

The Lord Chanc«4''ior ’^old him, t*' \r tiie 
Court could nut at tlut time, nn.I in ihal 
place, take iiis eomplaint into confidei ation. 

Mr. Sheiidan then obferved, that the or¬ 
der in which the evidence was to have been 
brought {oiward fiad been in fonie degice 
deranged by the necdfity of bringing foi ward 
in an eaily ftage the whole of the ev.dcnce 
of Mr. Holt. That ncccffity, howcvei, be¬ 
ing done away, it was the intcinic’ of the 
Manageis to piocecd in fuiuic in the moft 
regular form ;—for this ** 

ceilary to dcfiie, that the anlvver to the 
preftnt chaige delivered into their Lordlnips 
by Mr. Haftings fliotiid now be read. 

V/hen this defence, which occupied near 
ts'.M hours, was concluded, Mr. Shtiidan 
rofe to aiii'.re their I^rdihips, that there was 
not a Aatenicnt in that anfwer which was 
flriftly accordant with the fafts, nor one 
tending to the junification of Mr. Mailings 
which, as the Managers trufied, they could 
not fully difprove 1 

Seveial letters were then read, extrafled 
from the Ccnfultations, to prove fiom the 
language of Mr. Haltings himfclf tlic high 
dignity and refpeft due to the Piinceffes of 
Oude. Some lettcis from Sir hlijah Impcy 
to Lord Rcchford, the liien Secretary of 
State, were produced to the fame effed ; 
and the late Chief JnfHce of Bengal himfclf 
was alfo called to cftablifti the fame propo- 
fitiens. Sir Liijah admitted very fully, that 
nothing could be more iacied than theclia- 
ra'flcr of a woman, nor more vcnei able than 
that of a mother, in India. 'X heir inviola¬ 
ble mociefly had been rcgaided in his own 
cix'c fi-rcltabliihing the Englifh laws, which 
dlfpcmcd with their appearance in Courts of 
Juilict. He was convinced of the propriety 
of this dlfpcnfaticn, by the only infiance 
which liad met his exfjerience—A woman 
bad licen tried for adulury ; flic was honour¬ 
ably acquitted, and treated with every mark 
of refpedlj yet fuch was her fenfe of a 
public exhibition>of her perfon, that her 
feelings preyed upon her heart until file put 
an end to her cxiftence. 

Mr. Burke, after obferving that it was 
highly necelfary to prove the refpeftablKty of 
thofc principles, with the coniequent deli¬ 
cacy of their feelings, as fome attempts had 
been made to depreciate their tifte to difiinc- 
tion—procteded to fiate the fenfe of perfons 
in general, profeflP.ng the Mahometan reli¬ 
gion, with refpe^ to the vcncratiim due to 
the pa^ntal charadlcr. He quoted for this 
purpofe fome. pafii^es from tlie treatife pubs 


li'fiied by DemctrKis Cantemlr, the MuAhl- 
man Prince and Priefi: of Moldavia, con¬ 
taining a feries of hifiorical comments on 
f.-hc text of the Koran. 

1 he Counfei for Mr. Haftings objefted to 
this evidence. The reveries tf prujisy Mr. 
Law faid, were neither relevant on the oc- 
cafioii, nor a proof in any degree applicabls 
in a Court of Criminal Juflice. 

Mr. Burke repdied, that whatever might 
be faid leipcfting the ^ /»I’r/ir, they 

were fully as valuable as the waking dreamt 
of fome learned gentlemen.—He profefled 
himfelt never to have undqffiood, that tho’ 
hifiorical evidence might be inadmifl'ihlc as 
to particular f.ifis, it Ihuuld be ohjefted to 
as a proof of local cufiom.—Mr. Sheridan 
added, that if Prince Canicniir would not, 
he truited that Mr. Juflice Bulier might be 
believed.—When the laugh excited by this 
whirujical ajfociation had fubfided, Mr. She¬ 
ridan quoted a paflage from Mr. Buller's 
“ Law of JVi/i J’liBi,” to prove that fuch 
hifiorical pafiages were to be allowed in 
proof, as to matters of local ufage. 

'1 he Clerk tlicn proceeded to read the 
following among t thci extrafts 

VALIl^E SULTANA. 

“ This name is appropriated to the mother 
“ of the reigning Sultan; and (he cannot 
“ be fo called befoie her fon is arrived to the 
Imperial dignity, or after his depofition ; 
“ becaufe none hut Mahmud Fatih and 
“ Selim Yauvuz have happened to mount 
“ the throne in their father’s life-time.-— 
“ The Sultans have always treated their 
mothers with great refpeif, in compliance 
with the divine prcceptii, and thofc of the 
“ Koran. They can not only introduce 
“ and change many things at pleafure in the 
“ Seraglio, but alfo the Sultan is fotbid by 
“ the laws to lie with "any of the women 
“ kept there, without his mama’s confent. 
“ Every day, during the Fcaft of Bairam, 
“ the Sultan-mother prefents a beautifulvir- 
“ gitsy well educated, richly drelTed, and 
“ adorned with precious fiones, for her fon’s 
** ufu: and though the Vizier, and the refi; 
“ of the Bafiiaws, fend, among other things, 
“ young virgins for prefents to the Emperor, 
yet he touches none of them but what is 
M brought by his mama. If the Sultan has 
a mind to chufe a concubine unknown to 
“ his mother, he may indeed do it without 
“ oppofition j but he is reckoned to’ adk 
eontraiy to the rules of the Seraglio, and 
againft his mother's honour / Vesy often, 
‘‘ the Sultan communicates to his mother 
“ the affiiirs of ftate, as Sultan Mahomet is 
known to have doncj and fometimes (he 
has conferences with the Vizier and Mufti, 
“ under a veil, that Ihc may not be feen, 

" and 
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if he fent every paper to Calcutta which it 
was hit dirty to fend ? He begged^ that as 
this queftion might have a tendency to tri- 
minate him, he might be excufed from an- 
fweringit.—The Court granted his requeft. 
Being aiked, what he thought of the paper 
which he was of opinion had been prepared 
for figning, but had not been executed ? he 
replied, that he thought it the fame in fub- 
ftance with that which he had figned with 
tlie Begum. 

Lord Loughborough aiked, if he was not 
now aware that there was an ejfential va¬ 
riance in the one from the otlier.' He faid he 
was. His Lordihip then aiked, how he 
could ftill think them the fame infubitance ? 
Ht could not tell. 

Lord Stormont obferved, that a man em¬ 
ployed in an important negociation might, 
after the lapfe of years, forget what parts had 
been admitted, and what rejedted; but he 
wilhed to know, whether the witnefs was of 
opinion, that any man fo employed could 
forget whether his negociation had ended in 
etny treaty or not f Mr. Middleton replied, 
that he was of opinion he might; for he 
hinifelf had forgot what had been the event 
of his negociation with the Nabob.—Many 
other queftions were aiked by the Managers 
and by noble Lords; but Mr. Middleton 
faid, his rccolleflion, after a period of ten 
]rears, was very iAperfed, and be had never 
Jinte rtfttjhed his memory on the fubjeS. 

At <1 quarter paft fix the Court ad¬ 
journed. 


Nineteenth Day. 

Thursday, April 24. 

The Court having aiTembled before twelve 
•'clock, a variety of papers extradled from 
the Secret Confultations were read for the 
purpofe of proving the fituation of the Na¬ 
bob of Oude in 1780; his diftreiTes, even 
after the redudion of his houihold; his pro- 
pofal to tax the incomes of the various Jag- 
hidars in his diftridt, and the reludlance 
which he expreiTed to the inclufion of the 
Begums in this meafure.>^Some of his ap¬ 
peals were lingularly pathetic •.—“ I prefer 
** the interefts of my friends,” faid he, 
** even to life itfelf; but what can I do in 
my prefent fitiution ? I have houles, ele- 
** phants, and cattle;—if thefe will fuiBce 
for the payment of my debt, t^e them ; 
** —if there be found any uncoUedled reve- 
** nue, you may recrive it without oppofi- 
** tion.—1 have difeharged my old fervants, 
** 1 have contraOed my expences; but in a 
** mined country, and from the fkilure of the 
^ laft harveft, it it impoQible Sot me to 
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** comply. In tin flumner ftated, vrith your 

“ demands.” 

The Managers deftred that 
Mr. P.17RLING 
fliould be called in. 

This gentleman ftated, that he had oeeh 
Refident at the Court at Lucknow, and had 
prelfed the Nabob to tax the jaghires for the 
purpofe of finding meins to liquidate his debt 
with the Company. The Nabob told him, that 
it was not in his power to tax the jaghires, at 
Icaft ftichofthem as were poflefied by his mo¬ 
ther and grand-mother, as he had entered in. 
to treaties with them both, by which he had 
bound himfelf to leave thm the unditiurbed 
pofleilion of all their real or perfonai pro. 
perty, renouncing, at the fame time^ all 
claim upon cither, and all right to make any 
claim ; and that thofe tr»ties were guaran. 
teed by the Englilh. That, as a proof of 
this, the Nabob caufed copies of thefe twa 
treaties to be deUvered to the witneft, one of 
which bore the fignature of Mr. Briftow, the 
other of Mr. Middleton; the former was pul 
to the treaty with the younger Begum, the 
latter to that with the elder. This latter 
treaty was that which Mr. Middleton could 
not recoUefl yefterday that he had ever figA.i 
ed. But fo fatisfied was Mr. Purling that 
they were authentic copies of fubfiiling trea. 
ties under the guarantee of the Company, 
that he fent them to Calcutta, and ftat^ 
them to have induced him to defiil from im. 
portuning the Nabob to tax the jaghires in- 
eluded in the guarantee. Mr. Middleton 
was at Calcutta when Mr. Purling fent thi< 
ther the copies of the treaties; aixd though 
Mr. Haftings had an opportunity of making 
enquiries from Mr. Middleton at that time, 
about the authenticity of this latter treaty, 
Mr. Purling never had any doubt expreiTed 
to him in his official difpatches from Calcutta 
on the fubjeA. 

The next witnefs called was, for the Iba 
cond time, 

Mr. MIDDLETON. 

Examined by Mr. Sheridan. 

He was again referred to the Treaty of 78, 
which he did not perfeSly renlleS t That he 
was almofi certain that the Bow Begum was 
always confidered as being under the imrae<4 
diate proteftion of the Eaft-India Company, 
which was the reafon, he thoughty for his 
undertaking her canih. That he had refrefr» 
ed bis memory by lookiilti over the Minutes 
for abouf a quarter of an hour that morn.- 
ing; but that he was nearly certain he might 
have had accefs to them at apy timei Tha| 
as to the Treaty, he confidered it as a rega. 
lar engagement; but could not exmSly fajt 
how; and certify did net remember poli^ 

G a tWe^' 
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Ave^y flgnlrg the Treaty at all;— i/ he did 
fign it, it was merely as a witnefs, to make 
it an inftnimcnt, but without any authority 
/rom Government. , 

Amongft other happy queftions, was the 
following to him: 

** Did he recoiled any circumflances that 
.** made him ferget one Treaty more than an- 
.« other?” * 

To which the following oracular anfwer 
.was given 

“ Spoke from probability — without the 
** hajl recoUeSion !" 

Mr. Middleton then proceeded in the fame 
.perfpicuous manner. He thought he had 
heard fomething of the intended impeach, 
ment of Mr. Haftings by the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons—but was not certain.—-Had furnillied 
Major Scott with the materials for the an- 
fwer to one charge, and had read it, but did 
not entitely recoiled the contents of it.— 
Went by accident to Drapers' Hall; but had 
received a note from Major Scott, defiring 
him to call there, in his way Into the city, 
which he did—by accident. This was 
while Mr. Hallings was in Scotland, and his 
Defence was preparing. Whether he went 
with Major Scott to Drapers’ Hall—Could 
not recoiled. 

After MelT. Sheridan, Burke, and Adam, 
)iad Aifficlently wafted this evidence, and for 
which his extreme confufion and eiTibarrafl"- 
ment gave fufficient occafion, he was per¬ 
mitted to retire. 

. To fay the truth, Mr. Middleton, feemed 
to have brought nothing to a certainty. “ / 
luiU not be Jure thefe are my hanrlj," might 
have been his motto; and this air of total 
uncertainty threw a ridicule over his manner 
and charadlcr, which we hear from all quar¬ 
ters he by no means merits. 

The Managers proceeded next to give evi¬ 
dence in fupport of that part of the charge 
which relates to the removal of Mr. Briilow, 
the Relident anointed by the orders of the 
Court of Direfifors to the Yizier’s Court; 
fais re-appointment by the fpecial command 
td' the Diredors; and his final removal by 
Mr. Haftiogs, to make way for a creature of 
his own, in whom be could confide, and by 
whom his orders would bis pundualiy obey¬ 
ed.—Mr. Sheridan obferved to the Lords, 
that they would find that when Mr. Haftings 
thought Mr. Middleton WQVld be a Refideiit 
entirely to his mintiphe was not miftaken iq 
his man.-—Written evidence was %ivcn oq 
this ftibjed, confiftipg of letter§ of credence 
given to Mri^iddifiton for the Nabpb, his 
mother, Hydqc K.han, &c. From thefq 
|ettm it was, thht Mr. Sheridan faid the 

Mafnutpcs woutd that l^r. Haftings 

. • • •. 


had fo compleatly taken upon himfelf all 
refponfibility for the government of Oude, 
that the ads of Mr. Middleton muft an 
faimefs and necelfity be Imputed to Mr. 
Haftings. 

Early in the day, Mr. Burke Informed the 
Court, that Mr. Goring wiftied to corred a 
miftake in the evidence he gave before their 
Lordtbips on Tuefday. Mr. Goring was 
called in, and faid, that when he appeared 
laft before the Court, he had faid, that when 
he was at Muxadavad, the Court of the 
Nabob of Bengal, the widovi^of the Nabob 
Surajah Dcwlah had not taken any notice, 
until he had his audience of leave, of the 
power with which he had informed her he 
was vefted, of removing her forcibly, if flip 
Ihould endeavour to obftrud the negociation 
on which he was then employed. In fad, 
ftie did take notice of it at the time, and ex- 
preftfxi her concern at it; but he at the fame 
time defired (he wuuld not be alarmed, for 
he would not think of difturbing her, or 
making any ufe of his power, except in cafe 
of necctfity : it was at his audience of leave 
that (he told him, (he would have put herfclf 
and all the ladies to death, if he had attempt¬ 
ed to remove them by force. 

He was afked, by the Counfel for Mr, 
Haftings, if ho was i^ure tliat there was, at 
the time of whjeh he was fpeaking, fuch a 
lady in exiftence, as tlie widow of Surajah 
Dow>ah, Nabtrb of Bengal ? He replied, 
that after he had paid his refpeds to moft of 
the pw'ple of rank in the capital, he received 
an invitation from an eunuch, calling himfelf 
the fervant of tire widow of Surajah Dow- 
lah; tliat he accordingly waited u}}on her^ 
and found her living in great fplendour in a 
magnificent palace. He could not, of his 
ovwn knowledge, foy whofe widow (be was ; 
but (he lived like a Princefs, had a princely 
tiain of fervants, and a very grand palace of 
great extent; gave him a moft magnificent 
entertainment, and offered him great prefents, 
which he lefufed, as well as all the other 
prefents that were offered to him daring his 
ftay at Muxadavad. He redded in that city 
for upwards of three months after his intro- 
duAion to her, and had never heard any one 
fo much as hint that (he was not the widow 
of Surajah Dowlah.—Being examined re- 
fpeAing his power of removing the Begum, 
he faid it was full and explicit; but as it 
^as dlfpretionary, he certainly would not 
have pqt it jn force without very ftrong rea- 
Tons; nay, he believed he would on no ac¬ 
count bavp exercifed it. 

The Court rofe at half paft five o’clock, 
and adjourned to the Tuefday following. 

Twxk- 
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Twentieth Day. 

Tuesday^ April 29. 

Much tunUtH evidence was received fey 
Cbeir Lordflups, and fome oral evidence was 
given by Mr. Middleton, who underwent a 
'very long examination. Many queltions 
were put to liim about the eliv^t: of a Bri- 
tilh Relident’s fii,mature to a treaty between 
two native Princes, or powers, in India. 
He faid, that if the Refident Hgned a treaty, 
in confcquence of power given to him by tiie 
Supreme Council fo to do, his fignatiire 
would amount to a guarantee, and bind the 
Company j but if he Bgned it merely in a 
private capacity, then his fignature would 
WOT bind the Company to guaiantee the 
treaty. 

The Managers' reafon for examining the 
witnefs upon this point was, that lie had 
figned a treaty between the Nabob Vizier 
and the Begums, his mother and grandmo¬ 
ther j and this figning was conflrued by the 
Managers to be equivalent to a figning by 
the Governor'General and Council, wiiofe 
agent Mr. Middleton was, when he was at 
the Court of the Vizier, in the chara&er of 
the Company’s ReBdent. 

He was alked, if it was ufual for him to 
produce his powers, whenever he ligned a 
treaty, fo that the parties who required his 
frgnature might know whether he figned in 
his public or his private capacity ? He re¬ 
plied, that it would be ufekfs for him to 
produce his powers, becaufe the natives could 
not underftand them ; but he prefumed that 
he generally Rated to the parties concerned 
what were his powers. He faid, that when 
he put his name to the treaty between the 
Nabob Vizier and his mother, he bound tlie 
Company, becaufe he liad fufficient powers 
to treat with her and for her; but he did not 
think that when he figned the treiity relative 
to the elder Begum, he in any degree bound 
the Company, becaufe lie did not conceive 
that he had any powers relative to the elder 
Begum fo to do. He was afked, if the 
Princefies were aware of the difiin^Iion be¬ 
tween his public and private capacity, at the 
time he put his name to their treaties ? He 
faid he could not tell.—He was afked, whe¬ 
ther, when tliey required his fignature, for 
the purpofc of binding the Company by it, 
they would have fought it at all, if they 
were told it would not, without a fpecific 
power for that purpofe, adually bind the 
Company He replied, he could not teU.*— 
He was alked, if h^ had ever told the elder 
Begum, that he had no power to pledge the 
Company, by his fignature, to guarantee the 
treaty to whidi he fet his name ? He re¬ 
plied, that he believed he had not.—He was 
a^, if he had wre^e tq the Coyerner and 


Council, that he would not proceed further 
in the treaty between the Nabob and the 
Begums, without having firft applied to the 
Board for advice ? anfwerM in the af- 
firmative.—He vras afked, whether he had 
not figned that treaty without alking the 
advice of the Council, notwithfiandiiig his 
afiurances to the contrary ? This queftion 
he anfwered alfo in' the affirmative.—The 
Managers then afked, if he had been repri¬ 
manded by the Board for this breach of pro- 
mile ? He faid he had not.—He was aiked, 
if he knew any inllancc of a native Prince 
doubting that the Refident's fignature to a 
treaty was not equivalent to .a guarantee on 
the part of the Company > He laid he did ; 
for the younger Begum had fent to Calcutta 
to have her treaty figned by Mr. Haflingt, 
after it had been figned by the witnefs, then 
Refident at Lucknow.—He was afked, if 
the elder Begum had ever taken fuch a ftep, 
or ever exprefied the leaft doubt of the Re- 
fident’s fignature being equal to a guarantee 
of the Company ? He replied, that cer¬ 
tainly fhe had never taken any fuch ilep, or 
done any thing that indicated a doubt of the 
Company's being bound by the fignature of 
the Refident.—Mr. Sheridan afked, if he had 
always been of opinion, that a Refident’s 
fignature amounted to a guarantee only when 
he had fpecific powers given to him for that 
purpofe ? He faid, he believed he had.— 
Heie Mr. Sheridan thought it necelfary to 
refrefii his memory, by alking him, if he had 
ever declared any wheie, tliat the bare at¬ 
testation of Sir Robert Barker to a 
treaty l>etween two native Princes, had been 
deemed and received as equivalent to the 
Company's guarantee ? He anfwered in 
the affirmative. His reafon for entertaining 
the opinion contained in that declaration 
was, that Sir Robert Barker was in a very 
high Ration, being Commander in Chief.— 
Mr. Sheridan afked him, if he had always 
been of opinion, that Princes requiring the 
fignature of a Britifh Refident to a treaty to 
which the EngUih' could not be parties, un- 
Icfs they were to he confidered as guarantees, 
might call upon fuch Refident to produce the 
powers under which he aRed, that it might 
be known whether he figned with or without 
authoiity, and, confcqucntly, wliether the 
Company were or were nor to be made gua¬ 
rantees by his figning f He replied, that he 
ufualiy mention^ that hediad powers (when 
it happetuffi to be the cafe) to bind tiis prin¬ 
cipals by his fignature.—A letter was ,then 
product, written by himfdf, which Rrongly 
exprefied his refentment tliat Fyzoola Khan, 
the Rohilla Chief, fhould have queRionod his 
power to bind the Company by his fignature 
to i treaty between the Vizier and Fyzoola 

Khan. 



'Khan.—He aelcnowledged that the letter had 
been written by him. 

Mr..Sheridan federal times commented 
the anfwers giyen by the vvitncfs. 
TiiiamadeMr. Law, one of the Coiinfel for 
Mr. Haftings, requeft, that the Honourable 
Manager would not make his comments 
whilft the witnefs was prcfent—for they 
would make a confufed perfon fbli moie 
confuicd, and (hake the confidence of the 
tnoft confident: and therefore he begged 
that, even for the fake of humanity, he 
would wait till the witnefs Ihould have 
withdrawn, before he would make any more 
comments. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, the Managers were 
very far from bring deficient in htimanity ; 
if they had, the maiuicr in which the wit¬ 
nefs gave his cvider.ee, would have made 
them complain of it to the Houfc, and be 
nsade no doubt, but, if they had (b com¬ 
plained, thrir Lordfhips would ^readily have 
taken the concucf of tire witnefs into confi- 
deratic . 

Mr. hheridan then examined Mr, Middle- 
ton reljtive to the condition of the Nabob’s 
finances, and the prefent of ten lacks, or 
ioo,ooci. marie by that Prince to Mr, Haft- 
ings. The witnefs laid, that pievious to the 
interview between the Nabob and Mr. Haft- 
ings, at rhunar, the former v as fo low in 
point of finances, that he had never known 
him poorer: the witnefs ntgociated a loan 
of tut lacks for him, on his own (Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton's) credit, when the Nabob’s credit 
v/as not fufficient to raife fuch a fu.n among 
the bonkers. The aflPgnments which the 
Refident had upon the revenue of Oiiri?, 
aad the claims which he was urging in behalf 
of the Company, and for which he was 
pr« r»ng the Nabob to grajtt him more afiign- 
menrs, would cover the whole revenue of 
the country, and would not leave free even 
the annual ..Uov/ance for the fupport of the 
Nabob’s Hcufchold.—The Prince wanted 
to get rid cf many expenfive cftablifhments, 
that lay very heavy upon his treafury. Thefc 
eilablifhments were fomitd chiefly of En- 
glilh, and Mr. Haflings had confented to the 
fuppreffionof theeicaMifhments, and to the 
difinilTion of the Englilh gentlemen; but 
the Nabob had not money to pay tliem v. hat 
was due to them, or credit to raife it. This 
was the time when Mr. Middleton borrowed 
the ten lacks upon his own credit, and the 
money fb borrowed was for the ^rpofe of 
paying the Englilh gentlemen, and lb eafing 
the Nabob’s revenue of many heavy efia- 
blifitments. It was about this time that the 
Nabob and Mr. Flaftingt met at Chunar i 
Mr. Middleton was there aUb, and employed 
eecafionally by Mr. llafiings in treating with 


the Nabob. It was at this period, when the 
Prince was fo very difirellH, that he made 
A^. Hafitngs a prefent of ten lacks, or 
ioo,oool. fterhng. The witnefs did not hear 
of that prefent at Chunar, where it was 
made, or even in India, nor until he arrived 
in England.—He was alkcd by Mr. Sheridan, 
whether it would have been polTible that the 
receipt of fuch a preftnt could have been con¬ 
cealed from him, who was negociating be¬ 
tween the two parties, if much management 
had not been ufixl for the purpofe of keeping 
it from his knowledge ? He replied, that cer¬ 
tainly it mull have reached his ears, if great 
care had not been taken to prevent it. The 
prefent, lie was fuiv^ was not made in mon e y, 
bccaufe fuch a fum could not be conveyed to 
Chunar without his knowkdge. It appeared 
from Mr. HaiTmgi’s own account of the 
prefent, t'lac it w.-is ma-.le in bills upon 
b.-inkers; fo that the Nabob, who had not 
cedit enough t» raife ioo,oool. in the capital 
of his dominions, for the purpofe of relieving 
hi 5 revenue from burdenfome eftablilhments 
tli.it impoveiifiied i, .V-as able, his dif- 
tuiPcs apparently conti-u'lng the fame, to 
ra.fe that fum at Chunar for the purpofe of 
prtlcniing it to Mr. Haftings for Iiis own 
private life. The Counfel for Mr. HaAings 
not denying the receipt of the prefent, wiflied 
to Ihew that Mr. Hadings was fo pretTed for 
money for the public lervice, the Company’s 
troops mutinying for want of pay, that he 
was warrant'.'d by the rroil prefling neceflity 
to receive a fum of money which might be 
the abfolute falvaiion of the Company, to 
wliofe ufe he applied 1*10 pr.fcnt that was 
given.—The witnefs fa-ri, he had heard of 
mutinies among the tioop«, and thuir defert- 
ing their ofiiccrs, becaufe they were not paid ; 
•and be inftanced particularly Capu Will ams, 
who had been to deferted : but he could not 
tell whciher many months arrears were due 
to the troops at that time, at Chunar, with 
Mr. iiafiings : it vi'as ufual to keep all the 
fipoys feme time in arrear. 

On the other hand,' it was proved by an 
official letter, that if the Nabob could raife 
money to pay the arrears of troops, and pre¬ 
vent mutiny, he could employ it at home^ 
without making prefents; for it appeared, 
that the Prince's own cavalry rofe upon liitn, 
and attempted to Aonn his palace, becaufe 
their pay was eighteen mtmthsin arrears. 

Mr. Sheridan afked the witnefs, if he had 
never heard of an offer made to Mr. Haftings 
of a fecond prefent, of the fame amount as 
the forftier ? He hegged he might be permit¬ 
ted to decline anfwering that queAion | for 
he faid, that as he had been accufed of hav¬ 
ing offered Mr. HaAings a bribe of too,oool. 
in the name of th« Nabob, hs wonU nnt 

wUh 



(h to fay any thing that might crimkiate 
mfetf. Mr. Sheridan obferv^ that as he 
as not charged with having aGualiy given, 
at with having orrFRip a prefent, he 
rould not crinunate himfclf by his anfwer 
) the ^ueftion. The witnefs ftill declined 
Wing an anfwer; and the Managers ceafed 
0 prefs him, particularly as the Lord Chan- 
:elior obferved, that if it was ciiminal in Mr. 
rlaftipgs to receive the prefent, it would be 
:iiminal in the Witnefs to offer it. 

Mr. Middleton was alfo examined with 
refpe£t to a private letter from him to the 
Governor-General, in which he offered to 
write another letter, with different accounts 
of tranfaAions, if tlie public letter which 
accompanied the private one (hould happen 
not to meet the Governor's approbation. 
I'he witnefs admitted that the letter had been 
written by him. 

I'he Court adjourned a quarter before fix 
o'clock. 


TwENTY-viasT Day. 

WEl^^'EsnAy, Afrii. 30. 

The bufinefs of this day was refumed by 
Mr. Sheridan. Several documents were read, 
relating chiefly to the prefent of 100,cool, 
made by the Vizier to Mr. Haflings, in the 
year 1781. 

M'»!or Scott underwent a long examina¬ 
tion. This witnefs was a complete contraft 
to another who has been repeatedly examin¬ 
ed : the latter recolledfed few things 5 the 
former remembered every tranfaflion, how¬ 
ever minute, in which Mr. Haftings was any 
way concerned fince the time the witneft 
waS appointed his Agent. The examinatioij 
this day turned chiefly upon the prefents 
which Mr. HaAings had received from the 
Nabob Vizier, Cheyt Sing, &c. The Major 
in his evidence Aati^, that Mr. HaAings had 
tranfmitted to him a sealed letter, direAed 
to the Secret Committee of the EaA-India 
Company, which he immediately ddivered to 
Sir Henry Fletcher, at that time the Chair- 
^manof theCompany. This letter, of which 
ip copy was fent either at that time or foon 
^tcr, contained an account of the prefent 
om the Nabob. He was alkcd, if he had 
f received a general diferetionary power 
Vs Mr. HaAings, to deliver, or to fupprefs, 
letters committed to his care, according' 
^Aould find the Aate of parties in £n- 
^ The tendency of this queAion was 
V, that, according to that difentionary 
^Jj^ajor Scott might have fuppiefltd 
the ^ Secret Committee, if from 
®®Yrffion of affairs he had judged it 
th ^ courfe, 

* . ®‘"(*Vtion that Mr. HaAings had re- 
v«f gm the Major fi^d, that 


though hU power was generally diferetion¬ 
ary, he did not conceive it to extend to the 
letter which tyas diretted to the Secret Com¬ 
mittee, for he believed himfelf to be peremp¬ 
torily BOUND to deliver tlrat letter. * 

He was aflted, if he*did not learn from a 
letter direfied to himfelf from Mr. HaAings, 
that a prefent of two lacks, mentioned by 
the Governor-General to have beat received 
by him, was made by pheyt Sing, though 
Mr. HaAings had not, in any of his difpatchet 
to the Ceart of Dire^ors, told the name of 
the perfon from whom he had received that 
prefent ? The witnefs anfwered the queAion 
in the aflirmative.—He was afleed, if Mr. 
HaAings did not intend at firA to keep the 
receipt of the ioc,oool. from the Nabob a 
fccret from the Company ? He replied, that, 
in his ( pinion, he did not; for the expendi¬ 
ture of the Aim, applied as it had Imn to 
the public ufe, muA have appeared to the 
Company as exceeding by fo much the Com¬ 
pany’s revenue. 

Here a paffage from Mr. HaAings's letter 
from Cheltenham was read, which Aated, 
that he intended to have kept the receipt of ■ 
the money a fecret, and that if he had been 
inclined to convert it to his own ufe, he 
might eafily have done fo, without any danger 
of dete&ion. This Major Scett explained, 
by faying, that Mr. HaAings meant, that he 
intended to keep a fecret from whom the 
preAnt had been received, contenting himfdf 
with carrying the amount of it to the Com¬ 
pany’s account. 

He was aiked, what was Mr. HaAings’s 
reafon for having fuffered many months to 
elapfe before he made any communication on 
the fubjefl of thofe prefents to the Court of 
Dire£lor$ f The witnefs anfwered, that the 
Governor-General took the earlieA opportu¬ 
nity to make that communication. Upon 
this Mr. Sheridan, who examined Miyw 
Scott, produced the India-Houfe accounts of 
the arrival of the Nymph Aoop of war and 
the Swallow packet, both from Bengal, by 
neither of which Mr. Haftings had fent any 
advice of the receipt of the prefent from the 
Nabob, though he had received it before the 
failing of dther. Major Scott obferved upon 
this, that the Nymph had been fent foom 
Madras to Bengal for a fupply of money { 
that wiien Aie was ordered back to Madras, 
fome difpatches for Europe were fent in her, 
and direded to Sir Edward Hughes, withe 
requeA that he would tranfmit them to En¬ 
gland by the firA veffel he fhould fend home. 
The Admiral a&ually difpatched the Nymph 
to England; but when foe left Beng^ tn 
her return to Madras, it was very uncertain 
when the difpatches which foe carried would 
be feat to Europe. The r«fon why no ad- 



via* ** reTpc^ling the prefents was fent by the 
Swallow was, that the Governor-General 
tod Council were preparing difpatchcs, 
vrKich they faid they would fend by the next 
<hip that would fall after the departure of the 
Swallow *. ' 

Major Scott was examined very minutely 
Vrith refpeA to the contents of the letter to 
himfelf from Mr. Hafeings, accompanying 
the 8£Ai.E]> letter glready mentioned, di- 
refted to the Secret Committee. His anfwcrs 
Ib-uck Mr. Slicridan, as differing fr«m thofe 
given by the witnefs to the fame qiiellions, 
when he was examined before the SeleA 
Committee of the Houfe of Commons; and 
he obferved, that if he was to believe the 
former, he could not believe a word of what 
the witnefs had faid this day on the fame 
fubjed. Major Scott, upon this, wifhed that 
his evidence before the Commons might be 
read, when it would appear, lie faid, that he 
had been uniform and confident in all the 
evidence he had given on both occafions. 
He had nothing to conceal at cither time; 
he meant to fpeak out; he did not want to 
flielter himfelf under the pretence of a fliort 
memory, or tlie diftance of periods in which 
the tranfaffions in queftion took place : if 
he had faid any thing that was not fairly 
fiated, he would be very glad of an opportu¬ 
nity of correfling it. 

The Earl of Fauconberg made fome re¬ 
marks upon the harfhnefs of Mr. Sheridan's 


exprefftons to the witnefs. The Lord Chart* 
cellor faid, that the Hon. Manager did nor 
call any refledHon upon the pcrfonal honout^ 
oj the witnefs; he only remarked fome Con- 
tradidlion in the evidence given by him on 
this and on another occafion, which, in the 
Hon. Manager’s mind, Ihewed that both' 
accounts could not be true; fo that if lie lie- 
lieved the one, he could not believe the other. 
The evidence given by the Major before the 
Seledl Committee was then read, and what¬ 
ever apparent contradidlion was found be¬ 
tween it and his evidence of this day, the 
witnefs endeavoured to explajp away, and 
feemingly not without fuccefs. 

The clofell part of the examination was 
relative to the contents of the letter accom¬ 
panying the SEA I. ED one; but Major Scott 
laid, he bad the letter by him. Mr. Sheridan 
thought the bell and moll legal way would 
be to call for the letter itfelf. The witnefs 
f.>id, he had but one objediion to the produc¬ 
tion ot it, and that was, that theye were 
other matters in it which did not I'elate to the 
prefents. In his correfpondence with Mr. 
f-Iallings, he had given l>is opinions on men 
and meafures pretty freely, and Mr. Haft- 
ings, in his replies, liad b^n as free in his 
remarks: he Kt it, therefore, with their 
Lordlhips to dctfcfmine whether private cor¬ 
refpondence, carried on in any fuch way, 
ought to be produced. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, he would be as delicate 


* The whole amount of thefe prefents, fo charged, was ftated by Major Scott to have 
been managed with perfedl reflitude throughout; From the original receipt of the money, 
to its final appropriation, Mr. Ilaliings feemed to have no otlier purpofe than ceeditins 
THE Company. ^ 

The amount of the whole was 19 lacks and 60,000 rupees. Of thefe, 20,000!. fterling*, 
being particularly circumllanced, had been particularly charged—-and in a q.uESTioN able 
SHAPE, ttrly put before the Direftors—they to determine, whether the money Ihould go 
to the Company’s Treafury, or be confidered as his own. 

The determination of the Diredlcrs was againft Mr. Mailings having the money j and 
fo, the whole was carried to the Public Account. 

, In the (Economy and remittance of this money, there were fome intricacies, wliich Major 
Scott explainedIn a circuitous life of fome of the money, when expedient, as in the 
expedition of General Carnac:—In the delayed communication of another part, from the 
unexpeAcd failing of the Swallow, on the orders of Mr. Wheeler and Sir J, Maepherfoo 
when Mr. Haltingswas at Lucknow:—In tte impoflibillt}', at leaft in the inexpedient 
of venturing any thing over-land to Madras, the intermediate country being then harraljf 
by the enemy:—And, finally, on one portion of the money having been rmitted^ 
fome Small inftrmality, through Major Scott. / 

This iNPOEMALtTY beiiig'tnatcd mere gravely on one fide than on the other— 

Sc6tt was alked, If his praife of Mr, HaAings could pretend to be fyJlematic ? 

Mailings had not a6led, now and then, in contradiction of thofe orders it was his 
duty to obey ? 

Toihiej the anfwer of Major SoDtt was as follows :— 

** He thought, the pkimary duty of the Governor-General was the Prefer^*' 

« the-^lq^ire entrufted to his care.—That he thought, fuch duty, at once judici^ 

ferial, might lead to a Difobedience of any Orders given in tittri'a.—Af^liat hu ^ 
for fneh difobedmeo a Goveinor-General was aESPONsiaLs,’* 

as 
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ks any man pn ft;ich a Aibjeft; and therefore 
lie would liot defire that any parts of fiich a 
:Qrrefpohdence (hould be read, that realjy 
wei^e bf a private nature, and did not in any 
degree relate to the fubjeA of the charge: 
but then he thought it would be proper that 
ibffle perfon fiiould be appoint^ by thdr 
Lordlhips to perufe the letter, and Ibe that 
nothing in it, which really related to pubUc 
bufinsfs, was kept back under the pretence 
of its being of a private nature. 

It feemed to be allowed on all hands, that 
the delicacy of withholding what was really 
of a private nature in tlie tetter was weU 
founded. 

l^r. Adam was willing to adopt this idea 
of delicacy, but the prifoner might confider 
theadoptioix of it rather as an inhulgence 
than a a iGHT ; for it appeared from the pri- 
foner’s covenants with the Company (which 
ATr. Adam read), that he was bound to de¬ 
liver up to the Company all diaries, memo¬ 
randums, minutes, &c. relating to the Com¬ 
pany’s affairs, though they Ihould be mixed 
with his own mod private concerns, orthofe 
of others. And when he confidered the nature 
of other prefents, upon which the witnefs 
had not yet been examined, he did not think 
that the lame delicacy ought to be obferved 
with refpe£l to them, wliicli the Managers 
were willing to obferve this day with refpeA 
to the letter in quellion. 

The letter was not called for. 

Mr. Law obferved to the Court, that one 
of his client's witneffes, Mr. Graham, was 
■ in fo bad a (late of health, that it was feared 
be could not live many days; certainly he 
could not live to the time when hiS client 
would wifii to produce him: he therefore 
wilhed their Lordlhips would fuffer him to 
be examined at home. He had fubmitted 
the circumdance to the confideration of the 
Managers, and they had given their confent 
to the meafure. If, therefore, their Lordlhips 
Ihould agree to this meafure, interrogatories 
Ihould be drawn up, and lent to the Mana¬ 
gers, that they might make out crofa-interro- 
gatories upon them. The Counfel for Mr. 
Hadings would readily confent to a fimilar 
meafure, if the Managers Ihould have occa- 
A'/lon to propofe it.-~>Mr. Sheridan faid, the 
Managers had no objection to the propofal of 
the learned gentleman} but it was not on 
the ground of axciraociTY that they 
allbnted to it. It was certainly a new mode 
of proceeding in a criminal cauie, to which 
nothing analogous could be found in the 
Courts below t that, however, was for die 
confideration of their Lordlhips ; the Mana¬ 
gers, for their part, did not object to it.. 

The Lord Chancellor dud, it certainly was 
a new proceeding, and he did not yet know 


what to fay to it. He would confider of its 
however; and their Lordlhips would, in 
deliberating upon it, not forget that thecon- 
fent of both parties ^was the balls of the 
application. 

When the bufinefs had got thus far, their 
Lordlhips adjourned. 


Twentv-seconb Day, 
Thursday, May i. 

The Lord Chancellor informed the Coun- 
fel for Mr. Mailings, that it would require 
fome time for their Lordlhips to confider of 
the requell made yefterday, ** That leave 
might be given to the defendant, to take the 
evidence of Mr. Graham at his own houfe ;** 
for it did not as yet appear clear to their ' 
Lordlhips, that the Court had power to grant 
foch areqiiell. When they fiiould have fur¬ 
ther confidered the fubjeA, they would direft 
him, lie faid, to communicate their determi¬ 
nation to the Counfel and to the Managers.’* 

After this. Major Scott was called in and 
examined relative to the difpatches fait by 
him over-land to Mr. Haftings, and the ex¬ 
pence attending them. He faid, that from 
the year 1782 to 1785, he had fent fcveral 
difpatohes over-land to the tlien Governor- 
General (Mr. Mailings); that the expeneei 
anending the tranfmilTion of them amounted 
to about 6000I. llerling; and that they 
weie defrayed by Mr, Mailings. 

This circum fiance, tlie only material one, 
being afccrtalned, Mr. Sheridan, rofe to fay, 
“ That having various public tetters from 
Mr. Mailings to adduce in evidence, he would 
not, if their Lordlhips approved of it, keep 
them longer, than by barely reading the heads 
of them ” 

To this it was replied by the Chancellor, 
** That if they were to be brought as evi¬ 
dence, the WHOLE mull be read." 

The Clerk, therefore, again mounted the 
rollrum, and- a courfe of ** Indian Read¬ 
ings" commenced, for the fpace of two 
hours, to prove that Mr. Mailings had kept 
back from the Council at Calcutta the cir- 
cumllances that had come to his knowledge 
of the difaffedlion and treafonabte proceed¬ 
ings of the Begums; that, from thd 19th of 
November, when he concluded the treaty of 
Chunar, by which thefe Princeffes were to 
be dlfpofielTed' of their landed eflates, and 
for which meafure their difafilbflicm was 
ftated as the ground, down to the soth of 
January foUenving, he new made the Coun¬ 
cil at Calcutta acquaint^ with the treaty,, 
or the grounds on which it had been con¬ 
cluded. 

Mr. Middleton was affot^wiirds called in 
and examined. He faid, .i|iat he was at 
Chunar when Mr. Mailings and the Nabob 
H in 
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tn peribn concluded the treaty, which takea 
its name fi'om that place i that, on the 
day on which it was executed, he was in the 
apartment of Mr. ffaftings, together with 
the Nabob and his two Mlnifters, and foine 
other natives; that whild Mr. Haftings was 
at one end of the room, with thofe natives, 
he (the witnefs) was converling with the 
NaiMb and his Minillers at the other end : 
that his Highnefs was very unwilling to fet 
hit feal to the treaty, and thereby execute it: 
tl»t he feemedto think he had made too g|^t 
oonceflions in it to Mr. Haftings, and given 
him too great an authority in his country *. 
that his unwiJlingnefs to execute it was at 
laft removed by the witntfs, who f^d he 
tliought the treaty would be very advantage¬ 
ous to both parties, without being attended 
witii the leaft inconvenience to either: that 
the grsat objeft of it being to fecure to 
the Company the payment of the debt due 
hy his Highnefs to the Company, he alTured 
the Nabob tliat the Governor-General would 
not inlifl rigidly upon the performance of 
any part of the treaty that was not eden- 
tially ncceflary to that purpofe; and that as 
Mr. Haftings had made very great concef- 
Cons to the Nabob, in agreeing that the 
Britilh and native troops of the Company, 
then in the pay of his Highnefs, Hiould be 
withdrawn, and many eliablilhments made 
for the provifion of EngUlh gentlemen, at 
tlie expence of the Nabob, (hould he fup- 
pr^ed, it would be abfolutely neceflary that 
Mr. Haftings Ihould have fomething to /hew 
in return for the facrihees made by him in 
the treaty: that under the a/Turances of the 
witnefs, that the whole of the treaty was not 
to be enforced, and in confequence of the 
other arguments ufed by him, the Nabob at 
laft confented to execute the treaty. 

Mr. Middleton was alked, if it was not at 
that time tliat the prelent of ioo,oooJ. v/as 
given to Mr. Haftings ^ He faid, he did not 
know, as he had learnt nothing of it till 
after his arrival in He was next 

alked, whether, if he had known that the 
prefent of ioo,oool. was made at that time, 
he could not readily have accounted for the 
conceftions made by Mr. Haftings to the 
Nabob ? He obferved, that this was a mere 
matter of opinion, and therefore he hoped 
^leir Lord/hipa would not inlift upon his 
giving an anfwer to this queftion. The 
iZourt did not difappo’nt thetfiope of the 
rvitnefs on the occaiion., 

He was alked, if all Mr. Haftings’s pki- 
rATK letters to him after the treaty of Chu- 
lafwere recorded by him? Heanfwered, 
|baC 1^1 the private letters written by Mr. 
to him were.upon record. He was 
m point out ens. He £ud, he had 


read fome this morning in fnet ; but letlvrl 
in ^riai were not admitted to be of reeorJ. 
He was alked, if the private letters of 
Mr. Haftings to him after the treaty of Cho- 
nar did not relate to public buflnefs ? HTe 
faid, that many private letters to him from 
Mr. Haftings were intermixed with public 
and private affairs j but that lie believed all 
thofe that were written after the treaty of 
Chunar related to fublie affairs. He was 
alked, if it was not ufual with the Refidenta 
at Lucknow and elfewhereto copy all letters 
Into their official books that relat^ to fublit 
affairs, together with their an/iuen to them ? 
He admitted, that fuch was the praflice of 
office. He then was alked, if he had pre- 
ferved in his office recorded official copies of 
thefe letters and anfwers ? He anfwered, 
that he had not. He obferved, that after 
Mr. Haftings had brought a charge againft 
him at Calcutta, he (Mr. Haftings) pub- 
lilhed thofe letters, and that was what he 
meant by faying they were recorded j but in 
point of fa£f, they did not appear in the 
Company’s records. He was next alked, ' 
if he had not correfponded with Sir 
Elijah Impey on the fubjeft of the trea¬ 
ty of Chunar? He anfwered in the af¬ 
firmative. He was alked, if the corref- 
pondence was not of a public nature, and 
which concerned the Company ? He faid, 
jies. He was then alked, if he had copied 
the letters of that correfpondence into his 
official book, and fo recorded them, as was 
the praflice and duty of Refidents ? He 
replied, that he had not. He faid, that Sir 
Elijah Impey had fince delivered them to the 
Houle of Commons. The Managers alked, 
if the witnefs had not heard, before the con- 
clufion of the treaty of Chunar, all the cir- 
cumftances relative to the difaffeftion of the 
Begums, and the afliftance faid to have been 
given by them to the Rajah Cheyt Sing. He 
faid, he had heard, from common report, 
that the Begums were difaffe^ed, and had 
actually raifed looo men to fupport Cheyt 
Sing; and that the adopted fon of Bahar 
Ally Kh»i (one of the Begums Minillers) 
who was Govemerof the principal town !n 
the diftrifl of the Begums jaghires, had be¬ 
haved in a hofttle manner to the Englilh,^ 
which, in the opinion of the witnefs, he 
would not liave prefumed to have done, if 
he had not been fure of countenance and 
fupport from the Minillers of the Begums, 
and from the B^ims themfelves. 'Whatever 
the witnefs had heard from common report, 
he had Hated to Mr. Haftings. He was 
alked, whether common repert did not 
charge the Nabob himfdf with afl'ing in 
concert With the Begums, in their hoftile 
difpofitions againft the Englilh ? Be an- 



fwered, that common report did not go that 
length} but Cdl. Hannay, in a letter to the 
witnefs, did not hefitate to fay it was lb un- 
derftood at Fyzabad (the rcHdence of |he 
Be3;ums). He was alked, if he had not 
m^e an affidavit before Sir Elijah Impey of 
«// he knew relative to the begums ? He 
Ibid he had. He was alked, if he did not 
know, at the time, that Capt. Gordon had 
been releafed by the Begum, and fent under 
a frtteStug guard to Col. Hannay, and that 
both Col. Hannay and Capt. Gordon had 
written letters of thanks to her for her kind 
treatment of the latter? He anfwered in 
the affirmative. The Managers then aiked, 
what was the reafon diat, When he made the 
affidavit before Sir Elijah Impey, his memory 
enabled him to ftate every thing he had heard 
•gainjl the Begums, but did not fiiggell to 
him this fadl in favour of them, and which 
he had from better authority than common re- 
poit, namely, the letters of Col. Hannay and 
Capt. Gordon ? His reply was, that he did 
not think the Begums delerved any thanks 
lor the releafe of the latter gentleman, as 
Col. Hannay had informed -him that he was 
obliged to temporize with them, on account 
of the lituation of Capt. Go^on, whofe 
life he thought in danger at the time: that 
this was the reafon for writing in the manner' 
he had done to one of the Begums; and 
that, after the releafe of that gentleman, it 
was thought expedient to keep up the lime 
appearance of confidence in her, and there¬ 
fore it was that the letters of thanks had been 
fent to her. He was alked, if a Mr. Scon 
had not i great manufadure at that time in 
the very town of which the adopted fon of 
Baliar Ally Khan was Governor ? whether 
that gentleman had ever been in any danger 
of his life from the difaffeftion of the Go¬ 
vernor, or ever experienced a want of refpeft 
from him, or of proteflicn to his manufac¬ 
ture ? and whether it was not at the houfe 
of this Mr. Scott tligt Capt. Gordop was 
lodged, while he was in that town of which 
the Governor was reprefented as afting 
hoAilely againA the Englilh, with the en¬ 
couragement or connivance of his miAreAes 
tiie Begums? He replied, that Mr. Scott 
certainly a very great manufadlure in 
that town} that he was never moleAcd by 
the Governor, or in danger of lofing either 
his life or property; and that his houfe af¬ 
forded ap aiyium to Capt. Cordon. He was 
afterwards aAced, if this fame difafiTcdlcd 
Governor, adKng, as it was faid. under tl^e 
ipfluencb of his miArefies the Begums, had 
.not been adualiy delivered up by thofe Prin- 
peflks.to Mr. Middleton ? His anfwer was, 
that the Governor , had been deliver^ to the 
yvho had put hUu ipto the hands pf 


the witnefs. He was aAced, if this man had 
not been difeharged from cuAcdy. witlwut 
having recovtd a.ny puniAiment, though be 
was charged with trealbn agaipA the Aate ? 
Mr. Middleton r^ljpd, that he himfelf had 
had leave of abfence from Lucknow for a 
month; and Mr. Johnfon, his principal 
‘ affiAant, was left to do the duties of Ro¬ 
dent in his abfence: he underAood that, ja ■; 
the mean time, the pfifoner had been dif¬ 
eharged from his confinement, and he had 
not heard of any enquiry into his conduA, 
He was aAced, finally, whether Capt. Gor¬ 
don had not claimed reparation for loAes fuf- 
tained by him in the Begums* country to tlie 
amount of 3000I. and whether his d^m had 
not been allowed ? The witnefs anfwered 
in the affirmative^ qpd was then diredled to 
withdraw. 

It was then fix o’clock, and their Lord* 
Aiips thought proper to rife and adjourp th« 
Court to the Tueflay following. , 

Twenty-Third Day, 

Tuesday, May 6." 

'I'his day a great deal of writt^ evidencf 
was given in, and read, relative to the Be* 
gums ; aAer this, 

Sir ELIJAH IMPEY 

was called to the bar, and underwent a l<mg 
examination relative to the affidavits fworn 
before him, on the fubjeCl of the difaAeQion 
of the Begums, and the rebeiliou in Be* 
narcs. ' 

His anfwers in fubAance were, that his 
leaving Calcutta had not for its objed the 
taking of thofe affidavits t on the contrary, 
when he fet out on his journey, his ible in¬ 
tention was to vifit the country Courts of 
JuAice. WhilA he was on his way, he re¬ 
ceived a Aiort note from Mr. HaAings, in 
which he informed him, that an unexpected 
revolution had happened at Benares; but 
that lie was in Aich confufion about it, that 
he could not himfelf write him any of the 
particulars of the revolutlop, for which hq 
referred him to a long letter from Mr. Sulli¬ 
van (the private Secretary to Mr, HaAings). 
This long letter was delivered to thewitnqft 
at the fame time with Mr. HaAings’s note t 
the Governor-General, in his note, prefTed 
him much to. join hiip at Benares, Th«. 
witnefs haAened to Patna, where the Eng« 
lifh were in flie grcateA conAernaticn at ihfi. 
news of the rebellion, and were ready ro 
quit the town, The witnefs tliought it hi% 
duty to pdt on a good countenance; and fir 
the purpofe of preventing the alarm Atom 
fpfeadlng, to Aay longer at Patna than wag 
perhaps confiAent with his peiibnal fafety: 
when he at laA left Patpa, he repaired to Mr* 
Haiftiogs At Bences, 
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Me wa« afked if, when he took the affida^ notorioitt in that country* as theone of 1745 
frits refpefiing tlw Begums, he conceived in this—a doubt of it did not exift• 
himfelf to be legally empowered to administer 'i^hat the part of the country which he went 
an oath ? He anfwere^, that he certainly was over, was as peaceable as the road to Bren--- 
beyond the bounds of his jurifdi£tion, when ford 1—That the common pofi rgad went 
be administered the oaths in queSlion, and through Fyzabad; but the route he took ■ 


was not of courfe, fpeaking Stri£lly, legally 
"empowered to adminiAer them; but he was 
of opinion, that thb high office he held in 
India impofed on him as a duty that he 
Should be ready at ail times to ferve his coun¬ 
try } and he believed, that a more favoutable 
opportunity of fo doing had not occurred 
than that in which he had' been invited by 
Mr. HaAings to co-operate with him in any 
meafure that might tend to feeure the then 
tottering intereA of the BritiQi Government 
of India. In taking the affidavits which 
were made to eAabliSh the guilt of the par¬ 
ties at that time in rebellion, he admitted 
that he bad adted without judicial powers; 
but he could, if the HoufepreAed him fo to 
do, quote the higheA authority in this king¬ 
dom to prove, that he (the great and noble 
^agiArate alluded to, who was fuppofed to 
be Lord Mansfield) had administered oaths 
on fome great occafions, where he had no 
local jurifdiflion. The witnefs faid, that 
the only objeft he had in view at the time, 
was to atteA that the affidavits had been 
aAually fwom { that the deponents had been 
aSked at the time^ whether the epntent; of 
tliefc affidavits were true, and that they had 
anfwered in the affirmative; but as to the 
truth or falfehood of them, the witnefs never 
was able to ^rt any tiling of his own know¬ 
ledge. 

In this part of the bufinefs, it was con- 
eeived by Sir Elijah, that fomewhat had 
gone, ly in^uuatien^ againA his teAimony. 
His obfervation on it waf in fhe following 
fpirited and manly form : 

** My Lords, I truA it is iinderAood, that 
I Aand here a viluntary toitnefs. In my 
** teAimony, I am upon oathj I fpeak to 
f* the beA of my rec^eftion; and I have 
“ a charafter to. fupport.—That charaAer, 

•* the Honourable Managers Shall pot take 
away, even hy infinuatien 5 and 1 truA, 
when I ufe this language, your LprdShips 
“ will fupport me—I might hefitate tp an- 
« Iwer j—but fueh hifitation I difdain > I 
f* will S^ak fr(tly and fairlyi but I will pot 
*♦ have words put into my mouthy which I 
f* bmv$ not Httertd. —No man Shall infinuate 
** that I am guilty of fpeaking falfely, till 
(f be can prove that I do fo I” 

fhe Lords, as by one aaipn, univerfally 
codded approbation. The enquiry went 
on- 

Sir Elijiffi then deppAd, th^t the rebellion 
of tp: B^tuxui thopi^ then was as 


was round-about— but which he chofe, for 
the purpofe of feeing a part of the country, 
he Aiould never again have an opportunity 
ot viewing:—That his retinue was but 
fmall—a furgeon, and three or four fervants 
or HircarsThat the fituation of Mr. 
HaAings at Lucknow, was peculiar—almoA 
tuhbmt a f«cond :—That lie considered it his 
duty to oA'er him every siSTiSlance in lua 
power. 

Here Mr. Burke broke out into an eIo« 
quent lamentation. 

“ O mifcrable Aate, cried he, of the EaA 
** India Company! O abandon^ fortune of 
« Mr. HaAings ! Q fallen lot of England 1 
“ —when no aSfiAance could be found, 

“ but what was to be given by Sir Elijah 
“ Impey!—a man who was to aft extra- 
“ judicially, and in a diArjft where even his 

judicial capacity had no force.” 

Being aAced, if he had ever had any rea- 
fon fince for believing that the rebellion of 
the Bt'gums had not taken place ? he an¬ 
fwered ytt ; he had heard that the Hon. the 
Houfe of Commons had pronounced the re¬ 
port of the rebellion of the Begums to be 
ill-founded, and he prefumed that the Hon, 
Houfe had had more information on the fub- 
jedt than he had. He was aiked, if he figned 
the affidavits only as p w}tnefe that they 
had been fworn, might not tlie attestation 
pf the EngUAi Resident have been as efiec- 
tual for that purpofe ?—He anfwered, titat 
he thought it would not; becaufe the Refi- 
dent was generally underAood to be the 
confidential friend of Mr. HaAings, and 
therefore his agency would have been fuf- 
pefted. He was a^ed, if he was fure that 
Mr. HaAings had published qll the affidavits 
that the witnefs had taken?—He replied, 
that he pould not tell > but he had fuch a re¬ 
liance on the veracity and honour of Mr. 
HaAings, that he prefumed he had publish- 
ed them a)l. He w^s next* aSked, if the 
charaftpr of Mr. Hastings Aood fo high for^'. 
veracity and honour, whether the atteAation 
of fuch a man would not have Stamped fuAi- 
cient authenticity on the affidavits, and ren¬ 
dered it unnece^ary, that the Chief JuAica 
Shpuld be palled upon to admiplAer oaths 
out of his own jurifdiAlon ?—He replied, 
that he thought the attestation of a perfon 
not connedted with the executive govern¬ 
ment, would have moA weight. He was 
alked, if he had not taken tlje affidavits re- 
Istive to the re^ltion of th^ l^ums^ for the 
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parpofe of juftifying Mr. Haft’mgs for plun¬ 
dering thefe PriuceiTes, and preventing any 
future enquiry into his conduft on tlv>t 
head ?—-He anfwered in the negative; for, 
though he conlidercd the revolution of Be¬ 
nares to have been of in important a nature, 
that he thought at the time it would lead to 
an enquiry into the conduA of the Governor- 
General, yet the public notoriety of the dif- 
affeAion of the ^gums did not leave him 
room to think, even for a moment, that the 
puniihment infliftecT on thefe Princeffes for 
their rebellion could ever be made a fubjedl 
of public enquiry.—He was aiked, if he 
himlelf had not, by the direriion of Mr. 
Hallings, deflred Mr. Middleton to contrive, 
if pollible, to bring the Nabob to make a 
requiiition that he might be permitted to 
feire the jaghires of his mother and grand¬ 
mother ? On this point the witnefs could 
not fpeak with great certainty; but he was 
inclined to anfwer it rather in 'the negative 
than in the affirmative. 

Mr. Sheridan then read a paflTage from the 
fccond defence of Mr. Haftings, in which the 
latter gentleman faid, that Sir Elijah Impey 
had been direfled to make fuch a communi¬ 
cation to Mr. Middleton. Mr. Sheridan then 
aiked, if the witnefs dilbelieved that afler- 
tlon > He replied, that probably what Mr. 
HaBings had written was true, but that he 
did not recoliedf that the fadl was as it was 
Bated there. Mr. Sheridan then faid, that 
he muB conclude the witnefs contradidled 
the aflertlon made by Mr. HaBings. Sir 
Slijah obferved, that he gave his evidence 
without conlidering how It would bear on 
either the charge or the defence: and that it 
would be for the Court to apply it.—Mr. 
Sheridan faid, that he would prove here¬ 
after, to the entire fatisfadlion of their Lord- 
Biips, that the Nabob had been urged and 
prcBhd on the part of Mr. HaBings to make 
a requifition for leave to refume the Begums 
jaghires; that he at length did make thedc- 
Bred requiiition in form, and that Mr. HaB¬ 
ings had adled as if fuch requiiition had been 
made freely and voluntarily by the Nabob. 

At the conclufion of his evidence. Sir Eli¬ 
jah Impey ufed the following words : 

^ It has been objedled to me as a crime, 
my Lords, that I Bepped outof my official 
** line, in the buBnefs of the affidavits ; that 
** I afled as t{ie Setrttary of Mr. HaBings. 
** I did do fo. But I truft it is not in one 
folitary hffianfe that I have done more than 
mere duty misht require. The records of 
the EaB India Company; the minutes of 
** the Houfe of Commons; the recolleAion 
** of various inhabitants of India—all, all, 
I truB^ will prove that I never have been 
P want^ to what I held was tlujirvitt 


** my country. I have Bald, when perfbnal 
** fafety might have whifpered, ** there is no 
“ occ^on for your delay!" 1 have gone 
“ forth—when indiv^uai eafe might have 
** faid—** Stay at home !" I have adviled, 
** when 1 might coldly have denied my ad- 
** vice. But, I thank God, recoilc£lion docs 
** not raife a blulh at the part I took j and 
** what I then did, I an? not now alhamed to 
“ mention!” 

At half paft five the Managers feemed 
to think they had heard enough from Sir 
Elijah. 

Various .Lords put different queBions t 
Lords Suffolk, Carlille, Stanhope, WalBng- 
ham, Kinnaird, and PortchcBcr, the latto* 
of whom ufed a wotd from the witnefs, viz. 
fegregate. 

I'Jie Court was very numeroufly afc* 
tended. 


Twknty-F(purth Dat. 

WEnNESDAY, May 7. 

This day a great deal of written evidence 
was produced to flicw what excelTes had 
been committed by the EngliBi Bationed in 
Oude, upon the inhabitants of that country* 
one paper Bated, that one morning an Eng- 
lilh officer had caufed the heads of cighteesi 
natives to be Bruck off. 

A letter was next read to difprovc the af- 
fertioiimadc by Mr. HaBings in his defence^ 
that he had left the ten itory of Oude in a 
flourifhing condition. This letter was from 
Lord Cornwallis—It Bated, that on hisvifit 
to Lucknow he was received by the Vizier 
with every mark of refi>eft and attention; 
but that he was Blocked at the deplorable 
appearance cf the countiy and the people s 
that he exhorted the Nabob in the moB ur.. 
gent manner to adopt a fyflcjn of oeconomy 
in the expenditure of the,revenue, and to lay 
down fixed principles of government for the 
happinefs and advantage of his fubjedls. 
That the Vizier replied, he had no. iutereffc 
in eBabliBiing a fyBem of oeconomy, white 
the influence of the EngliBi Government 
ruled every thing about his Court and in his 
dominions; and that for him to attempt Ih 
new fyBem of government, under fuch cir- 
cumBances, would be abfurd, as his .autho¬ 
rity was laughed at and defpifed by his fub-* 
jcAs, who locked upon him as a cypher; 
but that if the Englifh were to fuBer him to 
be the maBer of his dominions, he would 
become truly* oecononiica], and lay down 
plans for the improvement of the commerce 
and encouragement of the agriculture of his 
people. 

Another letter from Lord Cornwallis 
Bated, that his' Lord/hip bad feen fame of 
tbe cavalry, and Other parts of the aimy of 

Oude, 
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Qude, but that ha bad found them fiicli as it 
Vouid not be fafe for a General to place 
much dependence upon ; and, indeed, from 
all be had feen of tlie countiy, that it would 
be unpofiible for the Company, in cafe of a 
war, to dr<iW any afliftance from it. 

A letter from Mr. Kirkpatrick was read, 
b> contradict anotlier aflertion in tlie defence 
made by Mr. HaQtngs, namely, that the 
Princes of India had a high o]Hnion of his 
food faith; and thaf Madajee Scindia had 
written a letter to our moft Gracious Sove¬ 
reign, in which lie beftowed the higlicll 
prai^ on Mr. Haftings, and feemed to have 
Dotliing more to afk, than that tliofe w'ho 
Ifaculd fucceed him in his government might 
follow his example. Mr. Kirkpatrick's let¬ 
ter, which was sddreffed to Lord Cornwal¬ 
lis, aiTured that the natives had experienced 
lb many bioachcs of faith on the pare of the 
Englidi, that it would be a very difiicult 
matter to prevail upon them ever to place 
conliilence in our promifes or engagements; 
and therefore, however fincere Government 
might be in their intention to be faithful to 
their engagements, noUiing but time and 
feme more happy experience of a change in 
our meafures, could make the natives place 
any confidence in our aifurances. This letter 
of Mr. Kirkpatrick was the more remarkable, 
as it was written from the countiy of Ma¬ 
dajee Sciia^ia, tha Maliratta Prince, who, 
according to the defence of Mr. Haflings, 
had fo gicat a reliance upon the faith of his 
government, that he wi/hed all future Go¬ 
vernors of Cengai might adhere as leligioufly 
to tlieir engagements as Mr. Hailings had to 
his. 

The Managers having gone through this 
written evidence, defired that 
Mr. MIDDLETON 

Ihould be called to the bar. 1 his gentleman 
having made his appearance, underwent a 
Jong examination on the fubjeCl of the fei- 
aure of the Begum's jaghircs, and their trea- 
fure, Arc, &c. He was afked how long the 
rebellion of the Begums, fuch as he fup. 
I^fcd it to be, hart lafted ? He faid he be¬ 
lieved the peri<^ of its duratiem might have 
|xcn from the fame period in the month of 
at which Cheyt Sing broke out into 
reheUien, to the latter end of September.-— 
This queAion was thought to be the more 
paaterial, as the Begums were not ftripptsd 
of their jaglhres till the December fcilcwing, 
near three months after the coaclufion of the 
fuppofed n-belhon, tliougli that rebellion 
ljfi« been made the ^ound pr oapfe fpr 
which thefe jaghircs were feized. 

He was afked, if Sir Elijah Impey had 
communicated to him the ]ileafure of Mr. 
KaAings relative to the rcifumpiie.a of 


jagbiret ? He bejicved hc might have co«i 
verfed with Sir Elijah on the fubjeft. A 
pafTagefrom one of his own letteis was th^ 
A'ad to him, in thefe wordsYour plea- 
« fme I have learned from Sir Elijah Imp^ 
“ relative to the Begums, and 1 fhall 
“ care to ufe every Influjsnce with the Na-‘ 
“ bob to fecond your views.” He acknow¬ 
ledged that he had written the letter in which, 
that pafTage was to be found. The objpft 
of the Manager) in examining the wItneA to 
this point was, to fhew that the plan for 
feizing upon the treafures of the Begums, had 
originated with Mr. Haflings, and not with 
the Nabob. v 

TJie Managers then read a letter from the 
Bow Begum, or princefs mother, to Mr. 
Bridow, dating the hardfhip* of tier fitua- 
tion, the calumnies of her cnemiesj and hfr 
own innocence, and calling upon the Eng- 
lilh for that protection, which by treaty they 
were bound to afford her. Other letters 
were read, written by Lieutenant-Colonel 
Hannay and Capt. Gordon, to the Begum, 
and her Miniders Bahar and Jewar Ally 
Khan, thanking them for tlteir kind inter- 
pofition, which had faved the life of Capt. 
Goidon. The Counfcl for Mr. Hadings ob¬ 
jected to the admidion of thefe letters as 
evidence, becaufe printed copies of letters 
were not evidence, whild tiie originals could 
be obt^ned; but dill Icfs were they evi¬ 
dence in the prefent cafe, as the writer, or 
fuppofed writer of fome of them, was in 
London j and the Managers ought, in point 
of candour, to call upon him to date whe¬ 
ther thefe were copies of letters tliat h.ad really 
been written by him. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, it was impoflible for 
him to produce thcwiiteis of thefe letters, 
becaufe one of them was the younger Be¬ 
gum, who was In India, and could not ho 
brought to this country; another of them 
(Col. Hannay) was dead} and as for the 
third, Capt. Gordon, he did not chink pro¬ 
per to call him, though he fhould be on the 
fpot; for notwithdanding the many expref- 
fions in his letters of gratitude to the Begum 
and her Miniders, fortheprefeivaticn nf his 
life, this gentleman hart not tliouglu proptr 
to take the lead porice of fo remarkable » 
circumdancc in his depofition, or afhdi^vl^ 
before Sir EJijab Ijnpey. But it was riot q$- 
cefTary that he fhfqiiid produce cither the ori¬ 
ginals, or the writtrs of thefe I^ers; 
had been printed aiid annexed to one of the 
charges againd Mr. Hadings, to which 
cliargB that genthanan had beten admitted tp , 
make a defence at the bar of the Hoiile gf ' 
Commons i and in that defence hea(linittc:il 
thefe very letters to be getMtuie, and tha 
print^l collies Jo hg 
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Mr. Law fald, l?hat tW Commons might 
|>rove that fuch had been annexed to the 
charge in the Commons, and chat Mr. Haft-, 
ingt had argued upon them as if they were 
l^ulne, but not aJmittmg them to be fo ; 
ind after the Managers (hould have proved 
this, he would contend that the evidence of 
fa£ls fo proved was not admiftible againft die 
defendant. 

Mr. Burke faid, it was a hard thing for 
the Commons to proceed under the various 
difadvantages which naturally arofe out of 
the delinquency of the prifoner at the bar. 
One of the charges againft him was, that he 
had fupprefted letters which he was bound 
in duty to have recorded, and which, if he 
had, would be evidence for their Lordftiips: 
but now that he had violated his duty, and 
fupprefled correfpondence, his Counfei tri¬ 
umphantly called out for the original letters ; 
this was making the prifoner avail hiinfelf of 
his ovm wrong, contrary to all principles of 
juftice.—The Managers proceeded to prove, 
that thefe letters had been printed and annexed 
So a charge in the Houfe of Commons, to 
wiiich Mr, Haftings had made a defence; 
and a palTage from that defence was read, to 
prove that he had admitted thefe letters to 
be genuine. They were accordingly read, 
and taken down upon their Lordlhips mi¬ 
nutes. 

After this, Mr. Law obferved, that as it 
did not appear from any evidence given by 
the Managers, that thefe letters had ever 
reached the hands of Mr. Haftings, he hoped 
the Hon. Manager who had charged him with 
having fupprefTed letters, would in candour 
and juftice to the gentleman at the bar re- 
tra£f his aflertion. 

Mr. Burke, afluming all the dignity* of 
fitiuation belonging to a perfon adling for and 
reprefenting the Commons of England, re¬ 
plied, ** My Lords, the Counsel de¬ 
serves NO ANSWER.” 

Mr. Sheridan proved, that fome of the moft 
material evidence relative to tlie Bc^ms, had 
been actually fupprefted; for he ftated from 
written documeots, the authenticity of which 
had been previoufly eftabliftied, that Gouiafs 
Koy (a man who had refided in Oude, and 
'‘was teft acquainted with all that belonged to 
tlie condufl of the Begums) had been fent 
to Benares to make his depoiition; and that 
after he liad ma-te it, he was fent home 
but, faid Mr. Sheridan, not the leaft notice 
Or account of this depoiition of CouJafs Roy 
Was to be found in. the coIIeAion of affidavits 
taken by Sir Elijah Impey. 

The Managers then continued theexami- 
nation of Mr« Middleton. His books of 
correfpondence were T>roduced; and It ap- 
peared» tliat many pages were tom out, and 


others were added, which were Icoft, no^ 
being fewed or bound up with the reft. One 
of the books appeared to be numbered or 
paged in his way: A fiibjeCl was carried on 
and paired in regular order; when that fub- 
j(?a was ended, another began again with 
No. I, 2, 3, &c. fo that page i occurred 
more than once in the fame volume. Now 
a great number of leaves Vrere torn out, and 
the next page to thofe that had been fo tom 
bore the No. i, and tlius went on regularly; 
fo that a whole liiftory of any one tranlaSioa 
might have been thus deftroyed. The leaves 
fo tom off had been bound up with the reft^ 
and the threads of the binding from whicli 
they had been tom remained. 

Mr. Middleton was not able to account for 
this lacerated ftatc of his hooks. 

He was then alked, if the Nabob had been 
always inclined to take from his parents their 
jaghires and eftates ? He faid, he believed 
he was ever inclined to do fo, but had been 
withheld by his dread of the Englilh, whole 
faith was pledged to guarantee to the Pow 
Begum, at leaft, thofe jaghires and trea- 
fures. He was alkcd next, how he ccAiId* 
in one of his letters to Mr. Haftings, ftate, 
that lie had an almafi unconquerable relut’Iantt 
to the meafure f He did recolledl that he had 
made ufe of that expreffion. The expref- 
fion appeared in a letter of Mr. Haftings to 
Mr. Middleton, in which the former adverts 
to and repeats this expreffion, as taken from 
a preceding letter from Mr. Middleton to th« 
Governor-General. This letter of the wlt- 
nefs, to wliich Mr. Haftings referred, was 
not to be found, and was by the Managers 
faid to be one of the many that had been 
deftroyed or fupprefted. Another letter, 
from the Nabob, which Mr. Middleton faid 
he difpatciied to Mr. Haftings, and which 
related to the refumption of the jaghires arid 
treafures, was not to be found upon record, 
but was alfo fupprefted or loft. 

Mr. Middleton was alked, whether Mr. 
Haftings would not h.avc caufed the jaghires 
to be feized, whether the Nabob had confent- 
ed or not I He faid, he believed he would. 
He was alked, i^ he himfelf (the witnefs) 
had not iffued bis own orders, or y .»vjannahsf 
for that purpofe, without waiting for the con- 
fent of the Nabob ? He replied, that cer¬ 
tainly he had ligned and fealed fome of thefe 
perwannahs, and delivered them to the Mi - 
nifter, but he did not believe they had been 
difpatched by* him before the Nabob figned 
perwannalis for the fame purpofe. He was 
alked, if the Nabob had not at the time de¬ 
clared, that hisfo/igning was an an of enm- 
fulfiont This Mr. Middleton admitted. 
He was then ctdl^ upon to fay, how he 
could aftett that the Nabob had nNirays 

inclined 
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tsdtoed to refame the jaghiies, and would deavonring to reoencfle* what he had 6 ti^ 
have done it if he had not been withhdd by when the Lord Chancellor obferved, that the 
the Englilh guarantee ? The anfwer we difeunion of this point might take up much 
wereiiot well able to underAand i thewitnefs time, and it was then near fix o’clock f. 
laid fomething about the Nabob's wifiiing to The point was then dropped^ and their 
* refume only fomt jaghires, but Mr. Hallings LonUhips adjourned. ■ 

. would have Um refume all. 

'' Ke was aiked, if the fecond article of the TwaNTY-virTH 

treaty of Chunar did not leave the Nabob at '} Thursday, May 8. 

liberty to refume fuch jagliires as lie Aiotild Mr. Middleton was called again to the 
think proper to refume? He faid, it did. bar this day, and his examination aiidcrofs* 
He was alkcd then, if the meaning of that examination laAed till the rifmg of thd 
article was, that the Nabob Arould lefume Court, at half paA five o'clock. It appeared, 
thofe that he did not think proper to refume ? from one of his letters, that a man was kept 
He replied in the negative. He was defired in the Company’s pay, at F^zabad, for the 
then to reconcile, if he could, a treaty which purpofe of forwarding fuch letters as might 
gave the Nabob leave to refume fuch as he be addreAed to the Refident at Lucknow, 
Ibould pleafe, with an order that he Jhmld and of tranfmitting whatever intelligence 
sefiime fuch jaghires as he vui/ied not to pof- Aiould come to his knowledge, that was in 
fefs liimfelf; nay, that he thould refume ail, any degree important. He was aiked, what 
Mr. Middleton admitted, that upon the face was the name of this man ? He faid, it was 
of the tieaty, the order juA mentioned and GouUfs Roy. He wasaAced, if this man had 
the tieaty itfelf were irreconcileable. He not been fent to Benares to deiioie wliatever 
faid, however, that from the beginning he he had heard relative to the rebellion of the 
had told the Nabob that he muA refume all Begums, being fuppofed to be well acquaint^ 
the jaghiies. ed with every thing that hadpaAcd at Fyza- 

Mr. Sheridan contended, that in this the bad ? On this point the witnefs was not 
witnefs hdd flatly contradicted what he had able to fpeak with any certainty. A paAage 
laid on a preceding day on the fame fubjeCt, of a letter was then read to him, written by 
when it appeased from his evidence, that the Major Davy, informing him that Goulafs 
Nabob’s reludancc had been expreAcd when Roy having been examined, and his depofi' 
the refumption of the Begums’ jaghires was tion taken, relative to the rebellion of the 
mentioned to him; for at that time the re- Begums, had been fent back to Fyzabad. 
fumption of no other jaghires had been fo He was then aiked, why tliis depofition did 
much as hinted to him. The former evi> not appear among tlw other aAidavits ? He 
dence Ivas read, and Mr. Middleton was en- replied, that he did not know until he heard 

* They who look for every witnefs to deliver himfelf with fuch pcrfpicuity and addrefs 
as Sir Elijah Impey and Major Scott, will look more often than they find. How Intel* 
leAual Mr. Middleton may be, feems pretty obvjous. And yet in WeflminAer, as elfe* 
where, things are not always as they f»m. Ignorance may be loquacious, and genius mute. 
Sir W. Yonge^ of Geoi^ the Second’s time, had the trick, without three ideas in conti¬ 
nuity, to talk bimfelj into 3000I. a-year ! while Pope, when appearing for his friend 
Atterbury, faltered into forgetfulnefs of all his fine powers—and in the few Aiort lines 
which formed his teAimcny, he committed as many tran/greffions againji grammar J 
Mr. Middleton is not meant further to be likened to Pope.—Wits may have Aiort memo¬ 
ries. It would be well if each Aiort memory had wit. If it was fo, embarralAnent had 
been changed into felf-poAeflion, and we Aiould have fplendour in the place of obfeurity. 

Mr. Middleton was more agitated, and therefore more confufed, than ever. The quef- 
tions put to him, he app-ehended tardily; and his anfwers often were fo perplexed, as to 
make them yet more tardily apprehended in return. j 

In the courfe of this prolix detail, Mr. She^dan managed moA of the matter. A few 
queAions came from Mr. Fox; and when Mr. Adam let fall a few'words on tbdr fide, 
protrCting their witnefs, the Chancellor very properly let him know, that ** every witnefs 
is in the protection of the Court.” 

The word “caftion” ajepearing in feme of the Benares papers—Mr. Burke, with 
his wonted promptitude and force, obferved on its peculiarity—That this was a ifiower 

** not likely to have been gather^ among Oriental growtiis; but that It was to be traced 
^ fpringing on very different ground.” Then flinging away his flower, he faid, ** it fmelt 
“ of the cafle.” 

„ jr The Court was very thiii—fcarcely ten women of faihion,' and not twenty of thq 
Commons 1 

this' 
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4 his letter read, that Goulafa Roy liad been 
«xatntned, and therefore he was not able to 
account for the non-appearance of his depo- 
fition! nor did he know any native by name, 
who had made an affidavit before Sir Elijah 
• Impey. Hb Ihewed Col. Hannay his ordbrs 
from Mr. Haftings, to find out who knew 
any thing relative to the conduct of the Be¬ 
gums ; and as the perfons who werefmoft 
likely to know fuch things, were native offi¬ 
cers in Col. Hannay’s regiment, he left it to 
him to find them out. He was afkcd, if 
Col. Hannay was not accufed by the Be¬ 
gums with having occafioned all the difturb- 
ances in Oude ? He replied, that he believed 
the Begums had made fuch an accufation. 
Mr. Burke then defired the wltnefs would 
fay, whether he thought it was decent or juft 
tc commit to a perfon fo accufed, the cliarge 
of finding out witnelTes to blacken his ac- 
cufers ? He laid, he did not commit fuch a 
charge to him; he barely commuaicated to 
him the orders which the Governor-General 
had font to the witnefs. 

Mr. Law aiked, if the jaghlre left by the 
late Nabob to the Bow Begum was confide- 
rable ? He replied, that, in his opinion, it 
was not worth more than two lacks of rupees 
a year; but that her fon, the prefent Na¬ 
bob, had given her other jaghires, making 
her whole income lads a year. He was 
afked, whether the Begum was not reputed 
to have had a large, and what, fum in her 
pofleffion at the time of her hufband’s death ? 
He replied, that it was computed fhe had 
two crores, or 2,ooo,oooI. This treafure he 
conceived to be the inheritance of the prefent 
Nabob, though it was in the Zenana j for 
the lato Nabob refided at Fyzabad, where 
his widow ftill refides, and he had no other 
treafure than that which was depofited in 
the Begum’s Palace. He confider^ the Be¬ 
gum only as the Nabob’s treafurer, and iy>t 
the owner of the wealth; and a circumftance 
had occurred which induced him to form 
this opinion. When the late Nabob was 
profecuting the Rohilla war, he gave the 
witnefs a draft for i $ lacks, to be paid out 
of this treafure at Fyzabad ; the draft, how¬ 
ever, was not honoured: the Begum, who 
‘ was at that time with him in the camp, then 
drew for the fame fum, and her draft waa 
Immediately paid. Mr. Sheridan aiked, if 
' this faft did not prove diredtly the reverfe ? 

for as the Nabob's order for the money had 
. been difregarded, and the Begum’s duly ho¬ 
noured, it would appear that the fund upon 
which both had drawn belonged to the Be¬ 
gum, and not ro her fon. 

Mr. .Sh;ridan, in order to IheW that the 
treafures left by Sujah ul Dowlah could not 
be fo great as the witnefs had thought them 


to be^ aiked what was the fum that tK: late 
Nabob was to pay for our affiftance lit 

EXTERMINATING the RoHILLAS ? ThO 

witnefs replied, forty lacks; fifteen were 
paid before the deat^ of tlie Nabob, add 
fince that period the Begums had paid fifty- 
fix lacks, 560,0001. Mr; Sheridan left it 
then to their Lordftlips to judge, whether 
Ihe could have z,ooo,(V3dl. llerling in the' 
Zenana. 

Mr. Law aiked, whether the Begums had 
not a confiderable body of treop's in their 
jaghires ? whether they were not independent 
of the Nabob ? whether the Begums Mini- 
fters did not frequently oppofe the Nabob’s 
officers ? whether his Highnefs had not fre¬ 
quently exprelfcd a wilh that the jaghires of 
his parents were refunlsd ? and whether he 
had not complained, that two rulers, mean¬ 
ing iiimfclf and his mother, were too 
many for one country ? The witnefs replied, 
that the Begums had troops, which were 
certainly independent of the Nabob, whofe 
officers iiad often been refilled by them, un¬ 
der the orders of Bahar and Jewar Ally 
Chan, the Begums Minillers; and for thefa 
and other realbns, he would have refumed 
the jaghires, if he had riot beui v/ithheld by 
the Englilb guarantee; but he did not recol- 
ledl precifely that lie had heard him fayj 

two rulers wete tOO many for one 
“ country,” 

In anfwer to fome queftions put to hint 
by Mr. Shetldan, he faid, that every perfon 
holding a jaghire was obliged to have troops; 
that they were necclTary for tlie coUeflion of 
the revenue; that fhe Nabob had frequently 
attempted to incroach upon the jaghires of 
his parents, whole Minillers, as they were 
in duty bound, refilled the incroachments; 
and this difeharge of their ddty was, he be¬ 
lieved, one of tits reafons that made the Na¬ 
bob dillike them. 

Mr. Sheridan then undertook to fublbm- 
tiate, that the keeping the Nabob’s family, 
portioning the daughters, Ac. &c. was al¬ 
ways thought to be a neceflary part of his 
allowance: That he bad complained of the 
Englilh, as the fource of all bis difficulties 1 
That two gentlemen were memioned-* 
whom Mr. Middleton did not remember, 
though lie recol/caed they were named in the 
letter—Thcfc two gentlemen proVed to be 
Mr. Briftow and Mr. Middleton—the former 
of whom, Mr. Burke obferved, “ had tbt' 
felitits, the.Jatter tbt mnej." 

The letter was read by the Clerk. . 

Mr. Law here obferved, they could not 
get accefi to thefe letters, as they were taken 
away each night by the Hon. Managers. 

The Lord Chancellor, with that perlpi-. 
cuity which diferiminates on, anj knows 
1 e«ry 
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’ tyfcry thing, faid, “ They were, or ihould be, 
dcpoiited in the Parliament Office—that 
hifb patius fliould haye acceis to them, 
when found ncceflary, but tlut neither Ihould 
. remove them at their pleafure.” 

Mr. Sheridan alked the witnefs, whether, 
> after the late Nabob had been defeated by 
’ the Englilh at the battle of Buxar, tlie Be¬ 
gum had not repaiic^ to hini with all her 
ti^afure ? He replied, that ilie had rcpaiied 
' to him, and had carried with her valuable 
efTedls, on which die raifed great fums for 
his ule; and this mark of fidelity and at¬ 
tachment to her hufuand, in the critical 
moment of his difirefs, was, the witnefs 
admitted, tiie foundation of the unbounded 
love he ever after entertained for her. The 
vritnefs alfo admitted, that he had heard the 
Begum had prevented her htifband from put- 
dng his fon, the prefent Nabob, to death ; 
and had, by her great influence over her 
hufband, prevailed upon him to fingle her 
taa out from all his other children, and confti- 
tute him his heir.—This evidence was given 
to prove, that if thefe Princes had greatly 
enriciied the Begum through gratitude, it 
would not be fair to fay that they did not give 
her a preferty in the wealth, and more par¬ 
ticularly, as the Begums were obliged to ifup. 
port the family and children of the late 
Nabob, and give them fortunes on their 
marriage. 

Mr. Sheridan afked tite witnefs, if all the 
articles of the treaty of Chunar had been 
’faithfully obferved by the Englifli ? I-Ie re- 
plitd, that he could not anfwer the queflicn, 
unlefs he was to read the whole treaty, and 
all the correfpondence. Mr. Sheridan then 
faid, he could alk him a more fimplc qutf- 
tion-~Had any one article of tint treaty been 
kept ? The witnefs could not tell. Mr. 
Sheridan adeed him, if aiiy articles oi‘ it had 
been kept except tliofe wliich were dlfigree- 
able to the Nabob, and which the witnefs 
had alTured tliat Prince, Mr. Haftings never 
intended fhould be enforced? The Counfd 
faid, the queftion was too broad. Mr. She¬ 
ridan faid, he did not mean to prefs the wit¬ 
nefs to anfwer it. 

But he wpuW afk this qucfllon—At v. hat 
period had'the Nabob flipulatcd that the 
temporary brigade belonging to the Com¬ 
pany, and then in his Icrvite, fhould be 
withdrawn? The witnefs replied, that it 
was on the 19th of September. 

Mr. Slierldan upon this remarked, that this 
wjtS; the very period wlicn the fuppofed re- 
)j||||r6n of the Begums was raging. He kft 
h;to their'Lordfliips to judge, whether the 
4 fabob would infift, that the only troops on 
i^liich he could depend fhould be dsfmifllrl, 
fieijjrmt juft at tftc moment, whm, if 


fuch a war was aftually exlfting^ he had thd ‘ 
gteateft occafion for their fe^vices. 

A very long examination then took place 
on Che fubjed of the witnefs's books of enr- 
refpondence. Thelaft letter in one of thefe 
books, written on a fhect bound up with the 
rcfl of the book, was dated the 19th of Oc- 
tober j^immediately follow fome loofe fheets, 
not bound up; and on the firft of them is 
another letter, bearing date alfo the 19th of 
Oflober. Thefe two letters were not copied 
at the fame time, or on the fame kind of 
paper j for tliefe two fheets, though imme¬ 
diately following each other, *ave different 
nuater marks. Now the former of tlie two 
letters, bearing the fame date, was written 
by Major Gilpin to Mr. Middleton, and in-, 
clofed copies from the Bow Begum of the 
letters that had been fent to her by Col. 
flanudy and Capt. Gordon. But thefe copies 
fliould have been inferted in the official book, 
immediately after tlie letter from Major Gil¬ 
pin, in which they had been inclofcd.—-Mr. 
Middleton faid he had left copies of them in 
the office. 

Lord Loughborough afleed, why he had 
not fent thefe copies to Calcutta, particularly 
as the Begum had requefted that he would 
ftnd them as inftruments of her defence^ and 
vouchers of her innocence ? He faid, he was 
then retiring from his office, and transferring 
the duties of the Rcfident to Mr. Brifltow, 
previous to his departure for Calcutta.—The 
noble and learned Lord afked, why he had 
not carried with him letters of fo much im¬ 
portance, and delivered them to the Gover¬ 
nor on his arrival at Calcutta ?—He did not 
think it was ncceffary } he prefumed Ills fuc- 
ceiTor in office would fend them. 

Lord Loughborough obferved, that it ap¬ 
peared from a letter from Mr. Haftings to 
the witnefs, that he was dlrcded by the for¬ 
mer to enquire who were able to give any evi¬ 
dence relative to the difaffedllon of the Be¬ 
gums 5 to defire that they would make de- 
pofitlcns of all they knew j that they fhould 
be very particular as to dates and plates j that 
no depefitlon fhould be drawn up in a lan¬ 
guage which the deponent did not under- 
ftand 5 and that perfons fhould be prefent, 
who fhould lake care that the deponents 
were duly fworn, according to the forms 
prefenbed by their refpe^ivc religions for 
taking oaths} or if any fhould fcruple to 
take an oath, that their affirmation fhould 
be taken with the ufual folemnity.—Now 
the learned Lord wilhed to know, if the 
witnefs ceuld fay, after tlie receipt of fuch a 
letter, that ho did not know, of his own 
knowl-^ge, that any native had made an 
«ftidav,t ? Mr. Middleton replied, that ho 
had fhewn tlic letter to Colonel Hannay, 

Migor 
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Major Macdonald, and Captain Gordon, and 
had left it to them to follow them. 

The noble I*ord afkcd, if thefe gentlemen 
could fpeak the Perlian language ? He* faid 
Captain Gordon could, but he believed the 
others could barely underiland It, if it was 
read to them. Lord Loughborough alked, 
how he could commit to others the difeharge 
of a duty impofed upon himfelf, and for 
which thofe others vrere not at all quali¬ 
fied ? He could not tell why he had dene 
fo. He was aliccd, if ho had appointed 
proxies to feize the Begums treafurc, or 
whether in that cafe he had executed in per- 
fon the orders of the Governor-General ? He 
admitted that thefe orders he had carried into 
execution in perfon. 

. He was afterwards very clofely examined 
by Lords Loughborough, Stormont, Stan¬ 
hope, and Hopetoun, about the mutilated 
Bate of his boOks. He faid, he never ip- 
tended to fay they were perifea copies, he 
had them taken only for his own private ufe, 
he had lent them while at Calcutta to Mr. 

J ohnfon, who wanted fome letters in it for 
is defence againll a charge brought againfl 
him by the Governor-General. He admit¬ 
ted that it appeared that leaves had been torn 
out of them ; but he declared, that this had 
not been done by him, or with his confent, ■ 
or even knowledge. 

One very remarkable circumftance in this 
cafe is, that one of the letters copied in a 
loofe Iheet, Is in the hand-writing of two 
different ferfont, and it was admitted by the 
witnefs, that one part was copied at Luck¬ 
now, the other at Calcutta; and if this let- 
terwas copied from the original book left in 
the Refident's office at Lucknow, it was 
iiicomprchenfible how part of it could have 
been copied at Calcutta. 

With this examination the bufinefs of the 
Hay terminated, and the Court adjourned, 
at half pafi five o'clock, until May zo. 


TWFNTTf-SlXTH DaV. 

Tuesday, May zo. 

After an adjournment of ten days, during 
the Whitfun holidays, the Court again re¬ 
fumed its funGions in all due form. At 
twelve o’clock, Mr. Burke called upon the 
Clerk to read feme PeiTian Correfpondtnce, 
confiAing of letters from Hydcr Beg, the 
Vizier, ffie Nabob, and from the Governor- 
‘General, 

After thefe had wafted nearly two hours, 
Mr. Burke wifiied to corroborate the evi¬ 
dence already adduced, by an extraA from a 
Perfian Newfpaper 1 The weight which 
this might have, feemed at flrft to be uncer¬ 
tain, as a record In a Court of Juftice} but 
the Manager declared it had great authenti¬ 


city, and the Clerk finlthed the Newf-i 
paper. 

Mr. Sheridan then proceeded to declare to, 
their Lordffiips, that the Managers intendtidj 
to produce evidendb to prove, that the Na<. 
bob Vizier was a mere cypher in his own; 
dominions, and t|iat the government of' 
them, though nominally in that Prince, vras 
really and cfTeflually jn the Bail-India Com-, 
pany; and ccnfequcRtly, that Mr. Haftings ' 
was refpaniible for the mal-adminiftration of 
the provinces of Oude, while he was iho 
reprefentative of the Company, as their Go¬ 
vernor-General. 

He obferved to their Lordffiips, that it 
was the mure.neceirary he ffioiild relate theft 
circumftances, as Mr. Haflipgs had alTerted 
in his defence, tliat ** It was mot true chat 
“ the Naliob of Oude was ever under the 
“ centroul of the Bengal Government in the 
“ extent ftated in the charge;—That the 
“ Refidcnt, who reprefented the Council- 
General, had an influence at his Courr, 

** could not be difputed; but that it was 
notorious, that the adls of the Nabob's 
** Government w'cre, on various occafions, 
remonftrated againft, and ineftcAually 
oppofed by the Refident, ns might be fecn 
“ by the public correfpondence of MclTrs. 

“ Middleton and BriftowThat it could 
*< not, therefore, be admitted that the £n- 
“ gliffi name and charaAer were concerned 
** in every aft of his government, or in any 
“ not authorized by thorn.” 

Mr. Sheridan faid, he trufted that the. 
Managers would be able to prove, to the 
fatisfaftion of the Court, that the Engli/h 
name and charafter were really and truly' 
concenred in every aft of the government 
Oude. 

The proofs produced were authentic writ¬ 
ten documents fioip the records of the India- 
Houfe. From th<^e it appeared, that even 
prior to the time when Mr. Haftings was 
appoinred Governor-General, the Nabob of 
Oude was entirely dependent upon the Com¬ 
pany ; and that the prifoner had afterwards 
fo far degraded him, as to leave l>im nothing 
more than the name of a Sovereign: that 
whatever favourite Minlftcr the Governor- 
General defired he would remove, he had 
immediately removed; and that he raifed to 
the rank of Minifters thofe whom Mr. Ilaft- 
ipcs was pleafed to recoanmend, or rather to 
a|.'pcinc. Letters were produced from the 
Minifters v»lio had jieen appointed on the 
recomnaendation, or rather nomination, of 
Mr. Haftings, returning that gentleman 
thairks for their appointment, and acknow¬ 
ledging themfcives to have derived their then 
fituaticn from him. The Ma»:agcr proved, 
by other letters, that the neighbouring Princes 
la ceasfidertd 
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ionfidertd the-En^lh ss the majitrs and r»~ 
ilD’iyiiot the^rote^ori or of the Nabob 
^ Oude. A letter from Fyzoola Khan, the 
Anfy renoaloing Prince oi* Chief of the Ro> 
jitUas, to the Governor and Council, fhew- 
ed, that the oftcc fiourilhing country of 
^l,^iland was running fad to decay ; that 
of villzgei in Jt had been deferred; 
and that if fome remedy was not fpcedily 
applied by the Company, the whole country 
svould, in a year or two, be reduced to a 
wildernefs. Fyzoola Khan dated, in this 
letter, thit it was his regard for the Com¬ 
pany, and its honour, that made iiim write 
ppon afubjedt in which he had no longer any 
perfonal concern. 

Other letters were produced from Perfian 
Kewfpapers, publilhed by authority, like the 
London Gazette, and recorded by Mr. Had- 
ings himftlf, which proved that other neigh¬ 
bouring Princes, and particularly the Em¬ 
peror of Hindodan, looked upon the Go¬ 
vernor-General as the real Sovereign of 
Oude. Letters from the Nabob hlmfelf 
clearly proved the fenfe Ire entertained of his 
own little weight in the government of his 
pwn country; for he faid he would leave it 
entirely, and go to the Governor-General, 
and refide with him. But no proof was fu 
drong as a letter from Mr. Hadings hinrfelf 
to Mr. Bridpw, the Englilh Refident at 
Lucknow; in which, complaining of Hyder 
Eeg Khan, Minidcr to the Nabob, whom 
in other refpedls he before, and ever fmee, 
fupportai againd bis mader, he tpakes ufe 
cf the following contemptuous language of 
*the Prince hjmfelfBy an abufe of hij 
f‘ influence over ihp Nabob, he (the Nabob 
** himfelf) being {athttver pmfi bt ) in thp 
M hands of Ibrae perfon a mere cypher, 
*{ in bis (the Minider's) dared to ptakg 
?* him (theNabob) assume a very unbe*- 
«* ccMiNo tone of refufal, reproach, an^l 
“ refentment, in oppofition to ww/arw r«- 
‘‘ nmmmded ^ me, jsven to aSi dent by 

** MY autherUy," 

It was proved, that the meafpre of da- 
tioniiig a brigade of the Company’s troops 
in Oude, at the expence of the Nabob, but 
paid by him thiopgh tht Coinfijuy, and go¬ 
verned by. bint, had been oppofed in the Su¬ 
preme Council, and that Mr. Francis and 
Sir Jphn Clavgring had bpth proteded againd 
it. *11)6 proteft of the former was very 
i^rt. It dated, that fuch a meafurc mud 
fiileirarily appear to all fiirrounding nations 
as tomyulfery, becaufe it was not in nature, 
tluu an indipindint, Prince diouid veluaiarily 
urcstoameafurethat viV/aaiVy dethroned 
Sir John Clavering proteded againd 
iV, becaiffe, the taking from a Sovereign 
prince ths govf.hnient of his fiibjedls^ and 


the entire dominidn over his army, wtf 
contrary to the laws of judlce and of na* 
tion»i 

After the documents by which thefe dif¬ 
ferent points were edabUlhed, had been read, 
Mr. Sheridan informed their Lordfhips, that 
the Managers intended to give fome fareU 
evidence, to prove that the charge brought 
againd the Begums, of their having rebel- 
lioufly joined Cheyt Sing, was totally 
groundlefs; and that it was ^ calumny pro^ 
pagated for the purpofe of giving a colour to 
the infamous aft of plundering thefe Prin- 
cefles; for this purpofe Mr. Sheijdf!*' 

Iliat 

Captain EDWARDS 
might be called in. 

From the tedimony of this gentleman it 
appeared, that he had been between feveif 
and tight years in Oude, in a military capa¬ 
city; and that for the latter part of the 
time he had been Aid de Camp to the Na¬ 
bob, and condantly about his perfon. He 
attended his Highnefs from Lucknow to 
Chunar, when the Prince joined Mr. Had¬ 
ings at that place. The Nabob, bearing 
that Cheyt Sing had taken arms againd the 
Company, atid that the Governor-General 
was reducet) to great draits, poded from 
Lucknow with all the cavalry and infantry 
he could muder, and fent orders to all the 
other troops he could fpare from other quar- 
ters, to join him at Chunar. Captain Ed¬ 
wards attended the Nabob to Chunar; but 
neither at that place, or on his way to it, had 
he ever heard a word of the difafleftion of 
the Beguips, or of their being inarms; and 
he was very fure, that if common report 
had dated them to be difaffefted at the time, 
and in arms, fuch report mud have reached 
his ears; but he never heard any thing of 
ihe kind whlld lie was Chunar, nor for 
above a fortnight after he had left it. 

On the Nabob’s return to Lucknow, the 
witnefs attended him. Whoi they had got 
within a Ihort diftance of that capital, the 
Nabob, with Mr. Middleton, and the Mi- 
pider Hydcf Beg Khan, turned off to Fyza- 
bad, and the witnefs went on to Lucknow, 
The Nabob travelled fo fad, by means of 
relays of elephants (on which he had heard 
lie had travelled near €o miles in one day) 
that he could not take his infantry w:ith him j 
nor had his eevalry been able to keqi up 
wiih him; fo that in faft he arrived at the 
refldence of his mother and grandmother 
without any troops at all. The rabble an^ 
pamp-followsrs of the Nabob might amount 
to about 30,00c. fN. B. This was at the 
time when Mr. Hadings would have it be- 
L'eved that tSie Begums were in rebellion; 
wd thpugh'jr y/as (aid that the Begurhs in-; 
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tended to derfirone thdr foil, yet he without 
befitetion paid themavifit without a guard.] 

Thewitnefs faid, that when he firft heard 
pf the charge of rebellion brought agunil 
^he Begums, the report was, that they in- 
ttended to drive the Englifh out of the coun¬ 
fry, dethrone the Nabob, and place a more 
favoured brother, Saadit Ally, on the throne. 
The Nabob, he believed, had not heard of 
this report at Chunar, or for a long time af¬ 
ter ; for he was fure that if he had heard of 
It, tw would have been the AtA to take the 
alarm, on account of the danger iVhich 
thftatened him perfonally, and would have 
immediately communicate the alarm to the 
Englifh; but lie, in fadt, did no fuch thing. 
Had the whole of this regular cavalry, that 
attended the Nabob wdicn the witnefs and 
he parted, accompanied him all the way to 
Fyzabad, it would have been found to be 
greatly inadequate to the tafk of defending 
his perfon againlt an attack from the troops 
of tlie Begums, if any attack had been 
made; for the number confifted of no more 
than 6ao, badly mounted, badly accoutred, 
almoft naked, and ill paid: their pay was 
15 or 16 months in arrear; they were dif- 
alTedled on that account, and he had known 
them refufc to go upon fervice, bccaufe 
they were not paid ; in a word, they were 
troops on which no dependence could have 
been placed ; but had they been the beft in 
the world, they could not have preferved the 
Nabob’s perfon from danger at Fyzabad, if 
St Iiad been in any; for his Highnei^ bad out- 
travelled then), and left them on the road 
behind him. 

The witnefs w.ss examined next as to the 
flatc of the country in 1774, under the late 
.Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, and in the year 
1783, under his fon, the prefent Nabob, 
Afoph ul Dowlah. He faid, that at the for¬ 
mer period, the country was in a moft flou- 
rilhing condition, as well in point of agri¬ 
culture, as of manufadures and commerce, 
and the people were in a ftate of happinefs 
and profperity. But at the latter period, the 
country, in ,many places, bore the ilrongeft 
marks of defplationj .ind the inhabitants, 
seduced to poverty and wretchednefs, were 
obliged to abandon their homes, and fly from 
the places of their nativity. He faid, that 
he had heard from common fame, that the 
people aferibed their diftreflfes to the oppref- 
fions of Lieut. Col. Hannay. He was afked, 
^f he believed common fame had carried the 
tidings of thefe oppreflions to the ears of 
Mr. Haftings ? He anfwcrcd, that he was 
inclined to think it had not; for he bdieved, 
that had Mr. Hillings heard of oppreflions, he 
would inftantly have removed the author of 
them. He was afked, whether Uie drfola- 
t^n of tt)e country lud not bem occafionfc) 
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by the long drought with which the pmvineeg 
of Oude had been affli^bd ? He replied, 
that it had not; for during the whole of^his 
refldence in that- country he had never hrard 
of a drought; nor did fire people depend fd 
much upon rain for fertilizing thdr fields, as 
upon waters preferved by them in veelis, and 
coUedted from different rivers. 

This witnefs being done with by the 
Counfel, different Lords afked him queflions 
—Loeds Porchefter, Hawke, &c. The lat¬ 
ter afked much about the attendance on the 
Niibob’s hunting, in order to -afeertain th^' 
numbers of the troops that followed him. 

Mr. Sheridan and the Court having done 
with Capt. Edwards, the former defired that 
Colqncl ACHMUTV 
might be called. 

This gentleman had a command in a place 
300 miks diflant from Fyzabad, and there¬ 
fore he could fay nothing of his own know¬ 
ledge about the lebdlion of the Begums. He 
could only fpeak, he faid, from rc|'<ort to the 
tranfaftions at Fyzabad and IScnaies, on ac¬ 
count of the diflance between thofe places 
and his ftatlon. Being afked what that 
diflance was ? he excited a fmilc more than 
once, by referring the Lore! Cti;.n';rilor from 
his memafy —which he could not truil—to 
the Book of Ronds nubliflied under the direc¬ 
tion of the Company! 

He had heard, however, of the diftnrb- 
ances at Benares, and was even proparing to 
fend forward a battalion of fepoys at the very 
time when official inftruftions for that pur- 
pofe were font to him by Major Palmer. 
He bad alfo heard of tlie feiziire of the Be¬ 
gums treasures, but he had nevtr heard of 
thofe Princefles being in a Hate of rebellion ! 
Sir Elijah Impey, on his going to Chunar, 
and Mr. Haflings, on his return, had both 
vifitcd him at his cantonments, but from 
neither of them bad he heard a Angle word 
of the rebellion.—Col. Achmuty being crofs- 
exanilned by Mr. Haflings' Counfel, was 
afked, whether it was the cuftom of the 
latter gentleman to fpeak of public buflnefs 
at table ? He repli^, that lie had never 
been in the confidence of Mr. Haftings.—-He 
was afked, if the Begums, fuppoAng they 
had intended to drive the Englifh frem Oude, 
had ftrength fuflicient to accompli.h fuch a 
purpofe ? He replied in the negative. He 
faid further, that the .accomplifliment of 
fuch a projed was, in his opinion, impoflT- 
ble. ' He h.id heard of the complaints of the 
inhabitants of Barach againfl Col. Hannay ; 
and, as far as he could learn, thtir cpinion of 
that gentleman was very unfavourable, or 
rather it was a very bad one j hut of tlie 
grounds of that opinion the witnefs could 
fay nothing of His oyvn knowledge. 
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Be*h; queflJoncd with refpeft to opprcf- 
0cn, the witnefs replied, that “ be did net 

** btStV* frem tbe GENRRAL CHABAtTE* 

** of Mr, Hajiingt, that he would opprtfi any 

« • 

L(^ Cathcart afked Tome quedions. This 
vtitnefs beinj dlfmincd, further written evi¬ 
dence was proceeded on till five o'clock, 
when the Court adjourned. 

Twenty-seventh Day. 

Wednesday, May 21. 

The proceedings were on this day refumed 
by reading vaiious extracts from the Perfian 
CorreTpondence, &c. for tire purpofe of 
proving the devices that had been ufed 10 
veil inmyftery the tranfaftions which gave rife 
to the prefent ch.»rge that the correfpond- 
enCv which Ihould have been preferved fully, 
faJily, and explicitly, for the information of 
Mr, Kallings’ conftituents, had been garbled 
■nd mutilated} and tliat, leil this Ihould 
prove infutheient, a 'fiihornation of letters, as 
Mr. Slicridan termed it, had taken place; 
that is, letters were procuied as coming from 
fcveral of the natives, but who were fo far 
from writing them, that they were as ignorant 
of the concents, as averfe to the fentinients 
which they contained. 

In the courfe of their reading, Major 
Scott was called In, and a padage from ids 
examination the laft time he appeared was 
read. He faid, tlut he was allied if any 
cmiinurication had paued relative to fieftrts 
tlirough him, from Mr. Larkins ?—to which 
he liad .mfwercd, by relating the extent of 
the comaiunicatiop.—That a fecond queftion 
was put, if any other communication tiad pafT- 
fj *—to which he had anfwered N'O, fuppofing 
it frill to refer to Mr. Larkiiis ; but upon pe- 
ruling the Minutes of the Evidence, he found 
that the queftion was genera), and tlierrfcrs 
tie begged leave to fay, that he bad a com¬ 
munication with Mr. Dcvayncs, the Chair¬ 
man of the DircAion, in June or July « 7 SS, 
to whom be wrote every particular rel .tive 
to the prefents that it was in Mr. Hafrings’s 
power to give. He alfo begged leave now to 
uifn'^r pofitively to a quefrion which a noble 
[,prd had put to him the lafr day he was ex- 
uiiincd } for he found, from the Admiralty 
(Urpatchas, that the Nymph was fent from 
rflncomale by Sir Edward Hughes, on the 
I5thcf January 1782, with an account of 
(he capture of that place and Negapatnam. 

Earl Camden, without meaning the flight- 
sft Tvilcilion on the Hon. Gentleman under 
ncaminaticn, faid it was irregular and in- 
Ebrm^ to corrcQ any evidence at a difrance 
>f time after it was given. 

Mr. Sheridan afked Major Scott, when he 
18(1 found out tlw tnifrake in Ills evIdcncQ 


wliieli he wi/hed to cwreA ? The Major 
faid, he wifricd to correifb no miftaks, for he 
had mnde none; but one quefrion put to 
hint might bear two confrruAions. He had 
fupjiof.d it to relate to Mr. Larkins, and had 
anfwered it corre£liy; but the moment he 
faw it in the Minutes, he found that the 
quefrion was general, and thereture hewilhed 
to frate the anfwer coiTcfpondent with the 
fadt. He did not wirti to alter one word of 
any evidence he had given. 

Here fome altercation took place between 
Mr. Sli-'ildan and Major Scott—the former 
afrerting, that there was a contradlAion Jae- 
tween his evidence and the relative to 
the firfr information given by Mr. Haftings 
of the prefents from Cheyt Sing. 

The Loixl Chanccll'jr alkcd Major Scott, 
how he reconciled tint contradidVion ? who 
replied, that without having the Minutes be¬ 
fore him, he would boldly fay, tliere was not 
the fligliteft contradidlion between his evi¬ 
dence and the fadl; but that the Hon. Ma¬ 
nager, by introducing the word Boat d in his 
fpeccli, which was not in Major Scott's evi¬ 
dence, had attempted to hx upon hnn the 
charge of contradidlion; but that he was 
confident, if their Lordlhips would have the 
goodnefs to turn to the evidence he had the 
honour to give when laft before them, they 
would fiiul it pcrfeftly corre^. The Major 
further faid, that as foon as he read the Mi¬ 
nutes of the Evidence at Mr. Cowper’s two 
days ago, he faw that he had aflually mlfun- 
derllood one queftion put to him, which in- 
ftcad of being, as he fuppofed it was, a quef¬ 
tion confined to Mr. Larkins, was in fad a 
general quefrion, and might apply to any 
cummunication with any perfen. 

The evidence of Major Scott being 
frnilhed, 

Other written documents were read, to 
fhew that the refumption of the jaghircs, and 
the feizurc of the Begums treafures, were fo 
far from having been propofed by the Nabob, 
or from l>eing agi-eeablc to him, that he had 
done every thing in his power to prevent 
them ; nay,that Mr. Middleton and Mr. John- 
fon, the Afriftant Refident, 'had ventured to 
fufpend, for fomc few days, the execution of 
the Govemor-Gcnerars orders, for troops to 
march to Fyzabad for the purpofe of feizlng 
the treafures, becaufe they faw that the Na¬ 
bob liad an unconquerable reludance to the 
ftep, and were apprehenfrve of the moft 
dangerous confequences from meafurcs, which 
none appeared forward to promote but the 
Nabob’s Minifrers and tlie Englilh. 

The Managers caufed next to- be read a 
minute of Council, held at Calcutta after the 
departure of Mr. Haftings, and after Mr. 
(now jiir John) Maepherfon had fucccedei! to 

the 
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the goTCmment. This minute proved, that 
From the year 1781 to the year 17S5, the 
Company’s officii Persian tranflator had not 
been called upon to tranflate any Perfian cor- 
refpondcnce, except during a Ihort period, 
when Major Davy, the confidential Secre¬ 
tary of Mr. Mailings, was abfent on feme bu- 
finefs on which that gentleman had difpatch- 
cd him—That, after the dqiarttire «jf Mr. 
H.aftings for Europe, a trunk full of Peiiian 
letters was delivered to the tranflator by a 
Mr. Scott at Calcutta.—The Managers had 
provedt in an early flage of the bufmefs, that, 
thougli the whole of the Perii.m corr^pon- 
dence was carried on in the name of, and by 
the Governor-General only, yet he was 
bound, by the Company’s orders, to com¬ 
municate to the Council, all Perfian letters at 
the next fitting after the receipt of them} and 
this day they proved, that the Perfian corref- 
pondence had, for near five years, been fup- 
prefTed, and withheld from the knowledge of 
the Cruncil. 

Alter this a letter was read from the Nabob 
to Mr. fJaftings, in which he complained, 
that from the manner in which his country 
was harrafled by the Engliih gentlemen fta- 
tioiied in it, his life had become a bunlen to 
him ; tJiat v/ha would might govern his do¬ 
minions, for hi was rcfoivcd to abandon 
tlr.m, and repair to Calcutta to relide witli 
Mr. Haflings. 

Various ether letters were read relative 
to the refumption of the jaghires, in which 
not fo much as a trace could be found of a 
cliaige that the Begums had been guilty of 
rebellion. 

’I'he Man.-'gers offered in evidence fome 
letters which had been delivered to the Houfe 
of Cemmons by Sir Elijah Impcy. The 
Counfel for Mr. Flaftings obferved, thatthefe 
letters ought to be authenticated before they 
could be read at their Lordihips bar : their 
having been authenticated before the Houfe 
of Commons was no reafon why their Lord¬ 
ihips flioiild admit them as evidence at pre- 
fent, wititout any further proof. The Ma¬ 
nagers admitting the objc£lion, called 
a. Sir ELIJAH IMPEY 

to authenticate the letters in qiieftion. He 
was afleed whether tliey were not the fame 
that he had delivered to tlie Houfe of Com¬ 
mons. 

Sir Elijah begged leave to remaik, before 
lie Ihould anfwer the queftion, that he was 
vety much at a lofs how to give evidence 
without expofing lilmfelf to cenfure: lie had 
been charged in another place with having 
given his teftimony befoie their Lordrtiips In 
a contumacious, arrogant, and infulting man¬ 
ner. 

., Here he was interrupted by Mr. Sheridan, 


who fald that he hoped their Lordihips wouli, 
not fuffer the witnefs to entertain the Court 
with what had palTed in another place, refped- 
ing the evidence he hao given, but would di- 
reA him to give a plain anfvver to a piifin 
queftion that had been put to him. 

The Lord Chancellor obferved, that the 
witnefs not having ftatcc^anyobj&ftion to the 
queftion, he would of courfe proceed to an- 
fwer it. 

Sir Elijah replied, that he felt a peculiar 
degree of embarraffment in his fituation; it 
had been faid of him elfewhere, that he iiad 
fpoken more like an accufer than a perfon 
accufed, though he was not confeious of^ 
having held any language, in the courfe of 
his evidence, tliat could have afforded the 
leaft room for fuch an obfervation. His em¬ 
barraffment was incrcafed by this circum- 
ftance, that he ftood accufed in another 
place of high crimes and mifdcmeanors, and 
the evidence which he fliould give upon 
the prclent tri.it, might be turned againll 
himfelf. 

Mr. Fox, addreffmg the Court, faid, it 
was verydiforderly in tlie witnefs to fpeak of 
things tiiat had palled in a place wlicre he 
himfelf could not, or, at leaft, ought not to have 
been. If he really had been there, he reported 
very unfaithfully what ho had heard ; but ifho 
had ftated it ever fo corre^lly, tl/. h Lordfltips 
knew very well, that, cenfidering the place 
where the cxprcflFions of wliich the witnefs 
was fpCviklng had been, or were fup[M>fed to 
have been ufed, they could not poflibly take 
any cognizance of them. 

Sir Elijali tlien faid, that he would fay no' 
more upon that fubjdft, but would proceed • 
to anfwer the queftion put by the Hon. Ma¬ 
nager, rcgardlefs of the difiiculties thrown in ■ 
his way, the cmbairaffmcnts to which he 
was expofed, and the fnara that were laid for 
him. 

Here Mr. Fox interpofcd again, and with 
great warmth called upon their Lordfliips 
to rtfrimtttid the witnefs for theixpreflion he 
h.id ufed, end applied to the Managers adling 
in the name and behalf of the Commons of 
England.—It had proceeded from a levelling 
principle, by Which he would endeavour to 
bring pcifons fo afling down to a level with 
himfelf.—Such a principle it was the duly of 
tlie Managers to refill, and they muft cer¬ 
tainly do what their duty pointed out. 

The Lord lulunccllor faid, that, fitting as 
he was there, as the Speaker of the Houfe, he 
could not pronounce any cenfure or opinion 
of the KoL'fe without the fpccial diredticn of 
their Loi dfliips; at the fame time he was 
ready to fey, that it was impro|ter that alter¬ 
cations Ihculd take place, when evidence was 
what was txpedFe*!. 


Mr. 
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fox ftifl contended, that their Lord- 
' Inlpt ough; to> t^ke notice of the very extra¬ 
ordinary expreffion of the witnefs to a Com- 
; i^tee of the Houfe tf Commons ; and he 
41 ^ght the Icail that could be done on fucH 
anpceaiion, would be to admouifl the witnefs 
oo the fubjed. 

. The Lord Chanciilor replied, that without 
Laving recourlb to their LurdHiips for tlidr 
opinion, he might lay it down as a general 
pofition, that witne/Tes were bound to 
treat with every mark of refpeft Managers 
' appointed by the Ifoufe of Commons to con- 
dud an impeachment. 

Mr. Fox (aid, that what the noble and 
learned Lord had juft exprefted was as much 
as the Managers defired. 

Sir Elijah Impey then faid, by way of apo¬ 
logy to the Managers, that he meant no of¬ 
fence to the Managers ; that it was not his 
intention to treat them witli iofolencc ct dif- 
refped. 

This little fracas having thus terminated, 
thewitneft anfwercd thequeftion put to him, 
and authenticated the papers, by declaring 
they were the fame that he had, on a former 
occafioo, delivered to the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons. Great numbers of other letters were 
read to and from the Begum, Mr. Middleton, 
Hyder Beg Khan, and Mr. Haftings, relative 
to the refumption of the jaghires. From the 
Begum’s letters it appears, that flic conftanily 
urged the BriiKh guaraiuee as her complete 
lecurltyfor the enjoyment of her eftates; (he 
• nSver dreamt of having forfeited that guaran¬ 
tee by any aft of rebellion: She faid, the 
’Luglifh had already her fon's dominions in 
their hands, that they yielded annually ybrer 
S IcroHij or 4,000,000!. fterling: (he a^cd if 
this revenue was not enough to fatisfy tliem, 
and of what little addition to fo immenfe a 
fum could her jaghires be ? She (aid, if they 
were feized, (lie would quit the country for 
ever; and (ho concluded by wlfhing,—“ If 
** 1 am to be banilhed from my country, may 
*' the Cod of Nations refufc his peace to thofe 
** who afterwards (hall refide therdn.”*-^ 
The pathss of her grief was alfo unimpaired 
by the Oriental manner of her expreflion— 
** Mins eyes ((aid (he) are as a mill, and 
tears are as the grain which drop therc- 
“ from.” 


At five o'clock the Court adjoumo^* - 


, Twenty-eighth Day. 

Thursday, May 2a. 

As foon as the Court was ftated, 

Mr. PURLING,. ^ • 

the gentleman who had preceded Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton in the Reiidency at Lucknow, was 
Calk'd to the bar, and was examined by the 
Earl of Sutfolk refpefting the difpofition of 
the Begums, and the circumlLmces of the 
Province of Oude, at the time when he was 
in office. Speaking to the firft jjart of the 
qucftlon, his evidence was dccir<v<;, tlut no 
fympton of difaffeAion to tjio Englifh inte- 
refts had manifefted itfelf during his reft- 
dcnce:—In the fccond, he dirctUy comra- 
diifted the evidence of Capt. Edwards. 

Tl)e hitter gentleman lud declared that he 
had never remarked, or heard of a drought in 
the territory of Oude whilft he was there. 
On the other hand Mr. Purling fwore, that 
during a whole year which he pafTcd in the 
country, and which was one o' the feven or 
eight years that Capt. Edwards refided in it, 
there had been fo great a drought, that he did 
not remember there had him more than tb) ee 
dii)s rain during the whole year. 

After this witnefs had witlidrawn, Mr. 
.Slierid.m caufed feme letters from Mr. Haft¬ 
ings to be read, to prove, that though in his 
narrative he had declared the refiftance of the 
Begums to the refumption of their jaghires, 
CO have been the caufe that made him feize 
the treafures of the PrincelTes j the treafures, 
in fadf, had been feized three months before 
that period, and that confeqiiently the reafon 
affigned by Mr. Haftings for (eizing thena 
avas founded in falfehood. 

• Mr. Sheridan alfo produced cnridcnce to 
prove, that the account which Mr. Haftings 
iubmlttcd to the Council at Calcutta, of his 
proceedings with refpcfl: to the Begums, as 
well as to Cheyt Sing, and which account 
had procured him the approbation of the 
Council, was, as Mr. Sheridan termed it, a 
(Irlng of falfchoods. . 

After a great variety of papers had been 
redd, Mr. Sheridan defired that 

Sir ELIJAH IMPEY 

might be called.—The witnefs having ap/ 
peared, he was aiked, if he would be glad 


* This prayer of a female made all the Court laugh very heartily. 

In another inftance there was feme entertainment: The Begum, in a letter to Mr. Haft 
ings, faid, ** (he was accufed o^oppofing Mr. John Gordon, by her Aumecl j” and (he added, 
Mr. John Gordon is with you; you may afle him yourfelf of the truth, and tlwn it will be 

** dlfcovered.” A laugh follow^, and the eyes of the Lords and the audience were turned 
towards Capt. Gordon, who fat in the front feat of Sir Peter Burrel’s box. 

' Mr. Sheridan faid, the Counfel for Mr. Haftings gave him to underftand, that the laugh 
was, becaufe Captain Gordon was prefent; but that he would not call him, as he lad takes 
no notice ia bis affidavit Qf tlie letter he hai written to the Begum. 


of 





of havli^ «i oi^rtunlty of corre^'u^ ■ l^s 
evidence^ if it fhould appear tohim tKat he 
had, in any part, fallen intb contradiiftions ? 
He replied in the affirmative. Mr. Sheridan 
then defired the Clerk would read to him the 
evidence he gave before t}ie Houfe of Com¬ 
mons relative to the opinion he had given to 
Mr. Haftings of the legality of feizing the 
Begums jaghires.—The Hon. Manager then 
afkcd, if die witnefs perceived no variance 
between what he had juft heard read, and the 
evidence he liad delivered at their Lordffiips’ 
bar ? Sir Elijah laid he perceived tliere was a 
vari nner’ , , . f ifin g from the inaccurate way in 
which he iTa 3 exprelTed himfelf before the 
Commons ; for, from what he had faid be¬ 
fore them, it might be inferred that the re¬ 
bellion of the Begums.was raging at the time 
when ho (the witnefs) was giving his opinion 
to Mr. Haftings, which was not the cafe; 
for at that time the rebellion might he faid 
to have fubfided.—On a crofs-examination 
by Lord Portchefter and others, he faid, that 
when he gave it as his opinion to Mr. Haft¬ 
ings, that the Nabob might lawfully feize the 
property of a fubjeift in rebellion, he knew ' 
nothing at all of the Company being bound 
to guarantee that property ; he did not know 
that any fuch guarantee exifted, and there¬ 
fore it could not have had any weight with 
him in the opinion he had given to Mr. Haft¬ 
ings,—Upon this lie was afkcd if he had ever 
feen the kreaty of Chunar ? He faid he had j 
that Mr. Haftings had given him a copy of it 
foon after it was concluded. He was alked, 
if he had not found in that treaty a clear and 
cliftinfl mention of the Engliffi guarantee, 
under which the Begums held their pro¬ 
perty ? He replied, that he wiflted to fee the 
treaty of Chunar, that he might be fure 
there was any mention of the guarantee in 
it. Mr. Fox faid, the witnefs muft not fee 
the treaty now for the purpofe for which he 
called for it; for tlte Managers did not want 
to learn from the witnefs what was actually 
in the treaty, becaufe they could learn that by 
reading it; but they wanted the witnefs to 
tell thdr Lordffiips, whether, having read 
that treaty, before he gave the opinion in 
queftion to Mr. Haftings, he was really ig¬ 
norant of the exiftence of ffie guarantee. He 
iibpiied, that he had read the treaty, but that 
he was neverthelefs unacquainted, at the time 
alluded to, with the exiftence of the gua¬ 
rantee. Mr. Burke afked hiffi, if one charge^ 
againft tlie Bow Begum was not that 
wanted to dethrone the tempting Nabob, her 
fon, and to place Saadit Ally on the throne 
in his ftead ? The witr^s he had lieard 
fo from report. He was alked, If he believed 
that report f He anfwe^ tl^t he did.—« 
He was aiked who *SalMlit Ally was ? He 


faid heunderftood he was. a more favoured 
fon of the Begum than the reignii^ Nabob ‘ 
was.—Mr. Burke wiffied t6 know if the witf^ 
nefs knew or believed that Saadk AU^ 
the Siam's fon f fie declared that he"‘ 
thought fo, becaufe ho had always heard hini>'' 
called the Nabob's brother} butfrtHn^vhat.''' 
he had heard this day, Iw believed .he nof~ 
fon to the Begum, but'of another woman 
who had borne him to the late Nabob. Ml*. 
Buihe then alked, if it was proper for the 
svitnefs to believe, agMnft all probabilityj a re- • 
poit that the Begum Wiffied to dethrone hr J 
own foih, in favour of another perfon not her ' 
fon j and whether it became him to give «1- 
vice about a family of which he kpdW fo ' 
little ? He replied, that when he gave hjs ad- * 
vice to Mr. Haftings, it was upon thej^/i^-' 
jUloH that the report of a rebellion was trW; 
but that he was not refponftble for the tiutll 
or falfity of that report. ' 

He was afked, if he had caufed the Con¬ 
tents of the affidavits fworn by the natives at 
Lucknow, to be explained to thofc who 
made them ? He faid he had not, becaufe he 
prefumed that thofc who came with affidavits 
ready drawn up were acquainted with the 
contents of them. He was aflted, if he was 
fure that the perfons who figned thofe affida- * 
vits in his prefcnee were, in faft, the perfons 
deferibed in the affidavits as the deponents ? 

He laid he could not pofitivcly fay they were $ 
but he prefumtd they were j they wcie for the 
moft part black officers in Colonel Hannay’s 
regiment, or perfons belonging to the officers j 
and as tliey were introduced to the witness ' 
by Colonel Hanitay, lie fuppofed they would 
not venture to aflame names that did not 
long to them, or perfonate other men. He 
was aiked, if he was fure that the Hlpdeos" 
had been fwom, in the way ufuall'^mong 
Hindoos f He really did not rcccHeft whe¬ 
ther the Hindoos had made affidavits before ■ 
him} if they had, he had no doubt but he 
made them t^e the oath in the ordinary way 
among the Hindoos, which was this: A Bra- 
min attends with a brafs bafon, ftlled ^th 
water from the Ganges; irttb this water the 
deponent puts his hand, whilft the Bramin 
pronounces the form of the oath, and then the 
vritnefs declares that what he is going to fay 
Ihall be the truth. He was alk^, whether 
fotne of the deponents had not been admitted 
to Iwear two, nay three affidavits' in the fame 
day ? He replied, that he had no recblle^libn'of 
any fuch thing; but in perufti% the affidavits 
lately, he fotmd that fuch a thing bad hap- 
penM.—He was aljked,' Anally, if he. was 
fure tliat Mr. Haftings' had recorded all the 
affidavits taken by the witnefcor whether ' 
the affidavits which had bdett recorded were 
rtally thofe wldch thewitnefc had tak^ ? $ir 
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Mit tint aU the afflda^to which he 
taken, he delivered, to Mr. Haftings; but 
v^i^ietbcr he recorded them ail, or whether 
’’ tlidfe wiuch he had recogded were really thole 
:^ich be (Sir Elijah) had taken, he was not 
I" to tell. 

Capt. JAQUES 

" was ndxt ctdkd. proved that Bahar and 
Tewar Ally Khan, the Begum’s MinlAers, 
had been prifoners in his cuAody, and that, 
by order from the Britilh Reddent at Luck> 
tiqwy he. had put them in h ons. He proved, 
that on one occadon he had, at the dedre of 
the prifoners, made an application for leave to 
taice off their irons, becaufe they had taken 
plqrdc; but his application, he faid, was not 
attended with the wilhed-for fuccefs-—the 
Reddent informed him that they were the 
‘ Nabob’s prifoners, and he (tlie Reddent) 
could do nothing in the budnefs.—But it 
appeared that the troops, by which the prl- 
foners were guarded, were part of the Com¬ 
pany’s acth FB^ment of fepoys, and were 
commanded by the witnefs, who was a Cap¬ 
tain in the Company's fervice. 

The Managers produced fome copies of 
. letters, written by the Englilh Reddent to 
Captain Jaques. 

The Counfel for the priibner objefled to 
their produ^on on the ground, that though 
Capt. Jaques fwore that their tenor was the 
fame, th^ could not be preved to have been 
copi^ exaAly from the originals which were 
dehroyed.—This objeflion being held good, 
•the Managers were proceeding to interrogate 
Capt. Jaques as to his recollt.Aion of the con- 
^nrs <if thole papersbut this v/as again 
!!dfedfted by the Counlid, vidio urged that the 
Managm had no riglit to put leading quef- 
tions toHhieir witnedfes. 

Mr. Sheridan in reply, indfted very ftrong- 
ly, that the Managers were not to be bound 
hf uebmealforms on this occadonj neither 
were th^ bound to confider thod; perfons 
as $btir evidence who were perpetual^ dott¬ 
ed with the Counfel for the f^oner;—^per- 
fons who ly acadtat called in on bis folicitor} 
aeeideHt converfed there with his agent, 
and who were ^ aecident prepared for every 
qo<0*<M>, which was not put too Brongly for 
reliftanoe, and too clofely for evadon. 

<>pt. J^ues then went through a long 
epanttnation ieQ>effing,the treatment of the 
pirilbiMn whiift in his cullody. ‘i'bo Minif- 
Urs of the it appmed, bad peti- 


tiqnsed to be releafed at one rime from their 
irons, for the porpefe of takihg fome neerf- 
faiy medicines. The witnefs, as humanity 
required, hdd communicated their dedre to 
Mr. Middleton j—but was anfwered, “ that 
“ tlie prifoners were able to pay the fum of 
“ twlvt lofks demanded from them—tliat 
“ on payment of fhefe, they Ihonld be dif- 
*6 charged altogether;—but that until then 
♦* every indulgence muA be withheld.” 

At live o’clock the Court adjoumeds 


TwKNTY-SkNTH DaY. 

Tuxsday, May 2.7-. 

The proceedings were commenced by a 
Ihort reading of the correfpoiMence between 
Capt. Jaques and Mr. Middleton, when the 
former was Commandant at Fyzabad.—It 
related folely to the treatment of Bahar 
Ally Khan, and Jewar Ally Khan, the 
MinlAers of the Begums, whilA they were 
condned, for the purpole of enforcing the 
payment of dx lacks and a luT, Aated to be 
the balance due to tlie Company. 

When the letters had been read, 

Capt. JAQUES 

was called to the bar, and examined. He 
faid, that the Begums’ MiniAers, Bahar and 
Jewar Ally Khan, had been delivered into his 
ciiAody, as prifoners, by Major Naylor, 
when the witnefs with his battalion relieved 
the Major and his detachment at Fyzabad. 
Tbfliy were condned, he faid, to the houfeof 
Jewar AUyKIian, which was an elegant and 
commodious habitation; and they had the 
liberty of walking in a large garden belong¬ 
ing to it j but at the fame time they were 
in iians, and fo clofely fettered, that they 
could not Aep above a foot at a time: one of 
the prilbners was reputed to be worth a 
million Aerling, but the other was not thought 
to have much wealth lying by him, as he had 
laid out a great part of his fortune in building. 
He faid, they were not debarred df fociety *, as 
only Aich p^ous wm kept from feeing them 
as were fulpe^ed of being dangerous to the 
Smte < Goulafs Roy, a perfon in tlie pay of the 
Company, pmnted out to the witnefs the per¬ 
fons whom he wa$ not to fuAer the prifoners 
to fee. AU letters font to the prifoners were v 
opened, and fucb only were delivoed'to them- 
as the witnefs did not think to be of aiiy im¬ 
portance. 

It was the duty of the witnefs to guard the 
Khord Mahal, where the women longing 


» The Counfel for the prifoncr afked, whether they were not indulged with dantes and 
«wy o^^ufement ? The Lord Ctanceljor feared, and alked, if the prifoners were not 

inftantly convull^ the Couit with Uv^ter, ait the fcfeaof an 
^lers .'—The Cofunfel, after wiring fome rime, uh^ the gmeral gravity was 
refeoted, fiW thtt he did not fpeak.of dam^ as an di&xm oft of thd prifoners, 

aft euiibidoa, prefenred for theur feriteitaihineQft ' . 

te 

* 



[ 67 3’ 


to ^ late Nabob were kq>t. He tbefe 
were noc* the wivM, but the concubine of 
the late Sovereign, who, though of low 
tra^ion, and (ome of them picked up in the 
market-place for his pleafures, were held too 
facred to be fuflered to return back into the 
world to live with their families, and were 
kept for life in the Khord Mahal, after they 
had been honoured with the embraces of tlw 
Prince, at whofe expence they were main¬ 
tained. Captain Jaques faid, he ufed no 
other rdlraint towards tliefe women, than to 
caufe 4tl^ to he fearched (by a female) if 
they vrant^road in their doolies, or covered 
beds, to take the ur. He had it in command 
to prevent any one from carryii^ jewels, mo¬ 
ney, or valuable effefh, kit the Nabob and 
the Company (hould be thus defrauded of 
the wealdt which tltey wanted to take from 
the Begums, vdth whofe palace the Khord 
Mahal communicated. It appeared, how¬ 
ever, that the reftraint was in the beginning 
fomewhat greater, becaufe no woman was 
fufo;red to go out of the Khord Mahal; and 
fo ftrifUy was tliis point obferved, that feme 
females who went into the Khord Mahal, to 
vifit their relations there, were taken in la¬ 
bour, but could not get out to be carried 
home, until leave was given to the witnefs to 
permit them to return home. He faid, the 
women of the late Nabob were certainly, at 
one time^ in very great diftrefs; which he 
thought was occafioned by the negligence of 
the eunuch, Litafit Ally Khan, who had re¬ 
ceived the annual allowance for their fuppoit, 
but had not applied it as he (hould have 
done. He (aid, Sump(hire Khan was alfo a 
prifoner in his cuftody, and confined with 
the eunuchs Baliar and Jemr Ally Khan, 
but he was not in irons like the latter; and 
yet he was in no more danger of efcaping 
than were thole fettered } indeed, he ob- 
lerved, confidering the precautions that had 
been ufed to fecure them, it would have 
been a miracle if they had efcaped:—the 
fetters tliat bad be^iput upon the Begums 
Minilfers, he admitt^ were intended as a 
fevtrityt rathor than as a preventive of an 
efcape Here the exam^^tion of the wit¬ 
nefs ended, and he was informed he nught 
withdraw. - 

A(^r Jaques bad bqsn examined, 
tboMenagers dwied that thp Clerk would 
re^ from Mr. Middleton's ktter-bpok, tjfe 
letters whipb pailbd bet^veep tbw genttaxm 
and Major CUpin, tp xibmi 


on b^«| n£<«od sK Fyt^aiht fOwMd over 
the prifooers. The Counlel objefied to chp. 
Feadiqg of ihpte letters. They feid, tip 
Managers mult firft 4 >rove that fuch ietteris. 
had ever been in exKlencei next, tiiat 
originals had been deftroyed, or were 
a place that they could not be ptpddcal^; 
and laftly, that the tranfciipts of .tbem 
Mr. Mi^kton's bode were faithl^ 
accurate. 

The Managers replied, that the obje^qip 
was very unexpeAed, as' the authenticity ^ 
Mr. Middleton’s books had been long (ku^ 
eftablilhed, and many ktters had been ieq4 
from them, and reodved as evidence by.th^ 
Lordlhips. However, to (ave time ar¬ 
gument^ they would call Mr. MkkQenm tn 
prove the particular ktters in qudtidA. Mr. 
Middkton was accordingly called, (md he 
faid, tliac the originals of the letters Mquef- 
tion were now in the Refident’s olfice at 
Lucknow, and that the copies of them ^ 
his books were faithful and accurate. Beh^ 
examined as to one in particular, written by 
himfelf to Major Gilpin, he (aid it was a 
true copy of an original he had font to that 
gentleman.—The Mausers woe then going 
to read it, when the Counfel for the pttfoner 
again interfered, and obferved, that it ought 
to be proved that this letter had ever reached 
Major Gilpin. The bed evidence in the 
world on that head would be the evidence of 
Major Gilpin himfelf, who was then in 
Court, and whom the Hon. Manors might 
call if they pleafed. 

The Managers did not think it neceflary 
to call that gentleman to prove the regipt 
of the letter in quefiion j for that w» nor^ 
point in any degree fo material as was {tus— 
that the Refident at Lucknow was asquaintedl 
with the fufforings of Bahar and Jewar AQy 
Khan, and of the ladies in the Khord Ma¬ 
hal } for as it was his dfity to make thofe 
fufiTcrings known to the Governor-General, 
fo it mud be prefumed that the latter was 
not unMqusun^ with thsm,and yet took no 
ftep to put an wvd to them.—But they had 
another reafon for not calling Major Gilpin— 
If he was called by the Managers, the Coun- 
fol for the prifoner would confider himas the 
wiuiefs of Che Manago-s, who in tbat cafe 
woujd be bound, by a former rtfolu^on of 
their Lordlbips, froip putting ccrtsbi duef* 
tioot to him i whkh would give tibe Cwp- 
fel a handk ten foyln^ that the Manag^ 
were atten%tting to lead tW own wimtib. 


* Capt. Jpqum erofcHtxaipptad hy tbe for Mr, HafUngs, tefpoi^ng the fitu- 
Atloh ot the hoqfo of Jewv .41ly Khauj the place in which the MipUtets w«p* eon- 

and pgrticui^ly xOOfA to thO exfefit of the gardens* Mr. Sheridao obforved, 
tbl if the fitoatiba was proven to be a jfOiMt jPorod^tf It would eAA notidi^ ip tiin 
mdoit inlhame, aa the prUbneri no^; pern^tted to eijoy any of III bcM(lti» 

^ ■ X » They 
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^ 1 ^^ had rithm therefore that Major GUpin 
the pnfoner, as then they 
pdc fuch qaeftions to him as the 
not fufffcf thena to put 5 f he 
^j^.to,'^ conddcTCd as their own witnefs. 
^¥$d''iCord Chancellor wiihed to know what 
deteriniDatlon of both Tides; if both 
j^rSlted in tlielr opinions, then their Lord- 
fbips would adjourn *to their own Houfc, 
and weigh tire arguments on both lidss.— 
*irhc Counfolfaid, they could not recede from 
tlitir (Ajeftion. The Managers begged leave 
to withdraw for a while to confult. In half 
in hour they returned, when Mr. Fox in¬ 
armed thor Lordfhips, that, for the purpofe 
d/ faving time, the Managers would admit 
the4>bjedtionof the learned Counfol, tliougU 
they believed themfelvcs able to overturn it 
hi argument; they admitted it, however, 
only on this occafion, referving to themfelvcs 
a right of combating it, if it fhould be urged 
again, on a point which the Managers 
Ihould deem of more importance than the 
prefent. 

They then called Major Gilpin, who 
proved, that the copies produced of the cor- 
rcfpondence between him and the Refident at 
Lucknow, were faithful anti accurate. '111*7 
were then read j but nothing occurred in 
them worth rcmcmbriincc, except the requeft 
to ** Mr. Middleton, that he would fend a 
“ larger pair of fitters, as thofc which he 
“ bad fent would not fit the feet of the 
** eunuch,” 

• The Counfel for Mr. Haftings thtn exa¬ 
mined the witnefs.—He faid, the prifeners 
^asUbecn treated withevciy market' refpedt, 
except in the refiraint laid upon tl<em, and 
the inters with which th“*y were bound.— 
The Begums, he faid, had feveral thoufend 


men In arms at Fyzabad, who appeared as if 
they were preparing to engage the troops un- 
det^is command, who were aooo in num¬ 
ber, and had four pieces of cannon; and he 
had heard, that they had threaten^ to fire 
upon one of his officers. He was examined 
with refpeft to the fropeny in the treafures 
poiTeifed by the Begums: ho thought the 
prefent Nabob, as heir to lus deceafed father, 
was entitled to the bed part of thofe trea¬ 
fures j but this, be faid, was only a matter 
of opinion, or more properly fpeaking, a 
queftion of /mv, upon which he was "r.able 
to decide. 

The crofs-examinaijon did not conclude 
this day.—At twenty minutes paft five 
o'clock the Lords adjourned. 


Thirtieth Day. 

Wednesday, May 
Mr. Sheridan obferved to the Court, that 
on perufal of the evidence printed under the 
authority of their I.ord(hips, he difeovered 
many deviations from tlie evidence as deli¬ 
vered at the bar; he was fare, however, that 
they had arifen, not from defign, but from 
hurry. He intended to propofc fome mode 
for correding wliat was wrong in the printed 
account j but as he wifhed not to interfere 
with the learned Ccunfd, who, he under- 
ftood, was going to crofs-examlne Major 
Gilpin, he would peftpene the propofition he 
had to make to another opportunity. 

The Court then proceeded to the further 
examination of Major Gilpin, and his cor- 
refpondence * from Fyzabad, at the time 
he commanded that garrifon. He was after¬ 
wards ciofa-examined by Mr. Plumer, one of 
the Counfel for Mr. Hailings. 'Fhe evidence 
produced by this crofs-examination was in 


* Major Gilpin adyifed throughout his correfpondence with Mr, Middleton, that mo- 
derate mcafures might be ufed, which would be much more likely to fucceed, and that he 
bad no doubt but that, with the monies ajready received, he fhould be able to recover the 
Company’s debt. That fuch mcafures might likewife prevent much maffacre and blood- 
flied. He had already received ' four and a half lacks of rupees in part thereof, by the fale 
cf t'le Princeffes efieas and wardrobe, and other Aims, making one lack more. Mr. 
Middleton, notwithftandjng, infiftsd that no, guard fhould be withdrawn from their 
palter, or any lenity ufed, till the wlple was difehaiged, which was little mote than 
fix Ucks. 

Letters were read from the Begums thonfclves, fetting forth their diflrelTed and pitiable 
fltuauon} and one from the Major to Mr. Briftow, ftat'mg that their wopien were crying 
for hunger—that tn^ were nearly famifhed, having had only a feaniy aUowance of rice 
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ftibftance~That the, reftraints under which 
the women in the Khord Mahal were put, 
were not intended to prevent the admiflion 
of prov><i<Hi5 or necelTaries into their habita* 
tion, but the carrjdng out of it any money 
or valuable effedh.—That, by order froth the 
Nabob, the witnrfs had enlarged Bahar and 
Jewar Ally Khan ; and having no orders 
either to detain or entai^ Sumplhire Khan, 
hefuffered him to depart, taking thepromife 
and engagement of the two former to produce 
him whenever he (houid be called for.—That 
the'gMmJreport of the country charged the 
Begumsw^ difafTedHon to the Englilh, and 
rebellion; that he believed the report at Brft, 
but he had afterwards dilbelieved it, as far as 
it related to the Bow Begum, whom he ac¬ 
quitted in his own mind, as foon as he had 
read the letters of thanks to her from Colonel 
Hannay and Captain Gordon, and he be¬ 
lieved her in the end to be the friend of the 
Englilh: all the inhabitants of Fyzabad in 
general, as well as her own dependents, fpoke 
well of her, and acquitted her of any hoftile 
defign againft the Englilh. But he believed 
at the time, and mull ever continue to be¬ 
lieve^ that the elder Begum, mother of the 
late Nabob, was difaifedied to the Englilh. 
She had a great body of troops about her pa¬ 
lace^ and appeared to him to be ready to en¬ 
gage his detachment.—Speaking of this 
Princefs, and alluding to that very occalion, 
Major Gilpin ufed the following very re¬ 
markable expreflion, in one of his letters to 
the Refident at Lucknow, which letter was 
read :—“ She feems determined to end her 
days, as Ihe has always lived—in a kebel- 
Eious BLAZE.’'—Major Gilpin furtherfald, 
that having afllfted the women in the Khord 
Mahal with a Aim of money, he received 
from the Nabob a letter of reprimand for his 
interference..—That when he made applica¬ 
tion to the Relident at Lucknow, for indul¬ 
gence to the prifoneri in the cuftody of the 
witnefs, and the women in the palace, he 
rccttved for anfwer, that it did not reft with 
any one but the Naiei togivediredlions about 
"the prifoners, or the perfons in the Zenana 
and Khord Mahal. The witnefs, however, 
admitted, that he had drawn upon the Xefi- 
itnt for the money which he had advanced for 
the ule of the women in the Klwrd Mahal, 
and that it was paid j that the R^fkUni had 
rent him additional fetters to put upon the 
prifoners; and that from the Rtjidtnt he had 
received orders to uft every meant in his 
power to procure toe piqrment of the Aims 
demanded of toe B^ms, and aifo a kind of 
rtprimand that he withdrawn fome cen- 
tineb from abotit the palace^ and had treated 
with the^w B^;um about tarmi of accom- 


The Managers thought it neceflary to ^ 
fome qndlioAs to the witnefs in conTequepce 
of the evidence produced by his cmtf$-exa« 
mination. The questions may be known i/f 
theanfwers. He replied, that he under^ooit, 
that the dder Begum was difafteAed to^tl^ , 
Engiito, becauft when her fon wm going 
war with theCompanv, prbr to the battosi^' 
Buxar, toe recommended it to him to extofl . 
minate all the Englilh, accept twtlvt v 0 cthf 
whom toewitoed he would referve to prdbft 
to her, fof the purfofe of carrjfiiig bit 
palanquin, ' . 

Mr. Sheridan obferved, that toe witn«f| 
alluded to a period in which the Biegum^S 
fon, fo far from ovving any friendtoip to the 
Englilh, or being in any degree d^iandbhi 
upon them, was aAually at war vritfi totem* 
No other exprelTion or a£l of her life Couh) ' 
the witnefs know of, produce, or recoiledL' 
to prove that toe had, from the period of the 
battle of Buxar, down to the time when her 
jagliires were feized, done one Angle aft 
which could be faid to favour of UfaffeStoa'^ 
much left of rebellion,—hlti^or Gilpin faitf, 
that at toe time when hs was at Fyzabad, and 
when he apprehended toe would attack hin^ 
and end lier days as toe bad always Eved, in 
a rebelHoui hlaxe, toe was, he believed, rouk- 
scoRE YEARS OF AGE.—It was not a Iktie 
Angular, though this expretoon in Major 
Gilpin’s letter would lead the reader to con¬ 
clude that the life of this old Princefs had 
been a contintied feene of rebellion, yet he 
could not mention one Angle rebdfious aft 
done by herfelf, or by her command. 

He was examined as to the general cha- 
rafter of Mr. Haftings in India. He faid, 
that to the year 1773 his charafter flood 
very high ail over that country, for int^ity, 
abilities, and humanity j but after the efta- 
blitoment of toe Supreme Council of Bengal, 
feme difputes had happened in' the Council, 
and opinions had got abroad not quite fo fa¬ 
vourable to the Governor-General. ' The 
witnefs however faid, thathelUmfdf thought 
as higlily of him from the year 1773, to the 
moment when he left India, as alt ^ world 
thought before 1773. He faid alfe, that he 
had not b^ acquainted with Mr. Haftings 
in India—that the Arft place where he was 
introduced to him was at St. Hdena, at Col. 
Muir’s houfe, on hismturn'to Et^land. 

A letter from Mr. Briftow to toie Begum 
was read ^pom the Cmnpany's Records, 
which Mr.*Burke faid he did not juoduce 
with a view of mdcing their Lordtoips be- 
Ueve it was /nrs, but, on the contrary, for the 
purpofe of Ate^ng^ toat by comparing it 
‘With toe mafs of evidence which they had 
received on toefubjeft, they would And that h 
Hutf aiu ctatimudfalfibotdfrom tbt begimmg 
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lettari which watracorded 
X^fthaga in the Bengal Secret Con* 
Aeted, diet it was to die humanity 
hAr..Haftings her j^jwellency the Bow Be- 
w«s indebted ttir her releafe from the 
that had been put upon her and her 
1} and that|^ it not been for his 
' interfbreoo^ the cofdbquences to her 
;») pertnpS to herfelf^ might have 
Nflo fedeus in the extreme.>~Mr. Burke 
hbArved) that die recording of fuch a letter 
die p^on who, though it was his duty to 
wreivoteaed the Begum againft ail attacks 
pppittieceftates, both real and perfonaJ, was 
fiitwlf the very perfon who had made die 
Kabob, netwith^nding his reluctance, to 
jpIm^Br Ids parent, and ftrlp her of her pro- 
fatf, was an atconpt to fport with the ere* 
doU^ of mankind, to fee how far It might 
be carried in oppofidon to reafon, truth, and 
ihniid judgement. 

Mr. Middleton was next called to the bar 
by Mr. Sheiidsua, who Cud, he hoped the 
eyidence on this ^rge would not take up 
much longer of their Lordftups' attention. 

Lord Stormont requefted the Hon. Mana¬ 
gers would aUowhim toalk Mr. Middleton a 
few queftions on the fubjcCl of tus former 
evidence, previous to die examinadon. 

On what occaiion, in what manner, by 
whole order, and to whom, did the firft in¬ 
tention originate, of the rofumption of the 
jagtqres, and of (ei»ng the Begums trea- 
furesf 


■ wd. A wigimui with tbt Nai^b, 

On i|s being further preliod, apd }iU for¬ 
mer examination recited, theanfwerwas—it 
originated with the N^K>b, but had been 
pmdouBy a matter of converfatiim by Sir 
Ifijah Inapey. 

When was the BrA time duit the Tub- 
jeft was communicated to Mr. HaAings ? 

jf, I wrote to Mr. HaAings on the zd of 
Desember 17S1, which was the BrA time. 
The hntnr seckeid, that the cefuraption of the 
jaghires was an alternative for lazing the. 
zreaAires, but that the witneA flienld do no¬ 
thing till bn know Mr. HnAings's pleafure. 

In the ilktcr of December the 6di fol¬ 


lowing, to Mr. HaAings. what is the mean¬ 
ing of theft words contained in it, “ the 
“ fuafure herete/ort fropo/td," (Bert there 
meat much pv^pUieity to kmvi what could be tht 
meamug of theft wordi j but after much doubt 
auddi^ulty it was d^ntd.J Tlw anfwer 
came out to be, 

“ That a converfatlon had paAed fome 
« time prececUng, between Mr. HaAings, Sir 
Elijah Impey, and Mr. Middleton, on the 
« fubje£t of fazing t}ie treofures of the Be- 
** gums. That Mr. Middleton liad inlinu- 
** ated to the Nabob, that if he wou^jjpake 
** a propolal to Mr. HaAingaf^a^coming 
** from himfelf, for a feizurev^f ^he trea- 
fures, it would be readily accepted, and 
u very agreeable to Mr. HaAings, and that 
** he was fure fuch a propofition would not 
“ be oppofed.” 

The words “ heretofore propofed *’ refer¬ 
red therefore to this convo-fatton. 

This evidence appeared fo very material, 
that the Lord Chancellor ordered Mr. Mid. 
dleton to attend the next day of fitting, it 
being then half paA Bve o'clock *. 


THiary-viBST Day. 

Fripay, May 30. 

This day Mr. Stieridan reminded their 
Lordlhips, that he had on Wednefday in¬ 
formed them he had difeovered many ermrs 
in the printed account of the evidence, rela¬ 
tive to die fecond charge; he had now to 
ohferve, that the nutnber of thofe errors 
amounted to nearly ion, fome of which 
were not indeed or any confequence, but 
others were certainly very material } for 
many things that had been faid by the wit- 
neOes, about the felzing of the treafures, had 
been fet down in the printed evidence, as if 
fwd of the refumption of the jaghires, and 
vice verfa.-^He dien called Sir Elijah Im¬ 
pey, and afterwards Mr. Holt, to correft 
the errors in thole parts of the evidence 
which liad been given by them. But Mr. 
Sheridan Bnding, that if he was to go tluro* 
all the errors in open Court, a great deal of 
time would be confutned in a purpofe which 
ffiiglit be as well anfwered in anodier way. 


« Gn clofing our account of tbia day, it is n<iceflary to remark, dut no politlve evidence ^ 
1 be inoduccd by die crofs-ciitainiQation of Mr. Hafthogs'Counfel, of the a#aa} exlAence 
of tbn iiiBin»Aion at Fyz^d, or in Gwrrupore. To theft points four BritlAi ofikers only 
ooqMasinytimebMedepoftd, becuiftfour eSkem only w^e in tfiaft ijoumriea at that 
tftM, oamc^. Colonel Hannty, Major Macdonald, C^iuia Williams 4iid Captain Gordon, 
ikio^ Himnap ie dead. Macdonald Is in Ii»dia*-Ci^tai«'1iWiUiains has tftcn in 

/Sniidpa fiusB Jonueay, andi fwnmoned by dm Heuft of Lords, m the rcpviAftw of the 
MmuttOf wAix. have, bowsMcr, iMt thought proper tp call t^a—The fou^ Captain 
43i0n<nn,.oMBnoocr from the South of France^ at the haaard of his lift, to ekpMn every 
eftrsqMAatNWselatniamtlmftktteM, whkh modefusb «n isn^r^ion upon ?^uft of 

prppoftd, 
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pT«poteS, th«t form of the Managers and 
the Ccnnfel for the pi^f(«er ihoutd meet out 
of Court, to examine the primed account, 
and ftatc the That the errata fo 

tinted fhould be Agnad by the Managers de> 
puted* for that purpofe, and the Counfol for' 
the prifoner, and (hewn afterwards to the 
dltforent witnetlcs, who (hould inform the 
Court, upon oath, whether the coiredlions 
of the trraia, ftgOed by the above parties, 
would or would not make the account of 
their ewdence as accurate and true as it was 
delivered by them at therr Lordfliips bar.~ 
Thfa' p.-ejjpfaj madehy Mr. Sheridan met the 
approbation of ali parties. 

Juft as Mr. Middleton was on the brink 
of being called to the bar, Mr. Law deflred 
to call Mr. Hudfon—and to preface his quef- 
tion by informing their Lordthips, that Mr. 
Sheridan had unjuftly accufed Mr. Haftings 
of having drawn the Council into the writ¬ 
ing a letter relative to the Begum, to Mr. 
Briftow, when they could not liave done 
fuch a thing, had the Council pofledbd the 
fame information that Mr. Haftings bad be¬ 
fore him.—Mr. Law fjld, he would prove 
from the Records, that Mr. Briftow had ac¬ 
tually fenc to the Board much better intelli¬ 
gence on the ift of December 178s, than he 
did fend to Mr. Haftings on the latft; which 
letter of the 12th was dated to be ftif^rcITed. 
The letters were then read, and proved, that 
Mr. Law’s ftatement was corre^, and that 
the Board's letter of the 3d of March 1783 
v7as in {»& sk reply to many letters, and 
amongft them, to the fetter of tlie ift of De¬ 
cember.—Mr. Sheridan agreed to the faft, 
but fald, that the Connfet allowed, after all, 
riiat Mr. Haftings had fupprelTed the letter 
of the rath of December, which he did not 
enter tffl the 12th of May following.—Mr. 
LhW abfolutely denied the fa£t ; and aiiirm- 
ed, that, by the riilcs of the fevicc, it was 
intirely optional in tl>e Governor-General to 
enter or not letters addrellM to himfelf, 
which, though treating on public bufinefS, 
were private to th«n.—This Mr. Shoridan 
difputed $ but Mr. Law again affirmed, that 
the fadl could be proved inconteftibly. Such 
ever had been and was now the pra£ilce of 
the fcrvice. 

This little altercation being paffhd, the 
Managers called 

Mr. MIDDLETON. 

Mr. Sheridan defired lie might be aiked, 
what orders he had ifliied on the aad of Ja¬ 
nuary 1782, to Lieatenant Francis Rutledge, 
relative to tiie Btgums eunuchs*then in Ms 
cuftody ? 

Mr.'h^iddleton begged to throw himfelf 
•b the proteflion of the Covnt, that he 


mllht not refdy to any tnuriaftklk on ffda 
fubjeA which paftbd at Fyzabad, as It ' 
tend to oimkiBte Mmfelf, being In tills i«* 
(lance the principal author of dit meaforfo' 
that were porTuea agdfnft them. If any eti. 
minality Was attached to thofo orders, hes^' 
not Mr. Haftings, was tiie perfon to blames - 

Mr. Boihe faid, that fnCh a mode of eded^' 
ing evidence could no( be ftdTered—for 
witneflTes were^iowed to mMce fueh objeo 
tions, fa^^ could not be got at. That tiie 
Managers would prove to their LordfftipS, 
that Mr. Middleton was, thronghmit tide 
buAneft, the fervant of Mr. H^ngS. 

Mr. Sh^fdan then aiked hhn, if M!r. 
Haftings ever difapproved of the orders tfoft 
were iiTued in regard to the Begums f—The- 
witnefs again confidered that this queAhMt 
tended to criminate himibif, as he bad no: 
particular cornmunication with Mr. Haftings * 
on the fobjefl, and tcMc fiM ekCbution of 
the orders on himihlf. 

^ Did the witnefs not inform Mr. Hhfl- 
ings of what was'donc in the Khord MahaC 
(the palace of the Btgums) f 
He could not tdl. 

^ Did he conceal from Mr. Haftings what' 
was done rtiating to them ? 

He believed he did not. 

Did he recolieA no verbal communioi* 
tlon with Mr. Haftings on tlie fubjed ? 

He did not know. 

Mr. Sheridan then put the qneibionr tliTa 
way—Did the witnefs ever Iffue the follow¬ 
ing ord^s—to whom—and on what occa- 
(Ion ? — 

** When this note is delivered to you by 

Goulafs Roy, I iiave to dclire, tint yoot 

order the two prifoners to be put in irmsy 

** KESriNC THXM FROM ACL FOOU, ftC- 
** agrteablf to mji injlru^iunt if ytfttrdof, 
(Signed) Nath. MmnteTaK.” 

The witnefs begged the Court would'not 
prefs him to give an anfwer to the queftion ; 
for he conceived, that if there was any thiu|r 
criminal in the treatment of the eunuchs, tie 
muft be deemed criminal him(btf) and he 
lioped it w» not expeded that he would give 
evidence againft himfelf. 

Mr. Sh«4dB«i obferved, that if he aded 
under orders from his faperiors, his obediencet 
would not be imputed to Mm as a crime. 

The witnefs replied, that he had been ac¬ 
cufed by Mr. Haftings on account of bis 
condud- in tMs biifinefs, which lie believed 
the Houfe ^ Commons had viewed in no 
very favQura'Iw light. His orders from Mr.. 
Haftings 'Were in general di(cretionary; but 
he had never made (b much ufo of his onm 
diferetiop, as in the tranfadums at Pyzat>ad s 
(btiiatif Mr. -HaftSngs (henld be tKou^ tdbC 

crlinin4 
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yri f!|^ o > | io-the ihare he bad in them, he (the 
' rnuft be thought much more fo, be> 

had in a great meafure from 
Si^.rnmi head i 

jllpMi the obje&ions ^f Mr. Middleton to 
Mr. Sheridan’s quelUons, Mr. Burke 
•nd. Mr. Fox made fome obfervations: the 
X^oujrt, howevcTc would not prefs him to 
giVe.anfwCTs, as he fought they might be 
i^urious to Mmfelf. 

The Managers then endeavoured to pro- 
,cpre in another way, the evidence which they 
' tpttld not ditain by direct anfwers to their 
former queitions. 

Mr. Sheridan afked, whether he had not 
fumi/hed materials for the drawing up of 
tluj prifoner’s defence ? He laid he had.—- 
Whether he had net feen in the prifoner’s 
anfwer to tbefecond charge before the Houfe 
of Commons, the following lines ?— 

** Before 1 proceed to reply to the chaises 
“ refpeffing my conduct to the Begtims, and 
on the affairs of Oude, 1 mull obferve, 
that they contain particulars, of which I 
** was tot;^y ignorant until I read them in 
** the charges. 1 am therefore very much 
** indebted to Mr. Middleton, and to the in- 
formation of gentlemen who were in 
Oude v/lien the tranfaftions alluded to 
** happened. By tltefe aids I have been cna- 
“ bled to reply fully to thefe charges,” &c. 

The witnefs faid lie had fuen the above 
lines in Mr. Hallings’s anfwer to the charge; 
he faid alfo, that he himfelf had read tfie 
charge, before he had fumifhed any materials 
Tor the defence. He faid he gave all the in- 
formarion on the fubjed of tlie Begums and 
tiidr Miniliers that he remembered, and 
without any referve. 

Here Mr. Burke remarked, that it was not 
a little fingular that the witnefs Iheuld not 
hefitate to tell all he remembered to the very 
man who had brought an accufation againfl 
him for his coiiduA in Oude, and yet fhould 
refufe to give information on the fame Itead 
to their Ixirdfhips. 

Lord Loughborough obierved, that if the 
witnefs would refer to his letter of the zd of 
February lySz, he would fee that he had 
mention^ the affair of the Begums to Mr. 
Haftings. 

^ At what time did Mr. Haftings ftrft 
exprefs his difapprobation of his condud ^ 

He puld not tell. 

Mr. .Sheridan then read extrafis of Major 
Scott’s evidence, which ftated, ^at a parti> 
cular paftage had been added to Mr. Haft- 
ingt's defence by his deftre; and that it was 
hie opinion, that the whole of it was corredt, 
honourable, and rccomileable. 

Had the Nabob in the affoir of the 


Begums any will of his own, in the mea« 
fores that were executed againft them t 

j 4 , Bdieved he had. 

^ Did the witnefs never contradict the 
Nabob's will in any mcafores he wilhed to 
profecute ? 

af. He believed he hdd. 

Upon a further queftion bring put to him, 
it afipeared he had iffued his own orders in 
the Nabob’s country, contrary to the will of 
the Nabob. 

^'Did he never receive any inftruCtions 
from'Mr. Haftings, to g^ the Nabob to make 
a gmtuity to any pwfoil, after the tceaty'of' 
Cbunar ? . "**' 

Mr. Middleton again begged their Lord- 
fltips favour, that he fnight not anfwer this 
queftion. 

The Chancellor, oh converfing vidth the 
Judges, allowed the queftion to be proper. 

af. He believed hq had received neonuntii- 
Jationsj and while he was with Mr. Haftings 
at Chiinar. 

^ Wltere was money and treafures of 
the Begums whi^ were concealed, found, 
and dug out ? ^ 

A. In the eunuch’s houfe. 

To whpm was the money brought ? 

A. To the I^Tident, who gave the Nabob 
a bond for the receipt of it, who had agreed 
that it (hould be applied towards the liqui¬ 
dation of the Company's debt. 

What was the Nabob’s demand for Itis 
lhare of the treafures f 

A, He believed it was one crore of rupees. 

He afterwards added, that when this fum 
was paid to him, it was paid again in the 
fame fpecie as it was received in. That 
from it were difeharged the arrears of Coi. 
Muir and Morgan, and Sir John Gumming, 
at Farruckabad. That rupees, from the 
valuation of the country, alter in their va¬ 
lue ; and that they were *‘^Jhrofftd ” by him 
and by the Agents of the Nabob. 

Mr. Sheridan afked, whether the prifoner 
had ever, ritiwr in India or England, ex-, 
preffed any difapprobation of the feverities. 
ufed by die witnefs at Fyzabad ? Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton faid, he had not. He was next aflcrii, 
whether, in defending hitrtfeif againft a 
charge brought by the prifoner againft him, 
the witnefs had not defended himfelf by 
urging, tliat he had ufed dtlay (in feizing 
the treafures and jaghires) only when he 
thought it would have been dangerous to 
proc^ with hafte; and that he always ufed 
forut where he thought it could be employ¬ 
ed with advantage i The witnefs admitt^ 
that this was the ftyle of his defence.-^ 
Hence it was to be inferred, that Mr. Haft¬ 
ings, fo far from haring been offended at thq 

witneft 
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wltnef!! for having a£led writh too much ri¬ 
gour and feverity towards the Begums and 
tiwir Minifters, that he had actually made it 
a crime in him, that he had been flow ill 
proceedingto rigorous methods. 

Mr. Sheridan proved, from a part of Mr. 
Haflings’s defence, that though the prifoner 
did not admit he was refponflble for the 
feveritics inflidled on the eunuchs, yet he 
juflilied thofe feverities, and declared that 
the treatment of thefe perfons ought not to 
be ‘Bought hsrfli, or undsfervediy fevere. 

^ Ji farious quettions were put to Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton relative to the eunuchs, which he re- 
fufed to atjfwer, allcdging, that he could not 
anfwer them without danger to himfelf. 

He w^s afterwards examined by Mr. Law, 
Counfel for Mr. Haftings.—He was alked,' 
whether the Aims allotted for the fiipport of 
the Nabob's houfehold were not fnfliclent 
to maintain the dignity and fplendour of a 
Court ?—if they had been properly ma¬ 
naged ?—what number of elephants and 
liorfes the Nabob had ?—what might be the 
expence of keeping the elephants ?—and 
wiiether tiie elder Begum did not diflike her 
giandfon the Nabob, on account of his con¬ 
nection with the Englifli ? The witnefs 
leplied, that it was matter of opinion whe¬ 
ther the Aims allotted for the Nabob's houfe- 
liold Were fufheient for tiie fupport of his 
Court in fplendour; for his own part he 
thought, that, with good management, they 
were. He believed his Highnefs was pdf- 
fefled of looo elephants : the expence of 
keeping them he could not tell, but he 
thought it muft be a great deal more than 
io,oool. a-year; for he knew that one of 
thefe creatures was held in fo much venera¬ 
tion, that there was a jagliire worth 12,000 
rupcesia-year fettled upon it for its fupport. 
The number of cavalry attending upon the 
Nabob he believed to be about zooo : he.faid 
they were not as well cloathed as the Com¬ 
pany's horfe, but much better than the ca¬ 
valry of any native Prince, and were armed 
like the Europeans. The Nabob, he faid, 
flood in great awe of the elder Begum, and 


would not venture to vifit her without tak¬ 
ing the witnefs with him: his Highnefs left 
him in an outer apartment, whilft he himfelf 
went into the interior one, where the Prin- 
cefs received him. , Tift Begum, he believed, 
greatly difliked the Nabob ; for he had been 
informed, that whenever flie received a vifit 
from him, flie made it a point always, after 
he had retired, to have tl^e or throne, 

or chair of flate, on which he had been feat- 
ed, broke in pieces, and thrown away. But 
he could not fay that this diflike was occa- 
fioned by hei* grandfon's attachment to or 
connexion with the Fngii/h. 

Mr. Middleton faid, that Capt. Edward# 
had not been patronized by Mr. Haftings, 
but believed it was by Sir Elijah Impey. 
That in the year 1779 tbert luiis a great 
drought. That tlie failure of the lands arofe 
from natural eaufet. That the bad manage¬ 
ment of the Nabob might likewife have con- 
tiibuted to the famine. That Col. Hannay 
bore a good charaaer; and that at Goruck- 
pcor the military was neceflary to enforce the 
civil law, as well as colleCl the revenues. 
Never heard of bamboo cages till he lieard of 
them at the bar; and thought the prifons 
there nearly as agreeable places as our own. 
That in 1781, he was certain the Begums 
were dilaflcCted.*—On being queftioned about 
the ftate of his book of conefpondence, he 
faid, ** That, directly or indirectly, 
“ he never had communication with Mr. 
“ Haftings about his book of letters, prior 
« to his examination before the Houfe of 
“ Commons " 

At ten minutes paft five o’clock the wit¬ 
nefs was ordered to withdraw. 

Mr. Sheridan then addrefled the Court, and 
faid, he was direfted to inform them, that 
the Managers entertained the moft grateful 
fenfe of the patience with which their Lord- 
fliips had attended to the great mafs of evi¬ 
dence that had been laid before tliem j and 
that, w'ith what they had given this Jay, the 
Managers had clofed their evidence in fupport 
of the lecond charge. 

Their Loidfliips immediately adjourQcd. 
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CHARGE, 


Thirty-Second Day. 

Tuesday, June 3. 

QJNCE the commencement of this me- 
^morable Trial, Weftminller Hall has 
not ften fo numerous or fo brilliant an 
aflemblage of peilbns as crouded eve^ 
part of it this day. By eight o’clock in 
the morning the avenues leading to the 
Hall, through New and Old Palace Yards, 

' were filled with ladies and gentlemen of 
the moft relMaable appearance, many 
them Peercflcs in full drefs, who ftood in 
the ftreet for upwards of an hour before 
the gates weie opened. The exertions 
made to pulh foiwanl, with a view to get 
convenient feats, had like to have pioved 
fatal to many. 

The Petrs did not enter the Hall till 
twelve o’clock. Jn fome minutes after, 
the Loid Chancellor having bowed to 
Ml, Sheridan, to fignily to hiiB that their 
Lordfbips wefe then ready to hear him. 
That Hon. Gentleman role, whilft all 
about him was as ftill and hulh as if the 
Hall was empty.—He faid it was not his 
intendon to keep back their Lordfhips at- 
teut’on for any time from the confidtia- 
tion of the charge Immediately before 
them, by making many pnliminaiy ob- 
ici vations: fuch general remarks as it 
was m his power to make, would only 
weaken what had been already uiged by 
the Right Hon. Gentleman who was tlie 
principal mover of the impogchment— 
wlwle genius exceeded eveiy thing but his 
dlfpofition—^who underftood and felt for 
nil—through whom and by whom fo gieat 
«n embodieti fland had been made in de- 
Icnce of the rights of mast againlt man's 
^ik might, howevci, without 


injury to the general cauft, and wiihctit 
treijpalling too much upon their Lordftiips 
panence, fay fome few words both upon 
the fubje£); of the impeachment in gene¬ 
ral, and the particular fituation of hiin- 
folt and his Hon. Colka^ues who had 
been appointed to conduft it. 

He thought, that ifevc-t therewasa pto- 
feciuion in which thole who earned it on 
were free from all unwarrantable refent- 
ment, or even improper bias, it was the 
piefent. He could enter into his own 
heart, and declare moft fidemnly, that 
he found there no private incentive to the 
part he had taken in this impeachment, 
and he verily believed he might fafely fay 
that all his Hon. Colleagues, as well as 
himfolf, were afluated foiely by the zeal 
they feit for the public welfare, and their 
honeft folicitude for the honour of th«"r 
country, and the happinefii of thofo who 
were under its dominion and prote£lion. 
With fuch objefts in view he really left 
fight of Mr. Hattings, who, however great 
in other refpeflst was too infignincant 
to be mixed with fuch important confi^- 
lations. « The unfortunate Gentleman 
“ at tlie Bar is no mighty objeA in my 
mind. Amidft the fories of mifobiefs, 
** to my Je»fe» feeming tofurround him, 
“ what is he but a petty Nucleust invol- 
*' ved in its Lamina^ fcarcely foen or 
** thought of,” It was impofiible, there- 
luie, that his Hon. Colleagues and he 
fiiould feel thmfelves under the influence 
of malice or ill-will towards that unfor¬ 
tunate gentleman 3 they afied foiely un¬ 
der a delegated power} they ftood at their 
Lordthips baraathereprdentatives of the 
Commons of England, and as th^ afted 
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In it might as well 

be laid that the (Ammons of Great Bri* 
tainy in whole name the impeachn^t 
had -been brought before their Lordflups* 
were afluated by malice to the prilbner^ 
as that the Managers of the Houle of 
Commons had any private ^leen to gra¬ 
tify in-difcharging the duty impoledup- 
on them by their principals. In truth, 
the profecution had not been begot in pre- 
judicet or nurfed in error « it was found¬ 
ed in the cleared conviflicHi of the wrongs 
*that thena^tivesof Hindodan had ludered 
through tHe mal-adminidration of thole 
in wbofe hands this country had placed 
extenilve powers, which ought to have 
been exerctfed for the benedt of the go¬ 
verned, but which had been ufed by the 
prifoner at the bar for the Ihamefiil pur- 
pofes of oppredion. 

' To convince their Lordlhips that the 
Britilh government, which ought to have 
been a blclllng to the powers in India 
connefled with it, had been a fcourge to 
the natives, and the caufe of delblation 
to the mod flourilhing provinces in Hin- 
I doftan, he had only to read a letter that 
[had been received not long lince fiom 
\Lord Cornwallis, the prelent Governor. 
General of Bengal.—In that letter the 
noble Lord dated, that be had been re¬ 
ceived by the Nabob Vifier with every 
mark of friendlliip and relpe£l; but the 
lionours he received at the Court of 
Lucknow had not prevented him from 
feeing the delblation that r^eifpread the 
face of the country, the light of which 
had Ihocked his very foul. He fpoke to 
the Nabob on the fubje£l, and eariiedly 
recommended it to him to adopt fome 
fydem of government, that might redore 
the profpenty of his kingdom, and make 
his people happy.—The Nabob's anfwer 
was dnkingly remarkable.—That degra. 
ded Prince faid to his Lordlhip, that as 
long as the demands of the Englilh go¬ 
vernment upon the revenue of Ouae flioiild 
remain unlimited, he (the Nabob) could 
have no intered in edablilhing any fydem 
of economy t and whild the Englilh 
diould continue to interfere in the internal 
government of his country, it would be 
m vain for him to attempt any ialutary 
reform, for his fubje£ls kpew he was on- 
Iv a cypher m his own dominions, and 
therefore laughed at and defiled bis au¬ 
thority and that of his Mihilters. 

Surely the date to which that wretched 
Prince was reduced by our mifmanage- 
ment, and the ruin which had, by the 
fame caule, been brought upon bis coun¬ 
try, oiUtal loudly upon their LortUhips 


to interfere, and relcue their national 
honour and cbara£ier from the infam to 
which both would be expofed, it no 
inquiry was made jnto the caules of fuch 
cidamities, and no punilhment was in¬ 
dited on the authors of them.*-»P«hV/, 
as well as ygjlicet called upon them m 
vindicate the charafter of Great Bri^in 
in India j for he would prove to them, - 
from g<^ authority, that the natsle, 

S trs had fit little reliance upon <S,. 

, that the prefervatioii of our eoL ; 
pire, in tliat quarter of the world, coi^ 
be effected only by convincing the natH ' 
princes, that a religious adherence to ^ 
engagements Ihoind in future charac- 
teme the Britilh government ih that coun¬ 
try.—To prove the ncceflity thCiO was 
for bringing Aich a coiiviflion to the mind " 
of every native prince, Mr. Sheridan read 
a letter to Loid Corawallis, from Cap- ; 
tain Kirkpatrick, who, when he wrote '■ 
it, was Keiident at the Court of the | 
Great Marratta chief, Madajee Seindia. - 
This gentleman dated in his letter, t^ac 
the new fyliem of moderaticn brought 
by his Lordlhip, was certainly the only i 
one that could give liability to our empire 
in India ^ but, at the fame time, he mull 
obferve, that as the princes of thatcoun- 
^try had lb frequeiuly had caufe to lament 
'^that no engagement could bind us, it 
would require time, and repeated proofs 
of good faith, to convince ^em that we 
were lerious in the profeflions v^chwerje 
then held out to them on the part of Ae • 
firitilli government; that ambition, or 
a defire of conqueji, Ihould no lunger 
be encowaged by Britilh councils; and 
that a moll religious adherence to all 
treaties and engagements .Ihould tim 
balls of all our. mure political tnmlac^ 
tions. 

To ihele letters, Mr. Sheridan faki, be 
mull call upon their Lordlhips to g^ve an 
anfwer, not by •words, which would not 
find credit with the natives, who had lb ’ 
often been deceived by our prof^ons, 
but by deeds, which would convince 
them that we were truly in earneft; fw it 
was only by our ponilhing thofe who 
Suilty of the delinquencies 
which have brought ruin on the country, 
that we could pofiibly gain confidence 
With the Mople of India, and fatisfy 
them thaffuture delinquents will not be 
encouraged or countenanced by the ruling 
powers at home. 

Jfoking round for an objeft fit to 
be held out .to the world as an gnamp!.* 
national jullice, their Lordlhips mull ne- 
celTarily fix their eyts upon Mr. Haf- 
^ * ting$* 




c 

lings. He was the great catjfe of the de¬ 
gradation of bur cliarafler in India, and 
of the oppreflion of its devoted inhabi¬ 
tants, and he was ^he nply viciini that 
conld atone for the caiainitits he had cc- 
cafion d. 

But whilfl he pointed mit the piilbner 
at the bar as a pioper ob;eft of punifh- 
ftent, lie begged Vave to oblerve, that 
lie did not wilh to turn the fword of jnl- 
^icc agalnft that nmn, nicicly becanfe an 
example ought to be made ; fneh a wiflt 
kvas as f;u irom his Iw ai t as it v;as incom- 
Ppalible «ith eyulty ^ml iultice: if he called 
^or piiiiillunent uj.on Mr. Haftings, it was 
becaufe he thought h'm a great delinquent, 
and the grealcrt of all thole who, by their 
rapacity "and opprtifion, had brought ruin 
on the natives of India, and tjifgrace 
upon the inhabitants cf Great BriU'ii. 

Whilll he ca!k<t for juftice upon the 
prifoner, he could vtilh allb to do him jul- 
lice ; he would be fori y that the weight 
and confequence of the Commons of 
Great Biiiain, in whole name the prole 
cution had been ftt on I’ooi, fliould ope¬ 
rate to his prejudice : indeed, whilft he 
bad fucli upiight jiulges as their Lord- 
thips, it was inipoflil [e that any thing 
could injuic him, but the dcar^if and 
mod unequivocal prools of guilt.—‘‘ It 
is not the peering fiifpicon of appre- 
** bending guilt—It is not any popular 
** abhqjnence of its widc-lpiaad conlc< 
** quences—It is not the llcret confeiouf- 
** nel's in the bofom ot tlie Judge, which 
** can excite the vengeance ot the law, 
** and aiithorife its iufliftion l—No—In 
this'good land, as high as it is happy, 
becaule as juft as it is free, all is ile- 
** ftnite, equitable and exafi— Fhc laws 
“ muft be I'aiisfiid before they are inciir- 
red—And ere a hair of the head can 
•* be plucked to the ground, legal 
** GUILT muft be dtabhlhed by legal 

** PROOF 1” 

This principle he muft admit as con- 
elulive, though, in the prefent cafe, he 
felt the inconvenience of if, wliirh might 
operate as a bar to public julUre; for the 
Managers of the impeachnunt laboured 
under dilficulties, that could I'carcely occur 
in any other proiecuiion. The wiinefles 
whom they had been obliged to call, were, 
lor the inoft part (he would liate the ex¬ 
ceptions in the proper place), fhe accom- 
Iices of the pnlbner's gtiilt, and the in- 
niments of his opurcliions : from fuch 
witness it was not likely that {roofs of 
hat gtiilt could be obtained without great 
li0!ettiiy. 

In documenis from which 

jit bad fcleded tl'^ir prtefs in 
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fnpport of the impeachment, as confi* 
dcrable difliculties had occurred s thole 
daciiiuents had been drawn up by the 
parties whofeiludy it was, as it was their 
interert, though contrary to their duty, to 
conceal the iniquity of their proceedings, 
and confequcntly to dirguile the truth. 

But tiiough he ftated the difficulties 
which ihe Managers had to encounter, he 
dnl not mean to fay that the proofs 
which they had adduced were in any de¬ 
gree defe^-Vive ; ‘‘ weak, no doubt, in 
“ feme parts, and incompetent—and'^^ 
*' more drplor ible, as undiltinguiftied by 
“ any coinpuii6lious vilitli^gs of repent- 
** ing accomplices—but yet enougli, 
“ and enough in lure validity, to abalh 
“ the front of guilt no longer hid, and 

tialh conviction on coiifcicntious 
“ judges." 

Havingpremifed thcieohfeivations, Mr. 
Sheridan laid he would now make Ibme 
remaiks upon the defence, or lather 
fcnces, made by the prifoner. He hail 
already made fourt three of which he had 
fince theught proper to abandon, and dill 
credit. Indeed, he believed that it was ^ 
novelty in the hiftory of criminal juri^ 
piiidencc, that a perfon acculed Ihouhl 
lirft make a defence, ami afierwardi en¬ 
deavour to convince his judges that they 
ought not to give it the leaft credit. Mr. 
Shci idan laid, lie was the mure I'urprizcd 
attliis cunduCI in (he prilbner, as if was 
Alice he had hud the alAftance of Counfel 
that he had made this attempt : he 
thdughl, that when he had been rel'cued 
fiom his own incautious rallinefs, he 
would not have taken lb extraurdinaiy a 
ilep ns was that'of dil'erediting l.is own 
defence. 

In tvciy court of law in England, the 
confclllon of a criminal, when not ob. 
tained by any prdmife of favour or lenity, 
or by violeni thirats, was always admit¬ 
ted ascuncluAve evidence againftbimfelf j 
and if that cunlefllon was made before a 
grave and rcl'peClable aflembly of perlbns, 
competent to take cognizance of crimes, 
there was no doubt but it woiV(d have due 
weight, becauic it was fair to prefume 
that fuch a Cimfelfton muft be voluntary^ 
and not procured by aiw undue or im¬ 
proper means. The prifoner had, in his 
defence made before the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons, admitted many faCts ; and it was 
the intention of the Managers to urge in 
fupport of the charges, his admiffion of 
them: for when he went the length of 
admitting them, he was tpeaking the lan¬ 
guage not of inconfiderate rafhnefs and 
hafte, but of delibemte'con Adoration and 
refieClion, as would appear to their Lord- 

yi. f 
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fhips (torn a pailatge whkh he fliould read 
t(J them from the introduShn to the de¬ 
fence read by Mr. Huttings himfelf at thdi 
bar of the Houfe of Commons. In that 
paflagcy the prifoner ufed the following 
words; 

“ Of the difcouragement to tvhich I- 
** allude I lhall mention but two points^ 
and thefe it is incumbent on me to mcn- 
tion, becaule they relate to eftcfts 
“ which the juftice of this Hon. Houfe 
“ may, and 1 trull will, avert, The firft 
IS an obligation to my being at all 
** committed in my defence, fince, in lb 
** wide a field for dirculfion, it would lie 
inipofiible not to admit Ibme things, of 
which an advantage might be taken, 
“ to torn them into evidence againft my- 
** fclf} whereas anoiber might as well 
ule as I could, or btttt-r, the lame ma- 
“ teiials ol my defence, without involv- 
ingme in the lame conlcquences. But 
** I am lure that this Hon. Houle will 
yield me its proteflion againll the ca- 
vils of unwarranted inference; and if 
** the truth can tend to convifl me, J am 
contfHt to be MysHLF the channel to 
“ convey />.—The other objeftion lay in 
“ my own breall. It was not till Mon- 
“ d^ lull thafTt formed the veiblution, 
** and I knew not then whether I might 
not, in confequence, be laid under the 
obligation of preparing and completing 
“ in five days (and in elFc6l lb it has 
proved^ the refutation of charges 
which It has been the labour of my ac- 
cufer, armed with all the powers of 
“ Parliament, to compile during as many 
years of alinoll undillurbed leifure." 
Here then, Mr. Sheridan obferved, the 

f iril'oner had upon deliberation committed 
lis dctcnce to paper j and, after having 
had five days to confider whether he 
ihould prefent it or not, he afliially de¬ 
livered it hinilelf to the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons, as a defence founded in truths and 
ti iumphantly remarked upon it, that if 
truth could tend to convift him, he 
was willing to be himfelf the channel to 
convey it.i^^ 

But what was his language ‘now that 
he had had the advice of Counfel ? Nay, 
that there was not a word of truth in what 
he delivered to the Houfe of Commons as 
the truth $ that he had no knowledge of 
many of the fa^s, no recolle£lion of the 
circumllances ; that he had put bis nu~ 
taory in commijjjiont and appointed MelT. 
Middleton, Scott, Gilpin, &;c. the Cem- 
fttifftoners t nay; that he had alio put bis 
drfences into commiifion, to be exerciled 
by the fitme genUemeB. ** Th«<e> like 


« raw materials, the-raafter' workman 
dillrihutcs about him to all hands 
** awaiting-His words are to be fiixmg . 
** —arguments Tpun-j-palTages are to be 
** woven He puts his conlcience into 
departments—Major Scott, fays he, 

“ take care of my confiftency——Mr. 

“ Middleton, you have my memory in 
commiifion !—Provi me a financier, 

“ Mr. Shore.-Anlwer for me, Mr. 

** Holt (all journeymen, good enough 
*♦ for the Houle of Commons, though 
‘‘ not for your Lordlhips) :—Help, one 
and all, to bear me up under the barp 
** preflTure of my laurels, the burthen of 
“ my glory!—Refrelh, and fave me from 
“ the calentures of my Hate, from the 
“ peril of my own panegyric." ; 

“Thus could the prifoner fport with the • 
underllanding and feelings ot the Houfe, 
by alTciting that to be falfe and not en¬ 
titled to creilit this day, which, on a for¬ 
mer, he had declared to he thetnith itfelf, 
and the ground of his hope that it woulii 
procure tiiman acquittal, or, whatwould 
have been the fame thing to him, would 
prevent the Commons from cairying up 
the Impeachment againll him to their 
Lordlhips bar. Indeed from this avowal 
and difavowal of defences, and from the 
defence, different from ail the former, 
which had been delivered to their Lord- 
lliips, it vvculd feem as if Mr. Haftings. 
was of opinion, that any thing would do 
for the Houle of Commons.—Poflibly it . 
might turn out hereafter, that he enter-* 
tained a iimilar opinion with refpedl to 
their Lordlhips; lor it was not impro¬ 
bable but he might hereafter abandon 
the defence lie had delivered to them : he 
might lay, “ It was not made by me, 
“ but by my Counfel, and therefore I 
** hope your Lordlhips give no credit to 
“ it." But if he would abide by that 
his lall defence, he (Mi .Sheridan) would 
join ilUie with him upon it, and prove it 
to be in many places void of truth, and 
in almoll every part of it unfounded in 
aigument as well as fa£l. 

Having thus touched tipon tlie different 
defences made by the priloner, Mr, She¬ 
ridan next advened to the allegations in 
the fecond charge that had been fupported 
in evidence. He laid, that tlie Managers 
had proved the high birth and great rank 
of the Be^ms, or Princeffes of Oude ; 
they had alfo proved from the evidence of 
Sir Elijah Iinpey, Mr. Middleton, Mr. 
Goring, and others, how facred was the 
refidence of women in India. A threat, 
therefore, to force that refitience, and vio¬ 
late its purity by fending men armed into 
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■» fpedeS'-of - terturei tlie -erwrfty ef 
<«rjkiehcodUI«otl9ecMtceiredb]r tliafe who 
-wire aoacqiHUOtediwith the cuftomsand 
'notions of the iohshitants of Hmdoftan. 

'Aknowledce ofthe caftoins aud manners 
the Muilufamen of Tarkeyr^wwjd not 
cnnMe one to judge of thofe of Muflulmen 
-in India I In the former, ladies went 
.ahioad veiled, add though not fo free as 
.thofeinChrtftKin eountr-ies, dill they ww 
inot ibxlofely Ihut up as were the ladies 
^profcflingtlie fame leliglon in Hindodan. 
The confinement of the Turkifli ladies 
'Was in a great meafure to be alcribed to 
ihejealoufy of their huibauds) in Hin> 
jdoftan the ladies were confined, becaufe 
Ithey dmught it contrary to decorum that 
/perlbns of their fex Ihould be feen abroad: 
f-tlwy were not the vidims of jealoui^ in 
the men, on the contrary, their- fequeftra.. 
tion from the woild was voluntarj i they 
-liked retirement, bccaufe they thought it 
bed I'uited to the dignity of their-iex and 
.fituation: they were Unit up from liberty, 
it was:tirue,* but liberty, fo far from hav¬ 
ing any cltarms for them, was ibocjciflg 
'to their feelings; they were en/hrined ra¬ 
ther than immured ; they profeded a 
-greater ^ar//y of pious prcfudice than the 
-Mahomedan ladies of Eutopc and other 
.eotmirics, and more zeaJoully and reli- 
gipuily pca£liled a more Aofy fyttem of 
Such was their-lenie of de¬ 
licacy, that to them the fight of man was 
i^ilutioii; and the piety of the nation 
Kndered their refidence a fanBuery. 
What then would their Lordthips think 
of the tyranny of the man wlib could » 6 L 
in open defiance of tliole prejudices, which 
were Jio ioterwovsn with the very exift- 
ence of ladies in- that country, that tliey 
could not be reihov'ed but by death? 
Wliat, he faid, would their X-en^tips 
tiunk of the roan who could threaten to 
j>ro)ihatie and violate the fanfluary of the 
xiig^ft defeription of ladies in Oude, by 
faying that he would ftom it with his 
troops, and remove the inhabitants front 
(it by force ? 

1 ^. S^idan dwelt for ibme time with 
great fiieling on this point. He next ad¬ 
verted to the treaiitres in the Zenana, and 
the rdtitiDn in which the Bow Begum and 
the Nabob ftood to each otlier, and to 1 ^, 
iiaftiligs* He adduced various at;gu- 
tm»t» to .fltew, that thele treaft<K8 did not 
ibdoa^ to the (late, but -to the Begum t 
ahd nioft twppily ridiculed the memory of 
(Mr, Middl^n, (bat remembered fstfoi- 
^fBces$ hut fe^ot the that would 
Support them $ nay, fometimes reepem- 
that ovmwned tih£in«i«*w* 


Thua, he'XaiS, tint-tnuffiitaiBuft have bb. 
longed to and caofiN|uently were 

(,tbe uiherkanee of the Naiobt bccaulethat 
Prince had drawn for a large fum, which 
was to .he paid out of tbofe treafwres, but 
his draft was uot honoured-—And he 
liud, they cwildne/ be tiie property of the 
Begum-; for he remembered, that when 
the Nabob’s draft was retuitted without 
having been honoured, the Begum drew 
for the fame fum, upon the famcfreafiues, 
and the trfonev was inftantly paid. 

Mr. Sheridan (hewed nfxt, that tneiu 
vras very good ground for preluming that 
the trealures poueflechby ilw Begum wem 
the pronerty of that Princefs; (lie had en¬ 
deared nerietf to-hcrhulband, the late Na¬ 
bob, by fi}png to him in the moment of 
bis difirefs/^after bis defeat at Buxar, and 
carrying with her to his relief the jewels 
with which in happier days bis fondnefs 
for her bad enriched her: U])on thele (he 
railtil him a large fuppiy. When the po- 
litical generofity of this country rotlored 
him anerwards to his tiirone, bis grati- 
tude to his wife knew no fa^nds: her 
afcendency over him was fuch, that (he 
prevailed upon him -to appoint his fon 
iy her. his iuccefibr. 

The prefent Nabob, *d.. had app^^ir'd 
from a palla^ in a letter written by Mr. 
Haftiiigj to him, and fince proved in evi. 
dence, owed to her not only his birth and 
fucceflion to tlie crown, but al(b the pre- 
fervauon of his 1 fe ; for one day his la¬ 
vage father, in a i age attempting- to cut him 
down with his fey meter, the Begum lulh- 
ed between her hulband and her fon and 
faved tlie latter, though with tiie lofs of 
(bme of her own blood; for (he was 
wounded by the blow that was not aimed 
at her. A fon fo befriended atul fo pre- 
lerved, Mr. Haftings bad arm-d againft 
fucb a mother—he invaded the tights of 
that Prince, that he might compel him to 
violate the laws of nature, by plundering 
his parent; and he nude him a flave. 
that lie might aftemards make bkn a 
monfler. Mr. Haftings was hound to be 
the proteBor of the Begum, inftead of her 
Mundee^ i for her hulband, on his death¬ 
bed, becjbeatlied her to his friendihip, and 
Mr. Haftings liad always called timt huf- 
band bis brother —no confideration 
could tMlto tikn difeharge die duties of 
any obli^atimi tiiat could ft^ bounds to 
hiorr^iaettp. 

. Tl^e of 'Mr. Briftow in 

t77$f in (he diftiMitve between the Be- 
gumKaojd the 4n conference of 

she chtim of ||i was the .next 
Igodnd''^ ohTervations. 
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BiriflMvrIiadIt in a coiwwfar oa-bytwo^Mn/tfA^Wandfitnfiylopptcfll^'. 
tiu» wUb tha fupcsrioe^ or elder Begtuny by a» affidavit! 

thrown oat an infinuatioa, that the trea- Mr. ^evidaa then advesfied to th« nc« 
fures wbkh Ak poflefiedwere the ts»iiu-e» ^gpti^na of Me* Mit^etow wttht (h«= 
of the ftate {-—and on this inAnuatioUt. in £^t>m» in lyyS* when the dilcontcitts of 
termed hy Mr. Btiftow bimfelf, had Mr. the fujierlor Begum wmild Itave indncnl 
Hattings founded aU bis arguments on her to leave the country^ tinlefe Iter an. 
that head, and-en which he lately ^peared thority was fanflioned;, and her property 
to place ib much reliance—The Begums- fecund W lire guarantiar of rhe Com-. 
at that time gave up to Albph ul pany.—Thte guaraotee the Cou»lel~-or^ 
T)awlah fums amounting to five hundred Mt;. HaAings,. Md thought it ueoefiary 
\nd fifty thoufand pounds.—Of this a- to deny, as Iwowing.that if the agreed 
^p^'t to be paid in ^cls, which, as mems with the elder'Begum were proved,, 
they confifted ofiarm8,eTephants, dec. the it would affix to Mr. Haff^s the guilt of 
Nabob alledged to be his property, and all the {ufticrings of the women of the 
rcfuled tu accept as payment. This oc- Khord Mahal, the revenues, for wliofie 
eafioned a difpute, whiclv was referred to lupport were iecured by the lame engage-' 
the Board ot Cakutta. Mr. Uallings| nicnt. In treating this part of the fiib- 
then vindicated the right of the Begums! jefl, the principal difficulty arofe from, 
to all tlie goods in tlte l^nana, and! the unceriain evjifcnce of Mr. Middk- 
brougbt over the majority of the Councill 10% who, though concerned in the nego- 
to bui opinion. The ideas then placed on * tiation of the treaties, could noe 
recoid lie had fince found it convenient to f recolle^l affixing his %natun; to three 
dilbwn, as belonging not to Itira, but to j .out of that number. Mr. Shej-irtan prov- 
tlie majority of the Council! _ , I however, front the evidence even of 

^ “ There are,” laid Mr. Sheridan, ** ini Mr. Middleton, that a ta’uty hod beea 
*' (his aflemblage, they who are perfi.-&| ligned in October 177S, wherein tli» 
in their ideas of law and juftice, and | rights of the elder Begum were fully re- 
who underftand tolerably well maj<f i cognized 1 a provifion fecured for tha 
rities and /mnmtiej ; but Itowlball I women and children of the late Viriec 
JwrttRlce this'li^clodlrine of Mr. ila^ in tiie IClnird Malial} and that thcA en^ 


tings i It is as if Mr. Burke, the gagemems had received the fuliefi fanc- 
J great leader ef the caujet Ihould fome tion of Mr. Hafiings. Thefis hStt wc« 
*' ten years hence revile the MoHagerJt confirinc-d by the evidence of Mi'. Piir- 
and commend Mr. Haftings I” *' Good ling, a gentleman, who, Mr. Shaadaa 
God!” might fay one of thofs Gentle- laid, bad delivered himlelf fairly, and sa 
men, “ it was w ho inftrgaied the en- having xh» foul fecrett to cone^. H« 
'* quiryi it wasj-^ who made me think bad tianfitutted copies of thele engage- 
as I did !” “ Aye j very traej’' might meni8ini78otoMr.HafiingsatCalcuttaj 
Mr. Burke reply, " but 1 was then in a tire anfwer returned was, that in an-ang- 
** minerityi 1 anv now in a majority\ ing the taxes on the other diffriBs, S« 
*' 1 have now left ray opintons heliind Ihould pal's over the jagbires of the B«. 
*'• me I and I am i» longer refpB»fibl«.’’ gums. No notice was then taken of any 
-The claims liowever, it was-obftrv- impropriety in the tranfaflions .in 177!^ 
able, of tlie Nabob, as to the treafiive of nor any notiro given of an iinended ro- 
the Begums, were at this time the only vocation of thole engagements, 
plea alledg^ for the feizure. The^ But in June 17 it,- when Gen. Cla* 
were always founded on a ^fiage of veritig and Col. Monfim were no moro^ 
that iCoroA which was perpetually quoted, and Mr. Francis had retumsd to £«t« 
.^but never proved.'*-*Not a word was.then rope, all the heard and arrear of col- 
tjaentioned of the fttange-rebellion which le^eil evil burft out without redraint, and 
wja afterwards conjured up, and of Mr. HaBings .dmcnnined on his journey 
^^ich tlMt exiftntce and the mtariety to the utoev provinces.—It was theti, 
rwere equally a iecFett*<—a di&lFt&ioa that, wiu^t adverting to iotetinediate 
which wasatks heigba at the very time trenfaflioas, he met with the Nabob 
when the Begame were dilpenfing their Afi^h ul Dqjjviah. at Cbunar, atui re- 
liberalUy to. the Nabob, am. cxi^ifing ceived from him the myiterious prefeat of 
^thc grtateft geneeofity to the Bnglifii of^ lo^eool. To form a proper idea of 
Beers in dSbteia!—a difttwhance, 41 this tranAtBion, it was only neceffiay so 
fliort, without'its pwrallel in. bifiory, confiderthenslpeflivefitaatioaofhiiDwbe 
which vraara^'!^ twn«i«aron‘‘!^<ro'rjM gavf,«iid<of him. wlio ret^ived this fntkat* 
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jli was not given by tbe Nabob from the 
fuperflux of his wealth,' nor in the ahtin. 
dhttce of his ettem for the man to whom 
it was given. It jjvaa, on the contrary, a 
]>rodigal bounty, drawn from a country 
ikpopuIated'->no matter whether by na¬ 
tural cauies, or by the grinding of op- 
pret&un. It was railed % an exaiUon, 
whicli took what calamity had /'pared, 
and rapine overlookedand purfued 
tho/e angry difpenfations of Providence, 
wheti a prophetic chaft'/’einent had been 
inflicted on a fatetl realnt.—Tbe lecrecy 
which had marked this tranfa<£tion was 
not the Ihiaileft proof of its criminality. 
'When Benarum Pundit had, a fhort 
time before, made a preient to the Com¬ 
pany of a lack of rupees, Mr. HalHngs, 
in his own language, deemed it “ worthy 
tile piaile of being recorded j” but in 
this initaiice, when ten times that fum 
was given, neither Mr. Middleton nor 
the Council were acquainted with the 
iranfafiion, until Mr. Haitings, four 
months after, ielt bimielf compelled to 
write an account to kngiand, and the in- 
teliigence returned thus circuitou/ly to his 
Aiends in India I It was peculiarly ob- 
feiaiable in this irani'aflion now mucli the 
dijireffes of the difterent parties were at 
variance. Mr. Haitings travels to the 
Nabob to fee, no doubt, and enquire into 
his dijlreffes, but immediately takes from 
him 100,000]. to be applied to the ne- 
ceilities of the diftrejfed Ball India Com¬ 
pany ; but on tarther delibei ation, thel'c 
conliderations vanidi; a third objeft 
ariies moie worthy than either of the 
former, and the money is taken from tlie 
one, and demanded from the other, to be 
applied to the ufe oI~ihe difir Jfed Mr. 
Uatfa'ngs. 

The money, it was alledged by Mr. 
Haftings, had been originally taken to 
dilcharge the arrear of the afmy. It had 
not long been appliui to that ufe, be- 
caufe it was received in bills on Gopal 
Dos, a rich banker at Benares, who was 
then kept a pnlbner by CheytSing.—^Ma. 
jor Scott being qut/tioned on the fubjed, 
declared the bills on Gopal Dos were as 
good as caih, for that though the prin¬ 
cipal of the huule was aprifoner, that 
circumitance made no difference what- 
IbevcT with the other partners. Thus 
Mr. Hallings was inconfi^ent with ttiin- 
felf, by akiedging an objeflion which 
'ihould have prevented his taking the mo¬ 
ney in the nrft inftance, for the purpofe 
•he bad ffated j and Major Scott contra- 
dicing Mr. Haitings, removed the objec- 
^'u>n,andreffored the huhneftto its original 


footing.- " — But through all thofe wincT 
i^s ot myftarious bypocrify, and of 
tincial concealment, it was eafy to marks 
the fenfe of hidden guilt. Mr. Haitings 
himlelf, being driven from every other 
bold', advanced the ftale plea of Slate 
JdeceJJity* But of this neceflity he had 
brought no proofs it was a neceiUty 
which liftened to wliifpers for the pur- 
poie of crimination, and dealt in rumour 
to prove its own cxiftence.—To a Ge- , 
neral leading the armityi of Btitain—to' 
an Admiral bearing her thunders oiser.the 
feas, the plea pf neceflity might be in¬ 
dulged, if the waqts of thofe were to be 
fnpplied whofe blood had lieen fpilt in tbe 
-fervicc of their country; but his ** State 
'* Necej^tft grand, magnanimous, and 
“ all commanding--—went hand in 
** hand with honour, if not with ufe—it 
** went forth with our arms, when the 
j ** Hero could plume himfclf, like the 
t‘‘ Imperial Eagle on h \9 neii, unaflaila- 
** ble!—and amidlt his fair fuccefles, 
** look down in iuftifled difdain on any 
“ malevolent challenge of minute eiroi*} 

“ his Fame as Arm as the Rocht which, 
** from his defence, all the enemy had 

battered in vain !” 

On thebufinefsof^Jie Ueatyof Chunar, 
which fucceeded thcaccejitanceof tliiTlft .*'C, 
Mr. Sheridan was equally perl'picnous and 
equally fevere. It was a proceeding, he 
oblerved, which, as it had its beginning in 
corruption, had its continuance in fraud, 
and its end in violence. The firlt propo- 
fitton of the N.ibob after his recent libera¬ 
lity, was, that the army fliuuld be removed, 
and all the Engli/lt recalled from his do¬ 
minions. The bribe which he had given 
was the obvious price of their removal. 
He felt the weight of their opprefliun 
he knew, to ^ak bis own language—. 
** that when the'Engli/h Itaid, they ilaid 
“ to afle for fometlung.’' Though their 
predeceflbrs had exhaulied the revenue }— 
though they had /haken the 11*66 until.no. ^ 
thing remained U|>on its Itaflefs branches, 
yet a new flight was on the wing to watch 
the fir/t buddings of its profperity, an^- 
to nip every promife of future lustf^ 
riance. » 

To this demand Mr. Haftings had pro ■ 
mifed to accede, and to recai every £n- ' 
glilhman from tbe province j but by an 
evafion which Mr. Middleton difcloiixl 
with ib much difliculiy to their JLord/hips 
on the lafl; day of his appearance, the* 
jfl-omife was virtually recalled. No or- 
ders were afterwards giveit for the efta- 
blifltment of Engiilbtnen in the {urovihee^ 
\iox recommendations oftheliuxieefl^ with 

Mr 



^ Mr> Middleton and the Vizier weiT Tent, 
and the practice continued.*—In the agree¬ 
ment rerpe^Iing the iffumption of the 
JagliireSy the Nairob had been duped by 
a nmilar deception. He had demandea 
and obtained leave to rcfunie thofe of 
'certain individuals : Mr. Haftings, how¬ 
ever, defeated the permilTion by making 
the order general; knowinec t'lat there 
were fome tavonrites of the Nabob whom 
he could by no means be brought to dif. 
pofTefs.—Such was the conduft of Mr. 
Haftings, not in tiic moment of cold or 
crafty policy, but in the hour of confi¬ 
dence and the cServeiccnce of his grati. 
tude for the favour he had juft received. 
Soaiing above every common feeling, he 
could deceive the man to whofe liberality 
he Hood indebted—even his gratitude was 
feriloui —and a danger ailually awaited 
on the return which he was to make to 
an t ffufion of generofity 1 

The tranfadions in which Sir Elijah 
Impey bore a /hare, and the tenor of his 
evidence, were the next objeids of Mr. 
Sheridan’s aniinadveiTion.——The late 
Chief Juftice of Bengal, he remarked, had 
repeatedly Hated, tlmt Mr. Haftings left 
Calcutta with /wo relburces in his view, 
—thole of Benares and ef Qude- It ap- 
ye aredy _ howev cci- from every circuni- 
tha11he latter rcibuice was never 
in his contemplation, until the infurrec- 
tions in Benares, terminating in the cap- 
t'uie of Bedjegur, hafd deftroyed all his 
hopes in that province. At that inftant, 
the mind of Mr. Haftings, fertile in rc. 
foiirces, fixed itfelf on the treafures cf 
the Begums, and Sir Elijah Impey was 
difputched to collefl materials for their 
crimination: “ But I have ever thought,” 
faid Mr. SJieridan, << the fele£Iion of fuch 
a perlbnage, for I'uch a purpufe, one of 
the greateft aggtavations of the guilt of 
Mr. Haftings.”—That he, the purity of 
whofe cliara£tcr fhould have influenced 
his condu6t, even in his moll domeftic 
retirements}—that he, who, if confult- 
ing the dignity of Britifh Juftice, fhould 
have remained as ftationary as his couit 
in Calcutta {—that fuch a man fhould be 
•called to travel 500 miles for the tranf- 
jiStion of fuch a bUllnefs, was a deviation 
'without a plea, and a degradation with¬ 
out example.—This, however, was in 
fome degree a queflion to be abftj'aSted 
for the confideration of thofe who adorned 
and iUuQiined the feats of Juftice in 
Britain, and the purity of whofe cha¬ 
racter precluded the neceffii^ of any fur¬ 
ther obfervatioDs on fo different a con¬ 
duct. 


With refpcCl to the rttanner in which 
Sir Elijah Imjtey had delivered his evi¬ 
dence, it required fome obfervation, tho* 
made without imputing to that gentle¬ 
man the fmalleft cjjlpability.———--Silf 
Elijah had admitted, that in giving his 
evidence he had never anfwered without 
looking equally to thC probability and 
the confequences of the taCt in queftion. 
Sometimes he had evetb admitted circum- 
fiances of which he had no reculIeClion 
beyond the mere probability that they bad 
taken place. By confulting in this man¬ 
ner what was probable^ and the contrary, 
he might certainly have corrected his 
memory at times, and Mr. Sheridan laid 
he would accept that mode of giving his 
teftimoiiy, provided that the inverw of 
the propofition might alfo have place, and 
that whereacircumftance was improbable^ 
a fiinilar degree of credit might be fub- 
traCled from the teftimony of the wit- 
nefs. F/w times in the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons, and twice in that Court, for in- 
llance, had Sir Elijah Impey borne tefti¬ 
mony, that a rebellion was raging at Fy- 
zabad at the tims of his journey .to 
Lucknow. Yet on the eighth examina¬ 
tion, he had contradicted all the former, 
and declared, that what he meant was. 
that the rebellion had been raging, ana 
tlie country was then in fome degree re- 
Itored to quiet.—The reafbns affigned fot 
the former errors were, that he had for¬ 
gotten a letter received from Mr. Haftings, 
iiironnirig him, that the rebellion was 
quelled, and that he had alfb forgotten 
his own propofition of travelling through 
Fyz^ad to Lucknow. With refpeCl to 
the letter, nothing could be faid, as it 
was not in evidence j but the other ob¬ 
fervation would fcai'cely be admitted, 
when it was recolleCted that in the Houfe 
of Commons, Sir £lijal){.Impey had de¬ 
clared that it was his propolal to travel 
through Fyzabad, which nad originally 
brought forth the infomation, that the 
way was obftruCted by the rebellion!— 
From this information Sir Elijah 
had gone by the way of lllyabad 
what was yet more lingular, was|^-^hae 
on his return he would again have re¬ 
turned by the way of Fyzabad, if he had 
not been again infoimed of the dangeci 
fo that had it not been for thefe friendly 
informations, the Chief Juftice wotilA 
have run pl|^mp into the very jbeas of 
the rebellion 1—There were two circuoi- 
ftances, vhowever, worthy of remarks—-- 
The was, that Sir Elijah Impey 
fhould,«wheo charged wiA fe dangerous 
a commiffioft as that of 'jnrectn-h^ evt- 
M ^ ' 
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to prove that the Stgumj had m'e- 
jhe eypuirinn. of tneir fon fmm 
•’'ilK; tkrojne, and of the Engitlh from Ben- 
‘ gsif twice intend to pafs through the city 
Idofttheir refidence. • 

** This gieiify Chief Juftice, faid Mr. 
.Sheridan, difregards burmcfs: He 
wants to fee the country! Like feme 
hikeefni fchool-bqy, he takes the prijn- 
• *< rofe pathi and amufes hiinfelf as he 
goess He thinks not that his eirand 
js on danger and death; and thaj: bis 
'' •* fpuriy^ of pUafure ends in loading others 
** with irons.” When at Lucknow, he ne¬ 
ver mentions the affidavits to the Nabob: 
No, he is too polite: He never talks of 
thfem to Mr. Haltings—out of politenefs 
too. AMnfier of Ceremonies in Jufticc! 
When examined at^the bar, he faid,—he 
imagines there muft have been a fwora in~ 
ferpretert from the looks of the manager. 
How 1 looked, Heaven knows, faid Mr. 
Sheridan, but fuch a phyfiognomift there 
is no ei'eaping.—He fees a fworn interpreter 
in my looks : He fees the manner of ta¬ 
king an oath in my looks ! He lees the 
Baloii and-the Ganges in my looks! As 
for himielf, he only looks at the tops and 
kottoms of affidavits 1 In feven years he 
tdkes care never to look at theie fwear- 
ings} and then goes home one night, and 
undote the whole; though when he has 
feen them. Sir Elijah feems to know iefs 
about them than wheti he has not. 

The fecond circumftance worthy of 
obfervation, was, that if a conclulion 
could be made from a cloud of c-rcum- 
fiances, the inference on this occafion 
would undoubtedly be, that Sir Elijah 
Inipey wasdiffiiaded by Mr.Haftings and 
Mr.A^dktonfrom palling by the way of 
Eyzabad, as well knowing, that if, as a 
friend to Mr. Haftings, he were to approach 
theBegums,he'wbuTd be convinced, by his 
rmptrah, that nothing could be more fo¬ 
reign from the truth than the idea of their 
Iwppofed difal&fVion—It was allb obferv- 
«.ble, that Sir Elijah Impey, at Lucknow, 
taking evidence in the face of day in fup- 
portiof this charge of retteUion againft 
the Begums, when converfing vvith tlve 
Nabob and his mlniher, heard not a 
Sngie word from either of a rebellion by 
whKh.it was propofed to dethrone the 
Nabob, and to change the government of 
his dominions t—And c<]ua^ unaccount- 
-able.it apptered, that Sir E^jah Impey, 
who had advifed the taking of thofe affi- 
^t^iPts'for the fafety of Mr. Haftings, had 
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never read them at the time, lor the pur* 
pofc of feeing whether they were luffi- 
cient for the purpofe, or the contrary 1— 
After fo long a relerve, however, and af¬ 
ter declaring on oath that he thought it 
unnecelTary, the next ftep taken by Sir 
Elijah Impey was to read the affidavits, 
as, however late, they might contribute 
fomething to his information. He had 
been led to this ftudy, by bis own allega¬ 
tion, from having been mifted by Mr. 
Sheridan, one of-the Managers on the 
part of the Commons, who by looking at 
a book which he held in his^ hand, hsd 
perfuaded him to declare that'a fworn in¬ 
terpreter was prefent on the receiving of 
tliofe affidavits.-that Major Davy was pre - 
fent tor that purpofe—and that whoever it 
vras, he was peifeSlly fatisfted with his 
conduA on the occanonj when it was 
a£liia]ly in evidence that no interpreter 
whatfoever was prefent.—Now, faidf Mr. 
Sheridan, how I, by merely looking 
into a book, could intimate the pre¬ 
fence of an inteipreter, could inculcate 
the affiftance of Major Davy, and could 
allb look the fatisfafVion conceived by 
Sir Elijah Impey, are queftlons which 
I believe that Gentleman alone is able 
to determine 1 

He fliould admit, hwnnsK^ 
that Sir Elijah Impey had not ftriftly .-it-* 
tended to forms on the occafion of taking 
thofe affidavits; that he had merely di- 
refled the Bible to be given to theWJiifes, 
and the Koran to the Blacks, and had 
packed up in his wallet the returns of 
both without any further enquiry j or 
that he had glanced over them in India, 
having previoully cut off all communica¬ 
tion between his eye and his mindt fu that 
no confcioufnels was transferred from the 
former to the latter; and that he had 
read them in England, if poffible, with 
Icfs information t—however ftrange theie 
circumftances might be, he wouid admit- 
them all}—he vvould even admit, that 
the affidavits were legally and properly 
taken, and yet would prove that thole 
a.ffid3vits were not fumcient to fuftain 
any one point of ciiminality againft thofe j 
who ^ were' the fubjefts of the 'prefent ' 
charge. *^*1 

After fome bi ief obfervations on fome 
parts ol the affidavits, particularlyoq thofe 
of a native officer, who, as Mr. Sheridan 
obferved, gave a fpeeimen of platoon 
firing in his evidence, by giving three af¬ 
fidavits in one day * ; ii« concluded with 
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mlh " He bad fworn on«—th« i^aiii—and made nothing of it i then cotnes he, with 
ajoedber, and fwears a third^ time—and in company doc* better. Singh^banded he can do 
fncceds by platoon/•u/earing and volleys ^ oaths I** 


« ^ 
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»t>ferv*ing» tliat as it would tend vtry 
liiucH to abbreviate the difcuflion of the 
prefent charge^ to enter more largely into 
the tendency of thofe aiHdavits> he moufd 
therefore make a paufe for the prelenty 
and take the liberty of calling the atten¬ 
tion of their Lordihips more particularly 
to this point on an enfuing day* 

At half paft four o’clock the Court ad¬ 
journed to Friday next. 


Thirty-Third Day, 
Friday, Junk 6. 

The Court being feated at half paft 
twelve, after a Ihort paufe, Mr. Sheridan 
refumed his fpcech, by exprefling his fa- 
tisf<i 61 ion, that in the interval of the ad¬ 
journment, the remaining part of the evi- 
tlcncc, &c. had been printed and laid be¬ 
fore their Lordihips; as it was the wilh 
of the Managers that every document 
Ihould be before the Court at the time, fur 
the pui'pofc of determining with more ac¬ 
curacy whether they had or had not borne 
out the charges which they prcfented. 

' Recurring then to the affidavits taken 
by Sir Elijah Impey at Lucknow, they 
formed, he obferved, a material article in 
the defence of Mr. Haftings ; and on the 
deci fiOn o f their Lgrdffiit s refpefting the 
ol tlie^ allegations which they con¬ 
tained, a great part of this nueftion 
would finally depend. With relpeft to 
pne part of the charge made on the Be¬ 
gums—their having fhewn an uniform 
Ipirit of liollility to the Britifh Govern¬ 
ment—it had not only failed, but was abfo- 
luuly abandoned by the Counfel for the 
priibner, as not being fuppoited by a tictle 
of evidence. In deciding on the other 
parts of this charge—their having commit¬ 
ted .an overt-a 61 ; of rebellion—their having 
inflamed the Jaghirdars, and excited the 
diicontcnt:i in Oude—thtirLordfliips were 
to conlider the fituation in which Mr. Haf- 
tings ftood at the time thefe charges were 
made. Having failed in his attempt at 
Benares, his mind was entirely direffed to 
the trealures of the Begums. He knew 
. that fuch was the iituation into which he 
'^v’.d plunged the affairs of the Comj^any, 
.'tjtat he knew he could not addreis his 
■vr»al mafters, unlefs ipme treafure wa% 
' fonnd. He had therefore Itood forwairis 
as an accufer, wliere he was sUq to prefide 
as a judge}—and with much .eiotion 
Ihould that ju<^ be heard, who has ^ 
* patently a pront on the conviflabn, and an 
tntereft in the condemnation of tlie party 
to be tried. He would not from this infer, 
however, that the charge was mmnidlefsi 
hyt he would that umU tuHy prov¬ 


ed, it Ihould not meet with implicit credit 
It was obvious alfb that the attempt laid 
to have been made by the Begums to de-- 
throne the Nabob ayd extirpate the En-’ 
glilh, was in the higheft degree impro-' 
bable; but he would not inffir imn 
thence, that it was impoffible.—There iii 
in human nature a perverfe propenfity to, 
evil, which had fomethnes cauled the per¬ 
petration of bad afts without any obvious 
gratification refiilting to the perpetrator. 
All be Ihould claim, therefore, was, that 
the acciifations brought by Mr. Haftings 
agaiiift the Begums, mould undergo a can¬ 
did examination, and that probable evi¬ 
dence, at Icaft, fliould be brought to die' 
fupport of charges in themfelves impro¬ 
bable. 

Mr. H.iftings in his defence bad com* 
plained, that his profecutor had attempted 
to blacken thefe affidavits as ra(h, irre¬ 
gular, and irrelevant! when they had 
been authenticated by the prefence of Sir 
Elijah Impey, and as he alfo obferved^^ 
being taken in an enquiry, direfted fole^ 
ly to eftablilh the guilt of Cheyt Sing, they 
were merely an acceflary evidence in the 
prefent cafe, and were therefore lefs liable 
to fufpicion. The reafoning in this laft 
inllance, Mr. Sheridan obferved, would 
undoubtedly be good { but that the a&' 
fertion that the enquiries were exclullvely 
dtrefted to the crimination of Cheyt Sing, 
h'ld been proved an abfolute falfehood, 
as they were really intended to juftlfy 
what was afterwards to be done. With 
refpe^ to the epithets beftowed on thofe 
affidavits by his Honourable Friend, the 
truth would heft appear from a review of 
their cantents.—-Mr. Sheridan then pre^ 
ceeded to remark on the affidavits feve-. 
rally, as far as they related to charges 
againft the Begums, Thofe of the 
Jemmadars, or native fubaltern officers, 
c nitained nothing, it appeared, but vagu^ ' 
rumour and improbable furmife. 

One deponent, that was a black offi¬ 
cer'in one of our regiments of Sepoy 
ftated, that having a confiderable num^c 
of people as hoftagea, in a fort where he ' 
cdiiin\anded, aiid who had been fent thi¬ 
ther by Colonel Hannay, the country 
people got round fort, aud demanded 
that they fliould be ilelivered up j but in- 
ftead of complying with their'requeft, he 
put almoft tvftnty of them to death ; lie 
afterwards threw down feme of the bai« 
tiements of the fort, and killed four mofe 
of the hoftages} and, on another day,, 
the hcade of 1^8 more were fti'ttck off, and 
among them tbe head of a great Rajah of 
the country, by order of Cofeoel Hannav^ 
Ma THU 



r people round about were enraged at 
. this executiont and crowded about the 
. fort} fome of diem were beard to iay 
.. the Begums hatf oftered a reward of 
.1.690 rupees for the head of evciy Euro* 
■^^aOf too for the head of cve^ Sepoy Of¬ 
ficer, and> lO for the head of a common 
Sepov.—But it appeared afterwards pret* 
ty Clearly that no fuch rewards had in 
reality been offered j for when Captain 
Gordfon’s detachment took the field, the 
' |(eople who funounded him told him, that 
if he would deliver up his arms and iiis 
' baggage, they would let him and his men 
continue their route unmoklled : fq little 
were they difpoLed to enrich themfelves 
by the (laughter of the Britifli forces, that 
when Captain Gordon's detachment was 
reduced by defertion to ten men, and 
when the (laughter or capture of them 
would have been of courfe a work of very 
Bttle di(Hcult)r, the country people remain, 
cd fatisfied with the difpcriion of the de> 
tachment, and then returned to their 
bomes, without attempting to attack tlie 
^Kxu- remains of that detachment, the ten 
.men who continued with Captain Gordon. 
Tlwt gentleman, in his affidavit,//r/ips/i-rf 
the Begums to have encouraged the coun. 
try people to rile, becaule when he arrived 
at-thc bank of tlie river Saunda Nutta, on 
the oppofile b.'nkof which (lands the town 
of Saunda, the Fowzdar, or Governor, 

. who commanded there for the Bow Re- 
^umt in whofe jaghite the town lay, did 
not inflantiy fend boats to carry him and 
his men over the river, and becaufe ;he 
Fowzdar pointed two or three guns acrois 
4 )e river. Now, admitting both thele fafls 
to be true, they could not affe^ the Be. 
gums j for it was the dutyof the Fowzdar 
to be on in's guard, and not to ]ct troops 
into his fmrt, until he knew for what pnr- 
pofe they appeal cd before it. In the next 
place, there was nothing in the affidavit 
which indicated that the guns were point, 
cd againft Captain Gordon and his men ; 
on the contrary, it was poffible that thele 
gpns had made that gentleman's puriuers 
difperle; for it was rather remarkable, 
that they (hould purfue him whilft he was 
in force’, and fhould give over the purfuit, 
when, by the defertion of Ins foldiers, his 
detachment was reduced to ten men. 
However, whatever might iuve been the 
eaufe of their difperfion, Ca^ain Gordon 
at ien^ got acrofs the river, and found 
Jumfelfin a place ofyiifciy, as Coon as he 
gotiuip a tpwn that was under the antho. 
rity oiflhe Begums, who caufed him to be 
j(^l|tjj|fi^arci8 under a protefling guard 
WAcl fiannayi Tina eircumftauce 


was fuppreffed in the affidavit madeafter- 
. wards oy Captain Gordon j for what puiw 
pofe it was not tor him to judge. 

Hyder Beg Cawn, the Miniltcr of the 
Nabob, though fweariiig both to rumour 
and to faft, could mention no particulars 
of an infurre. 5 tiun which was to have de. 
throned his Sovereign. Nor was the evi. 
dcnce of Col. Hannay and the other En. 
giifli Officers moi-e conclnfive t loud fiif. 
picions appeared to have been propagated 
at a time of general difturbance, and when 
the flames of war were raging, in the 
neighbouring province tf fieiiares. Mr. 
Middleton, though fwcarJbg after he had 
received his final orders Mr. Haf. 
tings relpcfting the feizure of the frea. 
(ures, could only fity, tliat he believed the 
Begums hid given coiinlcnance to there, 
bels, and, he had heard, feme aid. The 
whole of the depoliiions, Mr. Sheridan 
oblcived, were lb futile, that were they 
defended in an.inferior court of juftice, he 
was convinced he (hould be forbidden to 
reply, and told that he was combating with 
tliat w'hich was nothing ! 

With refpeif to the firft part of the 
charge, the rebellion of the Begums, he 
could find no trace of any fuch tranfaftioii. 

“ The heft antiqiKii in m. g .. 

faid Mr. Sheridan, ** would be, afterafl"* 
“ never tlie wiler!—Let him look where 
** he would, where can he find any vef- 
“ tige of battle, or a fingle blow ? In 
“ til s rebellion, there is no foldier, nei. 
“ thcr horfe nor foot: not a man i« 

'• known fighting i no office order fiir- 
“ vives, not an expiefs is to be fecn. 

“ This Great Rebellion, as notorious as 
“ our Forty-five, palUd away—unriatu- 
** ral, but not raging— beginning in so- 
** thing —and ending, no doubt, juft as it 
“ began! 

“ If rebellion, my Lords, can thus form 
unfeen, it is time for u? to look about 
“ us. What hitherto has beenrfra«a//V, 

*• may become hijluricaU Knightf- 
** bridge may at this moment beinveft- 
edi and all that is left us, nothing but 
“ the forlorn hope—of being dealt with . 
according to the ttatutc—by the found^. 
of the Riot —and ihc fight, jf U 

“ can be, of another Elijah !’* 

The Counfel had thought proper to 
dwell for a time on the Nabob’s going to 
Fyzabad, on his return from Chunar, at. 
tended by a guatvl of'aoflOinen. Mr. 
Middleton being alked, whfi^r thefe men 
were wcILappointed, though on another 
Mcalion he had declared nimfelf no mi¬ 
litary man, caught in the inftant a gleam 
of martial'memgrj/, and anfweredin the 

alSf- 
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affirmative. The contrary, however, was This Mr. Haftlngs would have to he a 
proved by the evidence of Capt. Edwards, trifling miftake of one capital for aoo. 
who attended the Nabob as his Aid-de* ther The lame Officer, nowever, had 
Camp, and alfu that .thofe troops w$re airodepored,ihatthe^roopswereof a Jiffe>' 
a£lu»ly mutinous for their pa^, who were rent delcription} thofe of the Begum being 
then taken to flop the progrels of difaffec- fwordfmen, and thofe in the fervice of the 
tion ! Yet he wouh! agree to all that the Rajah, matchlock men. The infe- 
Counlel required he would fiifftr the rence to be made therefore undoubtedly 
wliole 2oc>o men to enter full trot into the was, that the detachment did a^uaily 
city of Fyzabad — “ while Middleton come from Lucknow j not fent perhaps 
flood b^' out of his wits, with a gleam by the Nabob, but by Ibme of the Jaghir- 
** of martial memory, and while Sir Eli- dars, his favoarites, who had abundant 
** jah, like a man going to learn faffitons power for that purpofe, and whole aver. 
** in Prance, or freedom in England, lion to the Engtilh had always been avow. 
“ takes a fportive tour, as fmooth and ed. The name of Sadib Ally, his. half- 
well'beaten as 0/r/ Brcntfard 5” for brother, had been mentioned as being 
Captain Edwards had folly proved, that highly criminal in thefe tranfi£liuns 
it was merely the ufual ^unrd of the Na- but to the qneilion, why he was not pu. 
bob.—It would ifierctbie have been dif- nilheil ? Sir Elijah Iropey had given the 
refpe£lful to have gone with lei’s attend- bed anfwer at ilut bar, by mforming 
ance j he could have no motive for going their Lordlhips that Sadtb Ally was mi- 
incoS‘ unlefs he might have intended ferably poor! He had therefore found pro-' 
to make himi'elf a perfeft match for the tefclion in his poverty^ and fafety in his 
inl'urre£lion, which was alfo incog- or infolvtncj- Every common maxim of 
thought that a rebellion without waarmy, jusAging on fuch occafions was certain to 
would be moll picperly fubdued by a be overturned by Mr. Hadings.—It wito 
}*tince without a guard- generally Aippufcd tha: Uie needy vvire the 

Another luppoled prtjof of thedlfalFec- mod daring, and that necelTity was the 
tion of the Begums was brought, by al- ftronged Jlitnulus to innovation. But tlie 
ledgmgdja^oojj had been raifed Governor-General inveiiing this propofi- 

«<<!? ryzaoad, and fent to the alTidance of ti.m, had laid it down as an axiom—that 
Cheyt Sing, and this for no other reafon the anions of the f»oov were I'udiciently 
than a detachment of the fame numlier punifhed by contempt—that the guilt of 
was in the lid of the forces of that Rajah I an offender (hould mcrcalb in a prcciie 
This fngle circumdancc was taken as with his weihh—and that, in fne,^ 

full and complete evidence of the identity where there was no treufure, there could 
of thofe troops. It was no matter that undoubtedly be no trea/on ! 
the Officer fecond in command with Cl’.c)t Mr. Sheridan next read the letter of the 
Sing had fworn that the dctachiueni came Begum * to Mr. Hadings, complaining 
from Lucknow, and not from Fyzabad. of the fufpicions which had been fo un- 

* The letter was as followsThe diflurbances of Col. Haim.iy and Mr. Gordon 
** were made a pretence for feizing iny jaghire. The date of the matter is this~When 
Colonel Hannay was by Mr. Hadings ordered t» march to Benares during the troubles of 
** Cheyt Sing, tlie Colonel, -mho had plundered the whole country, was incapable of proceeding, 
** from the union oj tboujands of Zemindars,who hadfeiased this favourable opportunity ; they har- 
raffed Mr. Gordon near jenivard, and the 2^inii)dars of Chat place and Acberpore Op- 
**>pofed his match from thence, till he arrived near S.iunda. As the Saunda NutCa, from 
f* Its oveiflowtiigi was difficult to crofs without a boat, Mr. Gordon feat ro the Fowzdar to 
fupply him t be replied, the boats were all in the river) but would allUt him, according 
** to orden, as foon as poffible. Mr. Gordon's fituation would not admit of his waiting) 
f he forded Che Nutta upon his elephant, and was hofpitably received and encenained by the 
Fowzdar for fix days. In the mean time, a letter was received by me from CcL Hannay, 
*• defiriug me toefcort Mr. Gordon to Fyzabad. As my friendfhip for the Englifh wasal- 
*• ways fincere, 1 readily complied, and font fome companies of Nejeebs todfcuit Mr. Gor. 

don and all his effe£ls to Fyzabad; where, having provided for his entertainment. 1 ef- 
** feAbd his jun^ion with Culohel Hannay. The letters of thanks received from both thefe 
** gentlemen^ upon this occafion, are (Idl id my polft^ffion, copies of which 1 gave in charge to 
*' Major Gilpin, to be delivered to Mr. Middleton,' that he might forward them to the Go- 
« vernor-General. To be brief, thofo w 1 k > have loaded me with accufacions, are now clearly 
« eenvifled ^fulfehood. But is it not extraordinary, that, notwithllandiiig the juftnefs of my 
f* (aufo, nobi^y relievds my muforcunes! My prayers have been conilantty offered to Heaven 

for 
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, rai(c<J of 1\er eonctufl j and refer- 
^g^toCapt. Gordon, who could tettify 
l|Ot innocence. He alio read the ieiier of 
Gordon to the ^eguin thanking 
Ijtr for her interfercnce,.and acknowlcvig- 
i«it that he owed his life to her baunty. 
had been alked, with an air of foire 
!iuinpb, why Cant.Gordon was rail call¬ 
ed to that bar ? He had anfwered then as 
now, that he would not call on a man 
who, in his alKdavit, had lupprcHtd all 
mention cf this important traiil'a^lion. 
He traded, that if ever he faw him at that 
bar, he lliou'ld witnefs a contrite zeal to 
do away the elfc^fs of that lilence, and 
bebnid a penitential tear for the part he 
bad then taken. He hoped, however, for 
the honour of human naiun, that Capt. 
Gordon was then undei a dclufion—and 
that he was kd on by Mr. Middlcion, 
who was well informed of the budr.efs, to 
aflapart of which he did not know the 
confcqtienccs. Every feeling < f humanity i 
recoiled from (he tranlh^lioii taken in any 
point of vitw. It was ditlkult to 
iAginc that any man coiilu fay to a be- 
nVafior, '* The buath that I now draw, 
***ntxt to Heaven, I owe to you j—my 
exigence ^ is an em.’mation from your 
bounty—-I am indebted to you be) mid 
•* all pollibility of rclui n, ai d thtieforc, 

‘ —my grntilmfe Ihall be your tie- 
'* firuHim'’ 

The original letters on this occafion 
from Colonel liannay and Captain Gor¬ 
don to the Begum, had been tranfmittecl 


by her through Majpr Oilp'n t> Mr,. 
Middletoi., for the purpufe of being dievvii. 
to Mr. Haftingfc j but the leaves were torn 
frdin Mr. Middleton's letter-book in tlw 
place w^i-e they Ihoutd have appeared. 
When examined on this fubjc6I, he fatd, 
that he had depofited Perfian copies of 
thole letters In the office at Lucknow, 
but that he did not bring tranilaiior.s with 
him toCalcuttn—becauleht left Lucknow 
the veiyday after he Ir'dieceivcdtbe origi¬ 
nals. This txctife, Mr. Sheridan faid, he 
Ccuid bokl>y aflcit,was a Jlnl anddecidett 
ptyjujy ! It ‘ ou!d be ptaived, by cm le- 
lpondingdatcs.,ihat Middleton had rmived 
thole letter? at leaft a month befoi-e he left 
Lucknow. He depavtoel fixnn that city 
on the 17th ol Dclober, but mull liave le- 
ceived thole letttrs before the zoih of the 
precttling month. He w.is t hot fore well 
aware t.f rhe puiiiy of thole in whole op- 
picffion he W3.-5 ctigaged ; he knew that 
their attachment v\as fully proved, at the 
very time w'htii tlity wuc thaigtd with 
dilaff-ilion j but as their pimilhiucnt was 
prEdctvvn)intd, he, in cor.ciit with his 
piiiicipal, found it necellhry to I'uppr fs 
the tcltimonials of their innocence.— 
This mat’s t'f fiavd and cruelty, covtitd 
as it had I'ccn by evtiy aitwhiihthc vde 
agents could ckvilc, v'aa iBat. 

view, by tlie aid of that Ponei’ who catv 
given font's ntwe even to an injuiit 
<arm~ The injujc-l fuffticis, with 'teats 
nioic poweiful than argument, and with 
fighs more impreflivc than eloquence. 


** for your arrival; report has announced it, for which reafon 1 have t.-ikcn up the pen, and 
** requcfl you will not place implicit conAJence m my accufers, but weighing in the Icale of 
•* juftice thtir faiftb'jodi and my ifp^tfiaituidnSf you will exeit your ititiueiice in putting a 
f* period to the misfortunes with which 1 am overwhelmed.”——Here Mr. Sheriiian le- 
tnaiked, that the plain iind Ample language of truth g.ive to the reprefentations of the Begum 
ao Herculean foice,* her complaints were elo(|uence, her fopphcatiMis perfiiaAott, and her re-» 
monftrances conviAioti. 

* The letter w.as as follows Begum S.ub, of exalted dignity and geueroAty, Stc. whona- 

God preferve. 

** Aftef preleiiting the nfual compliments of fervitude, t;c. in the cudomary manner, my 
adtheis ispiefciited. 

** Your gracious letter, in anfwer to the petition of yonr fervant from Goon(|ah, exalted 
'* me. From the com,nK I became untpeak.'iWy imprclfcd with .the honour it confei red. 

May the Almighty protect ihaiioyal purity, and beltow happinefs, encrcafe of wsalth and 
** prof|>«rity. 

** Tbttutiftiye oj ywr }\tva»t i: rali.-cly owing to your favour and ^furvo/Vnrr, f>tC. 

In this evidence, Mr Sliendan fatd in exprehs terms. tliere appearvtl fl.il peijury !— 

•* enormity, if*it was fo, beyond all expeih'ition, made manifeil-by th.it Power, 

** CO wlii'.ie nod all creatines n^iB l.eiid—to wiii/in nothing, in the vthole fyAem of- 
f» (imught or aClion, if impciTible—wlio can iiicigorate the aim of infancy with a giant’* 
F‘ nerve—who can bring light out uf daikiiel;-, and »o<hV out of evil—can five the con* 
I* fines of hidden'niifchiel, and drag fortli e.'-ch iniiuttrr of guilt from amjdft bis deeds of 
darknefs and diAtfter—rir:uc'l.!iit, alas ! and imropentiog—to exemplify at leaft’, if not 
'» —and to qo.ilify any cafoal futrei ir.gs of innocence by ilia ftpjd d«K in of its oppofite—* 

I* OfeYer^toling coiiciUon? of God« to make fti^U the ebl.qftity of 



iVjpplicated their LprtJIhips jnftice, and 
called tor that retiibution wliich Ihould 
t. ke place on the detellcxl but unrepenting 
author of their wrongs ! « 

The benevolent interference of the Be- 
.gnin in favour of Capt. Gordon, had 
been afligned by Mr. Haftings in his de¬ 
fence, to her intelligence of the fuccefles of 
the Englifh at that ^'eriod,— That this al¬ 
legation was founded in maiiifcft filfe- 
hood, coiildVery cafily be proved.—The 
only I'ucccl's whicli the Brililh forces at 
that time met with, was that of Colonel 
Blair on the jd of Se}>tember, but where 
he himfelf.acknowledged that another vie 


nate Cheyt Sing i and when offen 
Heaven feemed to interfere, to cha, 
the meek dil\)ofition of the natives, 
aw.'ken their refciitments, and to infpi 
their "revenge! * 

The ftreond of the remaining parts 
the charge againft the Btgums, was thet 
having inflamed tlie Jqghirdars. It wau 
evident, however, even from the letters of 
Mr. Middleton liimfelf, that no fuch aid 
WHS wanted to awaken refentments, which 
mntt iinavcidahly have arifen from the 
nature of the bnnnefs.-—There were many 
powerful interetts concerned j—the Jag- 
hires which were depending were of a 


tory gained atiiich a lofs, would be equal vaft amount, and as their owners by the 
to a ilefeat.—The reports ipread around reliimption v.'0’ild be reduced at once t3 
the country at the lime were of the moft pcvcity and diftrefs, their own feelings 


unfavourable caft—that Mr. Haftir.gs had 
been llain at Benares, and that tlie En- 
|glith weie every where routed.—Thele 
f reports, it was to be remarked, were of 
infinitely more confequence to the prefent 
argument, than thefifls which really oc¬ 
curred; but if any doubt rem.'iuicd on t'lie 
mind of any man, it was only neccllary 
to recur to a never-failing eviilence, in 
that of Mr. Haftings againft himftlF.— 
In a letter to the Council, which was on 
record, Mr. Haftings acknowledged, that 
fro.P’rftl-'a^'dtpf A«guft to the isd of Srp. 

• teinber, which incluiled of couifc the time 
of Captain Gordon’s liberation, he liad 
been confined in a fituation of the utmoft 
hazard ; that his fafety during that tintc 
was extremely precarious ; and that the 
affairs of the Engliih were generally 
thought to be unfavourable in the ex 
treme I In his defence, however, thele ad- 
miffions were totally forgotten. Theie 
was alfo an obfervable inconfiftency in 
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were fuillcient to produce every effcil which 
had been defenbed. It was idle, there¬ 
fore, toaiciibc to the Begums, without a 
fliadow of pi cot, the iiifpiriiig of fenti- 
nienis which mull have exifted without 
their interference. «* I fliall not wat 
the time of the Court,” j'aid Mr. Sli 
ridan, ** on luch a lubied, but appeal 
“ your Lord/hips individually to detei 
“ mine, whetiK-r on a propofal bcinj 
“ made to cunufc.ue your feveial eftat 
—and the magnitude of the objefts are 
“ not very unequal—the interference of 
any twoLv.ies in this kingdom would 
be at all neceflniy to awaken your rc-*- 
“ fen'ments, and to roul'c you to onpoll- 
“ tion,” &c. 

The diitoments wl.ich prevailed in the? 
proyiiicc of Oude had been aifo, and wiihi 
iiinilarjufticc, attributed totbefe Princef-s 
fes, and formed the t/iin/ and lalt aiticli 
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of charge againft them. But the condu6lo 
theaflici.is rcfiding in that province, the 
repeated compl.tints from the natives, and 
the acknowledged rapacity of Col. Har- 


what was there alledged—that Colonel 
Hannay had written the Begum in the 

ttyle of Ibpplication—becaul'c,'>n the def- 11:13-, no dilHcnlty in tracing thofe di,'- 

perate fituation of affairs, he knew of no., contents to the Iburce where they had 

orit^inated. The Nabob himfelf was fo 
well convinced of the tyranny of Col. 
■Hannay, that on a propolition coming 
■from Mr. Haftings to fend him back into 
the province, the Nabob fwore by Maho¬ 
met, ** That it the Colonel was lent back, 
“ he would quit the province, and come 
“ loWlide with Mr. Haftings.'’ The Go¬ 
vernor-General Ibme time after fent an 
apology for the fuggeftion, but it was then 
too late—Cgl. Hannay was dead—atid 
the province was defbhate I 

“ Should a ftranger furvey the land foi - 
** merly Sujah Dowlah's,and feck the came 
“ of its cal-aniiiy—(liouhl he alk, wh:.t 
** monftrous madnels had ravaged thus, 
with widc'lpread war—ewhat delblat- 


other which he could adopt; and yet, in 
the fame fentence it wps avared, that the 
Begum had procmed the rcleafe of Capt. 
Gordon—from her knowledge of the 
profperous advances of our army!—It 
appeared, therefore, beyonil the poflibility 
‘ of a doubt, that thofe PrincelTes had de- 
’monftrated the firmnefs of their atfach- 
ment to the Bnglifli, not in the moment 
of fuccefs—not from the impulfe of fear, 
por from the profpeft of future protec¬ 
tion 5—but at a time when the hoard of 
\co)leAed vengeance was about to burft 
'^v*er our heads; when the meafure of 
European guilt in India appeared to be 
completely filled,by the oppreffions which 
had juft then been exercifed on the unlor- 
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fi3€~wbat difputcd fuc- 
j^eSion—wbat religious real — what 
gabled nionller has ftaiked abroad, and 
witi) malice and mortal enmity to man, 
' hart withered with the gripe of death 
^ erery growth of nattire and humanity 
«->aIl the.meansof delight, and each ori« 

S ina1,iuiiple, principle of bare cxiftenct ? 

c anAver will be, if any anfwer dare 
•be'given. No, SlasJ not one of theJe 
' things ! no delblating foreign Ibe !-— 

' no difputed fucceflion ! no religious 
* Itiperferviceablc real? This damp of 
* death is the meie cffiifion ot Brililh 
'amit)’—we link under the preflTure of 
their fupport—we wiithe under the 
gripe of their peitiferous alliance I 
** Thus they liifFtrcd—in barren an- 
■giiidi, and ineffectual bewailings. And, 
O audacious fallacy i—fays the de¬ 
fence of Mr. Haftmgs—What caufe 
was there for any incidental ills, but 
their own icliftance ? 

“ The caufe was nature in the firft- 
' bora principles of man. It grew with 
'his growth}'it ftrengthened with his 
* ftrength 1 It taught him to underitand j 
‘ it enabled him to fteJ. For wheie 
' there is human fate, can tlieic be a pc- 
‘ nury of human feeling ?—Wliere thcie 
‘ is injury, will there not be refentinent ? 
) —.Is not del'pnir to be followed by cou- 
* rage ? The God of Battles pervades 
' and penettates the inmoll: fpirituf man, 
•and roufing him tu Hiakc off the but. 
then that is grievous, and the yoke that 
' is galling, will reveal the law wj-itteii 
in his heart, and the duties and pri¬ 
vileges of his nature—the grand, uni- 
verlal compaft of man with man'.—■ 
That power is delegated in trull, for 
the good of all who obey it—That the 
rights of men niuft arm a^ainlt man’s 
opprelTion—lor that indiilei'encc weie 
treai'un to human Hate, and patience 
nothing lefs^ tlian blafphemy—againlt 
the laws winch govern the world !'* 
That this repreleniation was not ex- 
ggerated, would appear from ihedefcrip- 
on of Major Naylor, who had fucceeded 
!ul. Hannay, and who had previoufly 
ived him from the vengeance which the 
Ilembled Ryots or hufbandmen were about 
> take on their opprefl'or. The progrefs 
f extoition, it appeared, bad not been 
nifonn in that province:—it haiTabfo- 
itely incicafed as its relbuftes fail^, and 
t the labour of exaClion became more 
fikult, the price of that encreafed labour 
it! been charged as an additional tax on 
it wtetched inhabiuntsl—At length, 


even in their meek bofoms, where injury 
never before begot rejentment, nor tie- 
/pair aroufed to iourage» encreafed op- 
m-elHon had its due elfeCl. They aflem- 
tded round their opprelTor, and had nearly 
made him their facrifee. So deeply were 
they imprefl'ed with the fenlb of their 
wrongs, that they would not accept’ of 
even life from thofe who had refeued 
Col. Hannay! Theyprefentedthemlelves 
to the Iwords of the foldiery, and as they 
lay bleeding on the banks of their facred 
111 earn, they comforted themfelves with 
the ghaftly hope, that their blood would 
not (iefeend into the foil, but that it would 
afeend to the view of the GskI of Nature, 
and theie claim a retribution for their 
wrongs !—01 a people thus injured, and 
thus feeling, it was an audacious fallacy 
to attribute the conduCl to any external 
impull'e.—That God, who gave tliem the 
form of matti implanted alio the wiHi to 
vindicate the rights of man. Though 
fimple in their manners, they were not'fc 
uninformed as not to know—that Powei i; 
in every date a trull i-cpolcd for the genera 
good} andthatthe trull being once abufed. 
flioultl of courle be inllantiy refumed. 

Though the innocence of the Begums, 
Mr. Slieridan continued, was thuspiovcd 
beyond a polTibility ut^o^)J^^.J;Q^idnol 
but be allowed tliat he argued tan lyTTl 
he did not immediately infer, from that 
proof, the guilt of Mr. Hallings. H« 
would go fo far as to admit, that Mr, 
Hallings might have been deluded by his 
accomplices, and have been peri'uaded in¬ 
to a convi£lion of a criminality which did 
not exiit. If that were proved, he would 
readily agree to acquit the priibner of the 
prefent charge. But if, on the contrary, 
there appeared, in his fublequent condu^, 
fuch a concealment as denoted the fiiUeil 
confeiouihefs of guilt} if all his nan a- 
tions of the bufinefs were marked wit! 
inconfiilency and contradiflion, that mind 
mull be inacceflible to convtflion, which 
could entertain a doubt of his criminality 
. —From the month of September, in which 
the leiziire of the treafures took place, un¬ 
til the January following, had Mr.' HaT- 
tings wholly concealed the tranfa£Koi1 
from the Council at Calcutta! If anj 
thing could be more lingular than thit 
concealment, it wasthttreamns by which i 
was afterwards attempted to be juftified, 
Mr. Haftings firft pleaded ammnl of/«. 
fure- He was writing to the Council at 
a time when he complained of an abfolutc 
iiiadlion :—he hound time to narrate foiiM 
pretty Eahtein tales, refpefling the at- 

tachmen 
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tachtllkent of the Sepoys to their can^ 
M9n^ and their drefling them with flowers 
on particular occafions—but of a rebat> 
lion which convuilcd an empire—of the 
feizure of the treafures to fuch an amount^ 
he* could not And leifure to lay one fyl* 
lablei until he had leciir^ an exctiie for 
his condu£l in the pofleflioi^^uf the mo¬ 
ney.—The fecond excufe wa% • that alt 
communication was cut off witlf Fyzabad; 
and this was alledged at the time when 
letters were pafling daily between him and 
Mr. Middleton, and when Sir Elijah Im- 
pey had pronounced the road to be as free 
from interruption as that between Lon¬ 
don and Brentford.—The third excufe 
was, that Mi. Middleton had taken with 
him on his departure from Chunar all the 
original papers which it was ncceflfary for 
Mr. Haftings to confult 1—That the ori¬ 
ginal papers had not been removed was 
evident, however, from Mr. Haftings 
fending a copy of the treaty of Chunar to 
Mr. Middleton, on the fourth day after 
the Refident's departure; though it ap¬ 
peared that it was reinclofed at a proper 
time to Mr. Haftings, to be fhewn to the 
Council. A copy of the fame had been 
fliewnto.tbe Oriental Grotius, Sir Elijah 
Impe^ ,*'T;hTeh lie confeiTed his having 
read at the time when he declared his ig¬ 
norance of the guarantee granted co the 
Princefles of Oude! Looking to the ab- 
fitrdiiy of realbns fuch as thefe afligned 
in defence of a fllence fo criminal; Mr. 
Sheridan declared, that he would lay 
afide every other aigumcnt — that he 
would not dwell on any other topic of 
guilt, if the Counfel fur Mr. Haftings 
would but join ifllie on this point, 
and prove, to the fattsfa£lion of the 
Court, that any of thefe excuies were in 
the finalleft degree fuffleient for the pur* 
pofe for which they were afligned. 

Amidft the other artifices of conceal¬ 
ment, was a letter from Col. Hannay, 
dated Oflober 17,1781, which Mr. She¬ 
ridan proved beyond difpute 'could not 
have been written at the time, but was 
fabricated at a fubiequent period, as it 
contained a mention of fa6V$, which conld 
'by no poflibility have been known to 
Col. Hannay at the time when it was 
pretended, to hav^ been written. What- 
ever elfe could be done for the pnrpofe of 
concealment wasflone in that mixture of 
canting and myftery, of rhaptbdy and 
enigma—** Mr-Haftings* Narrative of his 
Jburney to Benai'es.”—He there fet out 
with a Ibiemn appeal to Heaven for the 
truth of his averments^ and a drclaratioh 
of the fame purport to Mr. Wheeler: The 
i'ihth,' however, thus pledged, was broken 


both to God and man, for it was 
in evidence; that net' Angle tranlhiB&e^ 
had occuned as it was (here jf^ted I ' 
The queftion vvdhld undt^btedW o 4 f 
cur to every perfon who had attended v 
thefe procewmgs—“ Why Mr. Ha%tnj* 

' ** had ufed all thefe efforts to vi^t. t , 

** whole of this bqfinefs in myffeijl" 
—It was not ftn 61 iy incutnBem oii him 
to anfwer the queftion, yet he would rev 
ply, that Mr. Haftings had obvibufly % 
ttooeiy reafon for the concealment.—He 
had looked to the natural hiStSt of ftrong 
injuries on the human mind; as in the 
cafe of Cbeyt Sing, he thought that op^ 
preflion niuft beget refifiance; and tni; 
efforts which mi^t be made by the Be*' 
gums in their own defence, thbugh really 
the he was determined to reprefent 
as the caufe of his proceedings.—Even 
when difapuoir.ted in thofe aims by the 
natural meeknefs and fubiniflion of thofe 
with whom he was to a6l, he could hot 
abandon the idea,—and accordingly . 
his letter to the Directors, of JanuaryW 
178Z, had reprefented the fobfequm ' 
difturbances in Oude, as the poAtive 
caufe of the violent meafures which he 
had adopted —itvo months before thofe 
difturbances had cxiftencel—He there 
congratulates his mafters on the ferzure 
of thofe treafures which, by the law df 
Mahomer, he aflures them were the pro* . 
party of Albph ul Dowlah. Thus the per* 
turbed fpirit of the Mahometan law, ac*' 
cording to Mr. Haftings* idea, ftill ho* ' 
vered round thofe treafures^ and envied 
them to every ^fleflbr, until it at length ' 
faw them fafe^ lodged within ihtjane^ 
tuary of the Britifh Treafury f—fn the 
lame fpirit of piety, Mr. Haftings bad af* 
Aired the Houle of Commons, that (he 
inhabitants of AGa believed that iottae 
iiiifeen power interfered, and condu£led ' 
all his purAiits to their deftined end— 
That Piovidence, howevinr, which ^ut 
I condu£lcd the efforts of Mr. Haftings, 
was not the Providence to which others 
profefs themfelves indebted; which in¬ 
terferes in the caufe of virtue, and in* 
feniibly leads guilt towards its ptinifli- 
ment; it was not, in Ane, that Provi¬ 
dence 

y* ^'boji voerks art fpodntftt and vob^e ways 
\ are 

The unfeen power which prote^ied Mr- 
Haftings, opd’ated by l&vding others in* 
to crimiiislityi which, as it .rei^6t* 
ed the QOVCVttONQsneral, siras h«ghiy , 
fortunate in its effbfts.—If the Bajah, 
Nunducotnar brings a charge againft 
Huttings, Providence fu orders it, that 
N the 
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i^i^h Ixas committed a forgery fome 
^;l^9C^ which» with (om^ friendly 
i^lfj fnwea a fufficrent rcafon to re- 
‘y .tmt’ipf tf B ^ay fi» troabUfome an 
■^ ;ntaafn» .->^rf the Comjpany's af- 
deranged through the want of 
yi Pr^yidence ordains it fo that the 
dsf . though unconfrkifhi fall into 
^lon, aud givtf Mr. Haftings an 
.ttirnty of fcizing on their treafures» 
a. the Atecefles of Mr. Haftings de- 
THot on any pofitive merit in him- 
*4 it was to the infpirsd fr!c<nks, the 
^Veox.born erimrsy and the provioential 
ddfoms of others that he was indebted 
j^aeh fuccefs, and for the whole tenor 

,Jt*raoA'^u»lonbtedly bear a ftrange 
mearancei that a ntan of reputed abl- 
wihould, even when afting wrongly, 
avehad lecourfe to fo many bungling 
rtifices, and fpread fo thin a veil over 
t% deceptions. But thofe who teftified 
OK furprifc at this circumftance, muft 
-1 attMded but little to the demeanor 
Ip. fi^Qgs. Through the whole 
fejed his coiiduft, he feemed to have 
,_KVed tp. one general rule—to keep as 
as poffible off the which he 
^ to relate!—Obferving this maxim, 
ii^ pi^ly Audy was to lay a foundation 
and as ornamented as pol- 
^ i then by a fupsradded mafs of fal- 
a^s, Ae fuperftruaure was foon com¬ 
pete, though by fome radical defeft it 
lever l^ted to tumble on his own head; 
fifing from thofe ruins, however, be was 
[i»n found rming a firailar edifice, 
but with alike e&a.—Delighting in dif¬ 
ficulties, he difilained the j^ain and fe- 
5^1* fbundatian of truth; he toyed, on 
the contrary, to hut Id on a precipicet And, 
in encamp on a «/»«“»—-Inuj-ed to falls, 
se felt not the danger, and frequent dc- 
had given him a hardiliood, witli- 
at}t itnprewng a fenfe of the difgrace. 

It had been a maxim once as much 
admitted in die prafHce of common life, 
aaih the fchool of philtfophy, that where 
licaveii was incline to deftroy the vice, 
it hfigtm hy debaling the intellcft. This 
ido was carried ftill farther by the Right 
Hon. Gentleman, Mr. Burke, who open¬ 
ed the piofecution, who declared that 
bfvdence and ^ce were things abfolutely 
Compatible i—that the vinous man 
■ " l^rived of his bcAena gies, and 
-‘ d in bU proportion of undwftand- 
lefe witi fuch a fliori-Cghted 
.,^p^etration, as could not come 
ie denominatipa of prudence-’— 
fitiineht' did honohr to the name 



of his Right Hon. Friend, ** to whom,’'' . 
faid Mr. Sheridan, ** I ItoW up with ho-^ 

« mage!—whofe genius is comraenfurate’^ 

“ to philanthropy—-whofe memory will ^ 
ftretch itftlf beyond the fleeting ob- ^ 

“ jefls of any little paitial IhulBiog— . 

through the whole wide range of hu- 
« man knowledge, and honourable afpi- | 

** ration aftfrhuroan good—as large as| 
the fyftem which forms life — ai^ 
lading as thofe objefts that adorn it.’’| 
But it was dill to be remembered, thatf 
there were other charafters befide a C*far; 
and a Cromwell, who, afling ^pn deter¬ 
minations inimical to virtue, and hoftile 
to the laws of fociety, had proceeded, if 
not with prudence^ yet with an all-com¬ 
manding/nMci/y, that was produaive of 
fimilar effetts, Thofe, Irowever, were 
ifolated cliaraaers, which left the vice 
that dared to follow either in a ftate of 
defpondent vaffalage, or involved it in 
deftruaion. Such was the prefent in- 
dunce of failure, and fuch it was always 
to be trufted would be that of every 
other who regarded fuch charaaers with 
an eye of emulation. Such was the perw- 
tual law of Nature, that virtue, whether | 
placed in a circle more contraaed or cu -1 
larged, moved with fvuKt CPUfen* 
its allotted orbit j—there was no diflb-| 
nance to jar, no afperity to divide}—and . 
that harmony which made its felicity, at j 
the feme time conftituted its proteaion. 
—Of vice, on the, contrary, the parts', 
were difunited, and each in barbarous ^ 
language clamoured for its pre-eminence. 1 
—It was a fccne where though one do¬ 
mineering palfion miglit have fway, the 
others ftiU prelTcd forward with their dif- 
Ibnant claimS|. and in the moro/ nuorldt 
effeas ftill awaiting on their caufes, the 
difeord of courfe eiifured the defeat. 

Mr. Sheridan revei’ied again to the 
fubjea of the claims made on the Prin¬ 
cess‘of Ou^—Whether thofe were firft . 
made by the Nabob, or fuggefted to him 
by his Sovereign, Mr. Baitings, though 
the Counfcl had labowcd much |o prove 
tlie former, appealed to hhn to carry very 
little difife^ence. If the feitutc vvas made 
as a con&ec»ion and punilhmWJt for fup- 
pofed guilt—then, w ever there was a 
crime which ought to paft “ unwhipped 
of juftice,” it was thatvyhere a.fon m^fl 
neceiferily be made the inftrument pf an 
infii^ion, by whicli he broke his .^ven^C 
of exiftence, andtdolsrted the condld^ Bjt, 
which he held his rank fociety. 

tlie contraiy, it was meant as a 
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havd redolie^led tTie gu&nuitec of the 
Company granted to the Begume $ unlefa 
it was meant to fay, that Mr. Halvings 
a£led in that as in other initances, and 
aifured them of his prote£iion;~^untit the 
aejy moment when it was wanted,—>lt 
>vas idle, however, to dwell on the con ■ 
dqft or free agency of a man who, it was 
notorious, had.no will of hit own. What 
Mr. Middleton aflerted at that bar, would 
fcarceiy be put in competition with a feries 
of dlabiiflied fa£ls; by which it appear¬ 
ed, that the N^hob had fubmitted to every 
indignity,* and yielded to every affnmp- 
tion,—It was an acknowledged faft, that 
he had even been brought to join in that 
paltiy artifice which Imd been termed the 
fubornation of letters. This pn ftice was 
carried to fuch a length, that he in the 
end complained, in a manner rather ludi¬ 
crous, tliat he was really tired of fending 
different icharaaers of Mr. Briftow, in 
purluance of the direAions lent to theKe- 
fident.—He had pronounced black white 
and white black fo often, that he really 
knew not what to fay} and therefore beg¬ 
ged that, once for all, the friends of Mr. 
Haflings might be confidered as his, and 
that their enemies might alfo be the feme. 
After, ..this it was fuperfluous to argue 
that the Nabob could dire£l his views to 
fu important an obje£I as the ieizing of 
the treafures,unlefs he had been impelled 
by Mr. Middleton, and authorize by 
Mr. Hafting$! 

At half paft four o’clock, Mr. Sheri¬ 
dan being apparently exhaufted, by a 
ipeech of four hours continuance, the 
Court adjourned. 

Thirty-Fourth Day. 

Tuesday, June jo. 

The Lord Chancellor not having had it 
in his power to attend the Court this day, 
Karl Bathurft preftded in his room, and 
took his feat upon the wooifeck. His 
Lordfhip having called upon the Commons 
to proceed, 

Mr. Sheridan rofe. He faid, that re¬ 
lying upon the attention. with which he 
was honoured the laft time he had the 
honour of addrefltng their Lordfhips, he 
would not recapitulate on this occafion 
what he had fRio on Friday,to Ihew that the 
Nabe^ of Oude had been reduced by Mr. 

to the degraded ftate of a de- 
prince, who had no wilt of his 
own, but wasobll^'topurfueany mea- 
fure which Mr. Haflings was pfeafed to 
dilate to hhn. The Coiiniel for the pri- 
foner had laboured to imprefs their Lord- 
foips with an idea, chat the Nabob was a 


Prince fbverei^Iy indqien^t, and ih ^ 
degree fubjefl to the controul of Mr* Hsli 
tings j but after the numberlefs 
that had been givtb of his being 
in the hands of the Governor. 
would be incumbent on the Counfi^ 
prove his independence bjf vCiy 
evidence indeed ( and he belkv^, thatfS 
the affair of the refiimprion of tlie'jag^l^ 
anf '*■’ "'bkure of the treafurcs in 
cur 1 iy would find it a very 
matlST'i*! execute fuch a tafle. Tire'ill»|r, 
Managers bad af{erted,.that the rhealh^ 
of feizing the treafures had originati^ 
with Mr. Haftittgs, and they had glv^l 
in evidence many (trong proofs in 
port of the afTertion } it would be 
bent theiefore on the Counfet to piove,| 
that the mealure had originated with 
Nabob; and of that they could not give^ 
a more fetisfaftory proof than the J^a^^ 
or infliument, in which it was origin^y^ 
propofed by him to Mr. Haftinjgs t bnt| 
as he believed no fuch propofitioh^vffe 
came from the Nabob, as an 
meafure, fo be took it for granted'j^^pm 
Counfel couid never produce any w 
paper from that Prince, containing 
fuch propofition, as coming immediately, 
from htmfeif. 


The feizure of the treafures and th<t 
jaghircs was the effefl of a dark conffi^ 
racy% in which no more than fix pennhs 
were conceined. Three of the confpira- 
tors were of a higher order—thCie were 
Mr. Hafiimg^Sj who might be conltderfd 
as the principal and leader in this bladk 
affair } Mr. Middleton, the En^ifh 
iident at Lucknow} and Sir Elijah Impey , 
—the three inferior or lubordinatc confpi* 
rators were, Hyder Beg Khan, the nomi¬ 
nal Minifler of the Nabob, but in reality 
the creature of Mr. Haflings) C^hel 
Hartnay, and Ali Ibrahim Khan, 

Sir Elijah Impey was intiufied by Mr.’ 
Haflings to carry Iris orders to Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton, and to concert with him the means 
of carrying them into execution. -' Aa 
this gendiman was a principal a6lor in 
this iniquitous affair, Mr. Sheridan 
thought it Would be necelfary to take no.* 
tice ot fome pitta of the evidence- which 
he had delivered upon oath at their Lord- 
fliips bar. 

When Sir Eljjah was afked, what be¬ 
came of tfle Peilian affidavits (fworn be¬ 
fore him^ after he had delivered them fo 
Mr. Haflings ?—*>be replied, that he really 
did not know. He was afked, if he had 
got them tranflated, or knew of theh 
having been I'ranflaied, or had any ton* 
vei'fetion with Mr* Haflings on the fhb-i 
Na J«£ 




‘p( fhe^davtti N^He»pUe<}» that be" 
wWtlung.at aUof their having been 
and thati.hehad no converfa- 
whMeyvr with 'Mt. Haftings on the 
Irdf the afi^avits after he had deli* 
them to him. .He was next ail^ed, 

,, he ^td not think it a little fingu. 
;that he flioold not have held any con. 
ion with the Gdvernor-General, on 
(je^l of fo much moment as <i'as that 
c.,'the affidavits he had taken ? His an- 
was, that he did not think it fingn- 
and his realbn for thinking it was 
«tas, that he left Cinmar the very 
ity after he delivered the affidavi? s to Mr. 
{laftings. From this anfwer their Lord- 
^^|hips might infer, that Sir Elijah, on 
^'^ttine Chunar, had left the Governor, 
^ijpener^ behind him : but Mr. Sheridan 
pfaidy he would prove that this was 
no means the cafe; for, from letters 
^|vHtten by Sir Elijah himfe f, and which 
y^d been read in evidence, it appeared, 
ptlut he arrived at Chunar the ift of De- 
p^mber i»8.i that he then began to lake 
^affidavits { that having compleated that 
he and Mr. Haftings left Chu- 
kjiar together, and let out on the road tu 


Mr. Haftings, and Perfian tranflatm**' 
had been read to their Lordffiips in evi. 
den.ee, from which it appeared, that he 


leacej 

had made an affidavit before ffir Elijah 
Impey himielf, at Buxar, on the lath of 
December, juft fix days after that gen. 
tleman and Mr. Haftings parted, the pur. 
port of which was, that the papers an. 
nexed to the affidavit were faithful tran. 
ilntions of the Perfian affidavits (alfo an. 
nexed) taken by Sir Elijah j the date (the 
-12th of Decembei) appeared no fewer 
than fx times in Major Davy's depofi. 

. tions, fb that thci% could not any niif- 
take in it; it was fwom before Sir Elijah, 
and it>a5 fgned by 'him ; and jret, that 
gentleman fi-id /ci/or/r, before their Lord- 
(hips, that he'had never heard of any 
Iranflation of tiiofe Perfian affidavits. 
Upon theie two circtimftances, Mr. She. 
ridan faid, he would makeonlyone remark, 
which had been uled by a very great man, 
“ "that no one could tell 'where to look 
for irutkt if it eould net be found on the 
Judgment Se<it, or kxoio Kubat to creditt 
if the ajfirmaliou of a Judge was not to 
be trufted'* 

Sir Elijah Iinpcy, as he had obferved 
before, was inti'ufted by Mr, Haftings to 
concert with Mr. Middleton the iseans of 
carrying into execution the orders of 
which Sir Elijah was the bearer from the 
Governur.General to the Kylident, T'hele 
oiders did not appear any where in wi i- 
ting ; but their Loixlfliips had been made 
acquainted with the puiport of them by 
the hioft fatisfaflory evidence: they 
therefore knew, that Mr. Middleton was, 
in obedience to them, to perfuade the 
Nabob to propofe, as fiom hiinfelf, tu 
Mr. Haftings, the feizure of tho Begums 
ti'eafnres.>>.Tbat this was the real fa^, 
would appear unqueftionable, from the 
g.eneral tenor of Middleton’s letters 
pn the fubjeS, and from Mr, Haftings’s 
own account of the buiinefs in his de¬ 
fence.-—The latter apjwared to be ex- 
trcmcly at a lofs how to aff about the 
treafuj’cs.—The (fuppofed) rebellion of 
the Begums made it extiaordinaty, that, 
at the moment when he was confifeating 
their eftates, he Ihould ttipulate, that ao 
annual allowance, coual to the produce 
of thofe eftates, Ihould be fecured tp tliem t 
he found himfelf embartalTed how to 
proceied aKb refpe^ing the tceafuresj fory 
pn Uie one hand, he did not wiffi to ap¬ 
pear t}ie principal mover in feizing them, 
and ye't lie did not hefi'tate to charge them 
with treafon and rebellion, for v^iich he 
might have feiztd them as forfeited to the 
flats. In titp lattjtr pafe, >t looked as if 

* • < < > • T • ,_ 



., .enares t and that, having been together 
•from the firft to the fixth of December, 
'<.$he former took leave of the latter, and 
|i|moceeded on his way to Calcutta.—— 
|Jifre Mr. Slieridan left their Lordlhips to 
^judge, bow far Sir Elijah Impey had or 
, Bail not attempted to impofe upon them, 
^.|vhen he faid, that his realbn for npt 
.Jthinking it lingular, that he ihould 
*^^t have had any converfaiion with Mr. 
,‘Hallitigs on the fubjefl of the affiilavits, 
; idler he had delivered them to that gen. 
' tlenian, was—//fra/ he left Chunar the wry 
next The inference was, thoxthfre- 
ffore he Could not have converfed witli 
liim; but now their Lordlhips luuft fee 
that fuch'an inference would be falfe, as 
‘Sir Elijah loft .Chupar in company with 
the Governor-General, and continued 
with* him till the 6th pf December. If, 
'^heni 'fhp anfwer made by Sir Elijah was 
lb worded, as to lead to a falfe iofe- 
^ritnee, it would be fqr their |.ordlhips to 
judge, wjietber thp whole of liU evi- 
^denn, bn thdt poipt, yvas of was nut 
'odculated to miflead and (deceive them. 

There was j^nptber pajt pf the fame 
j^ei^eman's' evidence, whiclK-he would 
^rbye was qot etiUtied to apy credit from 
^Ibeii; Lofdlhips.' ^ir Elijah had fiuor^, 

.t i|e knew nothing of thp Perfian affi- 
haying beep tranllated.' Now it lb 
d, that a letter from Major Wil- 
die confidential Seerttary pf 
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, feared to do what the treafon rf the . 
.OBegums would have juftified him in do- , 
ing. His embarraflinents on this occa> 
lionproved» that hewas confcious of tite 
injuitice of his pf^edings a^nft thofe 
C.|a<lies,-—If they were notorioufly in re- 
beilion, there could not be any gpround 
fur his being aihamed of appearing in the 
meafure of Iciztng their propwty: it was 
only the confcioufnefs of their innocence 
that could make him afraid of undertak¬ 
ing what would bring upon him the exe¬ 
cration of all ranks of people. -..In this 
perplexity, he defired Sir Elijah Iinpey 
would inftrufl; Mr. Middletoi^ to urge 
the Nabob to propofe, as from himfetf, 
the leizure of the treafuies. The un¬ 
happy Prince, without a will of his own, 

. conlented to make the pro)wfal, as an al¬ 
ternative for the refumptlon of the jaghires, 
a meafure to which he had the mod un¬ 
conquerable reluctance. Mr. Haftings, 
as it were to indulge the Nabob, agreed 
to the propofal, rejoicing at the lame time 
that his Icheme had proved lb far fuc- 
cefsful, as that this prapofal, coming 
fiom the Nabob, would, as he thought, 
free him (Mr, Haftings) from the odium 
of plundering the PiincelTcs. But the 
artifice was too Ihallow, and their Lord- 
Ihips were now able to trace the meafure 
to its fource. They were now apprized, 
from the evidence, that Mr. Haftings 
liad fu^gejled it to Sir Elijah impey, that 
he miglit fyggefi it to Mr. Middleton, 
that he might Jug^efi it to the Nabob, 
that his Highneis might fuggfji it to Mr. 
Haftings s and thus fuggejiion returned to 
the place from which it originally fet out. 
One llngle paftage from a letter, wrote 
by Mr. Middleton to Mr. Haftings, on 
]lhe zd of December 17 i, would make this 
point appear as clear as day. In this pal- 
iage Mr. Middleton informed the Gover- 
por-Genera', “ That the Nabob, wiftiing 
** to evade the meafure of refuining the 
jaghires, had lent him a inclllige to the 
f* following pun>ortThat if the 
meafure propoled was intended topra- 
cure tlie payment of the balance due 
y** to the Company, he could belter and 
more expeditioufly effeft that objeCl, 
** by taking fiom his mother the trea- 
fures of nis father, which lie afterted 
V to be in her hands, and to which he 
** claimed a right, founded in the laws 
** of the Koran; and. that it would be 
* f* ibfScieht that he (Mr. Haftings) 
would hint hit opinion v^on itr without 
f ‘ giving a fo* mat JdnBion to the mea» 
7! Sure propyfd* Mr. Middleton added, 
ITie r^um^tioa qf the jaghires it h 


** necfffarj to fufpehd, till I bamiglikt 
“ atifwer to this utter'' / 

Upon this letter, Mr. Sheridan Ikrd, 
he had iome oblia^ttons to make. In 
the firft place, it was clear, that thb^hi 
the Nabob had conlented to make the ^ 
fired propofal for lazing the treaftirw, it'' 
was only an alternative \ fot'it entered 
into the Nabob’s head both to fehtc the 
tieafures, and refume the jaghires r’ the 
former meafiue he wilhed to lubftitute'ln 
the room of the latter, and by no mean# 
to couple them together; but Mr. Haftinj^ 
was too nice a reafoner for the Prince-r-^ 
for he inlifted that one mbafure thould be 
carried into execution, becaule the Nabob 
had propofed it; and the01 her, becaule 
he himfelf determined upon it; and thus 
each party found his alternative adopted. 

Another remark upon - this letter was, 
that here the Nabob was ftill tau gh t to 
plead hi$ right to the treafures, as fblinded - 
upon ihc laws of the Koran; but pot a 
word was laid about the guarantee and- 
treaty^ that had baned or extinguiftied 
that right, whatever it might have been. 
But if all that Mr. Haftings would have 
the world believe was true, he had a 
much better claim, ngainft which the 
treaty and guaiaiuee could not be pliaded; 
and that was the treafon of the Begums, 
by which they had torfeited all their pro¬ 
perty to the liate, and eveiy claim upon 
the Englifti for prote£fion. But upon 
this right by forfeiture, the Nabob was 
filent; ne was a ftranger to rebellion, and 
to the treafon of hii, parents; and there-.... 
fore was reduced to the neceftity of re¬ 
viving u claim under the laws of the 
Koran, which the treaty and guarantee 
had for ever b-in-ed. 

The laft obfervation with which he 
.would trouble their Lordlhips, was upon 
the very reinarkible exprelHon contained in 
this letter—** That it would be fufiicient 
** to hint his ^Mr. Haftings) opinion upon 

//, without giving a formal fanciion 
** to the meafure propofed ^—Why this 
caution I If the Begums had been guilty 
of treafon, why Ihould be be fearful of 
declai'iiig to the world, that it was not 
the pradficc of the Englilh to prcie£l re¬ 
bellious fubjefls, and prevent their in¬ 
jured ibvereigns from proceedictg againft 
them accordillig to law ? That therefore 
he conlideted the treaty and guarantee, by 
' which the Begums held their property, as 
no longer binding upon the Eiiglilli go¬ 
vernment, who confequently could have no 
furtlier right to interfere between the Na- 
b,ob and ms rebellious parents, but ought 

to 
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to leave him at liberty to" mtnifh or for¬ 
give them as he fliooid ibink fit. But^ in* 
bolding this language, 'which 
' Jnanlincrs and confeious integrity would 
, have diflated, had he been convinced of 
the guilt of the Begums, Mr. Haihngs 
wiAied to derive alt pofiible advantage 
' ^tn aSive meafurea againft the Begums, 

, and, at the fame^t me, fo far to fave ap¬ 
pearances, as that he might be thought 
to he paffive in the affair. 

Mr. Sheridan rematked, that in ano¬ 
ther pafifageof the fame letter upon which 
he bad juli made ihefe obfervations, Mr. 
Middleton informed the Governor-Ge¬ 
neral, that he lent him at the fume lime a 
letter from (he Nabob on the (iihjc6l of 
leizing the treafurcs; but this letter had 
been liipprefied. Mr. Sheiidan called 
Upon the Ccunfel for the pi ifoner to pi o- 
duce it, and then it would fpeak for it- 
felfj or to account fatisfa6loi ily to tlieir 
Lordftiips for its not having been cnteied 
upon the Company's records. But tins, 
he faid, was not the only fupptefnon of 
which he had rcafon to complain ; tl'c 
affidavit of Goubls Roy, who lived at 
Fyzahad, the refidence ot the Begums, 
and who was known to be their enemy, 
was i’upprelTed. No perfon could be lo 
well iuformi.d of their guilt, if they ha«l 
been guilty, as Goulafs Roy, who lived 
upon the fpot wheie levies were faid to 
have been made for Cheyt Sing, by 
order of the Begums. Therefore, if his 
telHmony had not deilroycd tlie idea of a 
rebellion on the pan of (he Begums, there 
- was no doubt but it would have been 
careftilly pre/ei ved. The information of 
Mr. Sco-t had ailb bceitfupprefi'ed. That 
gentleman had lived unmoklled at Saun- 
da, where Sumplliire Khan commaiidcd 
for the Begums, and where he had cur- 
IU{1 on an extenfivc manufacture, with¬ 
out the leart hindrance from this (fup- 
wfed) difaffecled Governer Sumj.fliiie 
Khan.—Ml. Scott was at Saunda when 
Cfptain Gordon arrived there, and wlicij 
it was faitl ihat the Governor pointed the 
guns of the fort upon Captain Gordon's 
party. If this circumftance had leally 
pappened, Mr. Scott muft have heard of 
4t, as he was himielf at the time under 
the profeClion of thofe very guns. Why 
then was not the examination of this 
gentleman produced? Hiftelicved their 
Lordthips were latisfi.tl, that it it had 
/uppotted the allegations againll Sump- 
ibii-e Khanr^^t.would not have been fup. 
preiTed. > 

Mr, Sbt^idan faid, it was not clear to 
biro ib»t I'eLyi:^ a tool at Mr. Muidlv- 


ton was, Mr. Ilallings had thought pro¬ 
per to entruft him with every pan of hi* 
^intentions throughout the buhnefs ofnhc 
*Begums} he certainly miftrufted, or pre- 
tended to iniftnilt him in his ppcecdings J 
relative to the refumption of the Jag<v 
hires. When it began to be rumoured 
abroad, that terms lb favourable to the 
Nabob, as he obt lined in the treaty of 
Chunar, by which Mr. Hafiings content¬ 
ed to withdraw the temporury brigade, a 
and to remove the Englifh gentlemen 
from Oude, would never have been grant- 
tfd, if the Nabob liad not tyibed the par¬ 
ties conferneil in the negoctation, to be¬ 
tray the int. refi of the Company, Soon 
as thele ruu.ours reached the cars of Mr. 
Hafiings, he nccufcd Mr. Middleton and 
his adittint Rciidenr, Mr. Johnlbn, with 
having accepted bribes fix,m the Nabob. 
They both joined in the moft Iblcinn af- 
furar.ces of their innocence, and called 
God to witneis the truth of tlieir decla¬ 
rations. Mr. Halfings, after this, ap¬ 
peared latisfied \ poflibly the confeiouf- 
nets that he had in his own pocket the 
only bribe which had been given on the 
occaiion (the ico,ooo I.) might have made 
him the lefa earnclt in prolecuting any 
further enquiry into tltebufmeis. 

From a panage in a letter from Mr., 
Hafliiigs, it was clear he did not think 
proper to commit to all the or¬ 

ders that he willied Mi. Middleton lo 
execute; for tlieieMr. Ilallingsexpreifed 
his doubts of that perl'ou's “ finnnefs 
“ and activity, and, above all, of his 
“ RIXOLLECTIOM of his INSTRUC- 
“ TiONS, and ihtir importance; and 
“ faid, that if he (Mr. Middleton) 

** could not rely on his own power, and 
** the means he poflefled for performing 
“ thole fcrviccs, he would free him from . 
“ the c/utrge, and would proceed himfelf 
** to Lucknow, and would himfelf 
“ ilcrtake them.” 

Their I.ord(ltlps muft prefume that the 
injintclioiis alluded to muft have been 
•utrbal', forbad they been wri/Zoi, there 
was no danger of their having been foi'^ 
got. Htre Mr. Sheridan called upon the' 
Counfel to ftale what tbofe inftruflions 
were, which weie of to much 
which the Governor was greatly afraid 
Mr. Middleton would not recollef):, and 
which, neverthelcfs, he did not dare ta 
commit to wiiting, which would havb , 
been the moft ifte£Vual way to prevent 
him from forgetting them. 

To make their Lordfhips underftand 
fbme other expreffions .in the above j^af- 
iHge, Mr. Sheridan recalled to their roe*> 

nioryi! 
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»ory, thit it had appeared in the evi- for what was done o i that occafioa 9 lt ■ 
)fnce,^at Mr. Middleton had a (trong Fyz^had. 

-^|ea/n to tlte refiiniption of the jag- Here Mr. Sheridan was taken ilh and 
;esj which he tliought a fervice of fo Retired for a while, to try if in the frelb ak* 
clt danger, that^ he removed Mrs. he could recover, fo as that he might con* 


Cddletotfand her family when he was 
lirout to enter ujion it; for he expeftcd 
refiftante not only from the Begums, 
but from the Nabob’s own Auraeels, who 
knowing that the Nabob was a reiuftant 
mill umcnt in the hands of the Englilh, 
fhwght they would pleafe him by reliil- 
ing a ineaiure to which they knew he 
had given his authority againjl hh will: 
in a word, Mr. Middleton ex|K£tcil that 
the whole country, as one man, would rife 
againll him ; and therefore it was that he 
fufpended (he execution of the order of 
refnmption, until lie fltould find whether 
the ferzing of the ireafures, propofed as 
an alternative, would be accepted as 
fitc/i. Mr. Haliings prefled him to exe¬ 
cute the order for refuming thejaghires, 
and oftered to go hiniiclf upon that fer- 
. vice, if the other lltouhi decline it. Mr. 
Middleton, at lafl, having received a 
thundering letter fiom Mr. Haftings, by 
which he left him to act under “ a dread¬ 
ful refponlibility,” fet out for Fyrabad. 
For all the cruellies and b.irbarities that 
were executed there, tire Governor-Ge- 
^va! in his narrative faid, he did not hold 
Jiimfelf rerponlible, becaiile he had com¬ 
manded Mr. Middleton to be perfmally 
prefent during the whole of the tranfac 


elude all he had to fay upon the evidence 
on the lecond chaige.—Mrt Adam, in 
the mean time, read fome letters of Mr- 
Middleton.—Some time tffter, Mr. Fox 
informed their Lordihips, that Mr. She¬ 
ridan was much better, but that he felt 
he was not fufliciently fo, to be able to do 
juftice to the fubjeA he had in hand. The 
Mans^ers therefore hoped their Lmrd- 
fliips would be pleafed to appoint a future' 
day, on which Mr. Sheridan would finilh 
his obferv.'itions on the evidence. 

Upon this their Lordihips returned to 
their own Houfe, and adjourned the Court 
to Friday. 

Thirty-Fifth Day. 
Friday, June 13. 

At twelve o'Clock, the Lord Chan¬ 
cellor and the mover of the prefent 
Charge appeared in their refpeflive places* 
and both in a ftatc of recovered health. 

Mr. Sheridan began, by apologizing 
for the interruption which his indifpofi- 
tion had caufed on the former day. He 
alTured their Lordfliijis, in the ftrongeft 
terms, that nothing hut the iin]x>rtanceof 
the caufc, to which hs felt hiinfrlf totally 
unable to do jullice, could have made 
„ ,, , , him trefpafs on that indulgence which 

tton, until he fhould have completed the ©n other occafions he had fo amply ex- 
buiinefs of feizing the treafurcs, and peiienced. 

refuming thejagliircS.--But for what pur- He had then concluded, with fubmlt- 
pofe had he ordered Mr. Middleton to be ting to their Lordihips the whole of the 
prelent? He would aiifwer, by quoting correfpondence, as far as it could be ob- 

the orders verbatim. — “ You yourfelf - - - . 

“ mnli be pcrfanally pnfent —you mult 
not allow any negociation or forbear 


ance; but mull prolecute both fervices 
“ until the Begums are at the entire 


tained, between the principals and agents* 
in the nefarious plot carried on againft 
the Nabob Vizier, and the Beguma of 
Oude. Thefe letters were worthy the 
molt abflrafted attention of their Lord- 


y - ...... w, (lieu JulWIU- 

mercy of the N.ibob. —Thefe peremp- fltips, as containing not only a narrative 
tory orders, given under “ a drcadrul re. ©t that foul and unmanly confpiracy, bui 
fponfibility, ' were notilfued tor purpolcs alio a .Iph.I th- —.i. 


fponfibility,” were notilfued tor purpolcs 
oi hum unity, that the preienceof theKell. 
. dent might rellrain the violence of the 
f iWdiers, but that Mr. Middleton Ihould 
be a watch upon the Nabob, to fteel his 
heart againit the feelings of returning na- 


all’o a detail of the motives and ends foi 
which it was formed, and an expofltiot 
of the trick, the quibble, the prevarica' 
tion, and the untiuth with which it wai 
then acted, and now attempted to be de 
fended !—The queltion would undoubt 


jure in his blea t, and prevent thepoffi- ©diy i©gg,5,t correfpon 

biluy of hia relenting, or granting any .jence ever was produced by the partie 


terms to his mother and grandmother. 
This was the abominable purpofe for 
which Mr. Haftings had commanded him 
to be pielent in perfon; and, on account 
of his prefence tor fuch an ewd, Mr Haf¬ 
tings pleaded that he was not rdpunfible 


againft whom*lc was now adduced i 
evidence, and who had fo much reafe 
to difttuft the propriety of theicown con 
diift ?—To this the anfwer was, that 
was-owing to a mutual and providentii 
reientment winch h,:d btoken om bi 


twee 
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tween the parties, which was generally 
the cafe between peribns CDiictrncd in 
fitch tranAi^lioits. Mr. MuiJluton was 
thcenled, and i'cH as a galling triumph 
the coii(i>l*'nce repofed by the Governor- 
Qeneral in othor Agents.— Mi. Ballings 
was offended by the tari/y manficfs 
which marked the condufl of Middle- 
ton ; by the vffi'i ms lein.ir.ftrance* by 
the Agent—•thouj'h as knowing the in.-.n 
to whom tiny wer.. addreiled, they wi.te 
all grounded on im-tivts of policy, not 
of humanity ; and et expediency, which 
left jiiitice entirely out ol the quelfinn ■, 
but the great oftenlsbi'* ground of qn.u - 
rdl wa.s, that Middleton had dared to 
fpend /z'.-a days in ntguciation—though 
that delay bad preventid the general 
ma'facre of upwards of tzvo ihmtjand 

paf'jS’S ! -^'he real caufe, however, of 

this difference was a him bili.f on the 
p.art of Mr. Hallmgs, that Mr. Middle- 
ton had inverted their different iituatioiis, 
and kept the lion's J!:ure of plunder to 
bimfeU. There were undoubtedly fome 
circnmftances to jutlify this fiilpicion. 
At the time when Mr. Baitings had (iiil 
complained, the Nabob’s Tieafury was 
empty, and his troops ib mutinous fur 
llieir pay, as even to threaten his life ; 
yet in this moment of gratitude and 
cpulsnret Middleton intimated the Na¬ 
bob’s deiire to make Mr. Bailings a pie- 
Icnc of loojoool. That faciifice, how¬ 
ever, not being deemed luflicieif, Mr. 
Middleton was recalled, and Major Pal¬ 
mer was fent in his room, with inftruc- 
lions to tell the Nabob that luch a dona¬ 
tion was notio be attempted i thePiince, 
however, with an unfortunate want of 
recolteeiion, faid that “no fuch offer had 
ever been in his mind,”—Thus, it had 
always been confideied as the heighten¬ 
ing of a favor bellowed, that the receiver 
Ihould not know from what quarter it 
came; but it was relcrved for Mr. Mid- 
dletop to improve on this by fuch a de- 
licatirefinement, that the perfon giving 
fliould be totally ignorant of tl.c favor 
he conferred I 

But iiotwithftanding thefe little dif¬ 
ferences and lufptcioiis, Mr. Haftings 
and Mr. Middleton, on the return of the 
latter to Calcutta in Otlobcr 1781, con¬ 
tinued to live in the fame llyle of friendly 
tollufiony and fraudulent''}'amiliariiy as 
ever^ But when Mr. Briltow, not" an- 
Iwering the purpofes of Mr. Bailings, 
was accufed on tlie fuborned letters pro- 
cuied from the Nabob, one of which pro¬ 
nounced him the blacked character in 
exideim, while another, of tliefttme.datet 


fpoke of him as a very honed tyllow { 
Mr. Bailings thought it might appi-fl,', 
^ particular; and therefore, after their inty 
timary of fix montht, accuics Mi. Midi ; 
dleton alia befoic the Boaid .it Calcutta ij 
It was then thii in the rafli eagerntSi* 
whii.h diilingiiiflicd his purluit of every ' 
ohjefl, Mr. Halbngs had incantiouHy,^ 
bur happily for the prelnit purpofes of 
jiiilice, brough*. lonh thefe feent letters. 
If rnatteied i.ot what were the vie 
wliich induce J Mr. Bailings to bri 
that rh.i'gi.-; whetlier he had drawn up 
the acculation, or bbli’gcd Middleton 
with ina aid in framing a ^.e/enre ; the 
whole citJed in a rcp.inee, and a poeti¬ 
cal qnofuion from the Governor-Gene- 
raf. The only ciicnnillHnce material to 
the puipofes of Immanily, was the pro- 
duflion of indruments, by which tliofu 
who had violated every piinciple of jni- 
lice and benevolence, were to fee their 
guilt explained, and, it was to be hoped, 
to experience that punifinuenl which they 
deferved. 

To thofe private letters it was tl' it 
their Lordlhips were to 'niok. far what¬ 
ever elucidation of the fubieil could 
drawn fioin the panics comeined; wiit- 
ten in the nioinciiis'of confulcnc , they 
dcclaied the real motive and ohjtfl of 
each inealuie; the public letters v.rere 
only to be regarded as piccfs of guilt, 
wlunever they eihihlidied a cunriadir. 
tion. The Counfel for the Priloncr had 
chofen, as the iafeil ground, to rely on 
the public letters, wiitten lor the con¬ 
cealment of fraud and pnrpofe of decep¬ 
tion. They had, for i.illance, parti¬ 
cularly dwelt on a public letter hom 
Mr. Middleton, d.ued in December 
1781, which intimated Ibme particulars 
of fuppoled contumacy in the Begums, 
with a view to countenance the tranfac- 
tions which Ihortly after took place, and 
particularly the- lefiimpti m of the Jag- 
hires. But this letter both Sir £lij.di 
Impey and Mr. Middleton had admit¬ 
ted, in their examination at that bar, to 
be totally falle; though if it were in 
every point true, the apprehenlion of rc- 
lillance to a meafure could not by any 
means be made aground for the enforce¬ 
ment of that meainre in the hril inltance. 
The Counfel feemed difpleafed with Mr. 
Middleton for the anfwer, and therefore 
repeated the quellton. The witnefs, 
however, did not readily fall into theii 
humour) for he declared, that he did 
not recoliefl a particle of the letter; and 
though memory was undoubtedly not the 
forte of lAt. Middleton, he was not, per* 
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)iaj/, entirely Faulty on this occafion, as 
rV letter was certainly uF a later fAbri- 
c;itiony and perhaps not from Ins hand. 
3 'his letter, however, was alio in dire£l 
coniradiilion to every one oF the De. 
fences fet up by Mr. Hallings.—Ano¬ 
ther public letter, which had been 
equally dwelt on, Ipoke of the ** deter¬ 
mination of the Nabob” to icfuiTie the 
Jaghircs. It had appealed in evidence, 
that the Nabob could by no means be 
compelie'd- 4 o yield to their meafiiies— 
that it was not until Mr. Middleton • 
had actually ill'iied his own Ihtw,ivnns 
for the Colle6\ioit of the Rents, that ihe 
Nibob, rither than be brought to the 
ut nod date of degrad.ation, agreed to let 
tlic ineafiiie be bruiiglit iui'./ard on bis 
own art I The re ft dance of the Be- 
gums to that mcal'ure was noticed ii'i the 
lame letter, as an initance of female 
levity —as if their defence of the pro. 
peity alligned tor their liibfidence was to 
be made a repiosch; — or that they 
deferwcil a reproof lor /i 
by t.n!<.tt«ining' a feminine objection—to 
their 'oJaa^Jlarvcdl 

This icfidance to the meafure, which 
was exported, and the contbling daughter 
«n which M~, Hadings lelied, were look¬ 
ed to ia all thofe letters as a judidct tion 
ol the meafure itfelf. There was not 
the linalled mention of x)xq anterior le- 
hellion, which by prudent after-thoujr/it 
had been ib greatly inagnihed. There 
was not a fyliable of thofe dangerous 
machinations which were to have <le- 
throned the NaOub';—of thofe faiigui. 
nary mtidees by which the Englilh were 
to have been exiirpited—Not a uaiticle 
concerning thofe prartices was nictitiou- 
ed in any of Midtllcti n’s letters to Haf- 
tings, or in the dill more conddeiitial 
rommunication which he m.iiiUaiiied with 
-Sir Elijah Impey; though after the 
latter his letteis were cotuiniiaily poiU 
ing, even when the Chief Jiidii.e was 
travelling loniid the country in fearch of 
alEdavits. When on the aSih ol No¬ 
vember, he was bufied at Ijucknow on 
that lionoiirable bufinefs, and when three 
riays after he was found at Chuuar, at 
the diftaiice of 2O0 miles, prompting his 
indrumenis, and like Hamlet’s Ghoft ex¬ 
claiming—SWEAR 1”—his progiefs 
on that occafion was fo whinifically iud- 
deit, when contrafted with the grav ity of 
Jiis employ, that .an obferver would be 
tempted to quote again from the fame 
fccne,—“ Ha! Old Truepenny, canjl 
ihan mole fo faft i' the ground?'' —1-lere 
.liowevtr the ciaied>—Sur 


when Sir Elijah made his vilit 
now, “ to •whet tjie ahnoji bltmtl^ 
pofe'* of the Nabob, h.s langu.*!^ 
w'holly diftVrent from tiiat ^ tl>e;| 

—it would have bei.'n muc 
purpofe to have faid, . 

“ Taint not thy blind, no, 
contrive 

Againd ihy MOTHER aug .. 

On fbe fubjfcrt of tliofe Affidavit 
wouUI only make another tingle 1 
:V3t.oa. —Sir Elijah Impey Ind deni 
ncqiiainrance with their contents, t] 
he had been artu.illy accompani 
Ibixar by Maj.'r Davy, who there 
tl ted rhtin from the Perfian, for 1 
of Mr. Hafliu "S I—T'liere vwas air 
them, an Affidivit taken in Er 
fiom a Native at Btixar, but whic 
til d explained to the deponent by ] 

Davy in the prefcnce of S r El jah Ii 
—Ilow far tlnvcfoie ti e afleiiion < 

Chief J'Hlice was piaufible, and ho 
this fart was confident with that 
tion, he Ihoutd leave it to their Lor 
to determine. 

It was in ftime degree oblervahlt 
not one of the private letters ol 
Hadings had been produced at any ti 
—Even Middleton, when all confidt^x^ 
was broken between them, by the pl^ 
durtioii of his private contfp mdence ^ 
Calcutta, either feeling for his own fafet| 
or funk under the falcinating influei 
of his tnader, did not dare attempt a t 
taliationl—The letters of Mio-llet^ 
however, were fulficient to .prove' 
fiiuation of the Naboh^ when prtffed'1 
the mc.ifuie of refuming the Jaghires, 
wIiilIi he had been repre/ented as artilf^ 
wholly liuin liimfelf.—He was there di^ 
Iciibed as lod in fullen melanchol^-^ 
wiih Lriiiigs agitated beyond expreilioi^ 
and with every mark of agonized fenlin 
biiity. To fiich a degree was this appal 
rent, that even Middleton was moved tq 
inteiferc for a temporary refpite, in whicti 
he might be more rcconctisd to the mbw 
fure. “ 1 am fully of opinion;'* faid 
** that the defpair of the Na.b( b mud 
impel him to violence ; 1 know alfo that 
the violence mull be fatal to himiEf-^ 
but yet J^think, that with his prefent 
ieeliiigs, he will difregard all conJequeh- 
C£3,”—Mr. Jobnfon alfo, the Afiidanj^ 
Refident, wrote at the fame time to Mn 
Haftings to aver to him that the meafure 
was dangerous, that it would requirtfOa 
total R(;forin of the ColIe^ifif»n, whi^ 
could not be made without a 
vKo'^his was JulUcel this 
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l^manityt Mr. UafKngs enfures to 
of the Company in the ttrongeft 
i^rtheir Prorptrii/aiid liis Protec- 
*'• -the former he lecures by fending 
•t«^ *lunder them of their wealth 
their foil!—his protec. 
.t®*^ht with a fiiniUr fecurity ; 
I’St of a Vultiiie to a Lamb— 
llihg in its Vitals!—thirlling for 
Pood I—fearing off each Petty Kile 
^hovers lound—\nd then, witli an 
afhlttng perverfifm of t.irns, calling fa- 

An objeft for which Hiftory fearches 
0t any fimiiaiity in vain.—The deep. 
MFCliing Annals of Tacitus—the liuni- 
^uS Philofophy of Gibbon—all theKe- 
of Man’s linormity, from Qiiginal 
.to this (tCiiod in which we pronounce 
Iwiiidle into compai ati ve infignihcance 
rencrinity—both in aggravations of 
Principhs, and extent of theii Con- 
litientiai Kuin 1—I'he victims of this 
tfllon weie confeffedly deilituie of 
power to refift their oppreffors; but 
■ ity, winch from other boibnis 
jld have claimed fome coinpafTiun, 
jtith refpeft to the mode of luffering, 
excited but the ingenuity of To-. 

I Even when eveiy feeling of the 
i^bob was fubJued, nature made a 
ingering, feeble (land within his bofom; 
Mrt even then th.at cold unfeeling fpirit 
)f malignity, with whom his doom was 
Sxed| returned with double acrimony to 
ts purpofc, and compelled him to infli^ 
(it a parent that ueitiuilion, of which he 
liras himfclf referved hut to be the laft 
siflim 1” 

Yet when cruelty /eenjed to have 
-cached its bounds, and guilt to have 
tfeended to its climax, there was fome. 
:hing in the chara£lcr of Mr. Hai^ings, 
gvhich. (eemed to tranfeend the latter, and 
tverleap the former and of tliis kind 
was the letter to the Nabob, whiph was 
lifpatched on this occafion. To rebuke 
Mr. M’dJletpn fop his moderation, as 
was inftantly done, was eafily perioinied 
[tii'ough the meiliuin of a public and a 
private letter.—]jut to wiite lu the Na¬ 
bob in fuch a manner that the command 
night be conveyed} and yet the letter 
ifteriyards ihewn to the world, was a 
iik of moredijBciilty ; but #hich it ap- 
leared by the event was admirably fuited 
o the genius of Mr. Halvings. His let. 
fr was dared the fifteenth of Pebniary 
tb ugh the Jaghirci had been then 
iually feized—and it was in proof that it 
md been fent at a much earlifr period, 
p t^e gipTured tlte Nabob of |iis fo^. 


cidence with his widtes refpeftlog fe 
fumption of the Jaghires—rhe ded«res 
that if he found any' difficulty intho 
ineafiirc—he, Mr. Haftings, would gp 
to his afJiJiaHce in perfon, and lend his 
aid to /w/tc/Si thole 'vhn apffnfed it—?*' for 
that nothing could be more ardent than 
his fiiendfhip, or more eager than his 
ze.d foi his welfam.” The irjoft defpe^ 
r.ate intention jwas clothed in the mildefV 
language.—But the Nabob knew by ftd 
experience the charaEler with whom he 
bad to deal, and therefore was not to be 
deceived j he faw the gliftcning 

in the hand which was treachciouily ex¬ 
tended, as if to his alTiftance—an.l from 
that moment the lall faint Ray of Natuia 
expiied in his bofotn. Mr. Middleton 
irom that time extended his Iron Sceptie 
without icfidance — the Jaghircs were 
feized, evii y meafurc was c.iiried, and the 
Nabob, his Feeling; wounded, and his 
Dignity degraded, was no longer confi- 
dered as an object of rcgaul.—Though 
thefe were ciicumllancos exafper.aiing to 
the human heut which fejt the Imallelf 
remains of K-iilihility, yet it was necef- 
f.iry, in idea, to review the whole front 
the time that tliis ti'cachfry was fil'd con¬ 
ceived, to that when by a ferics of aiti- 
fices the moll execrable, it was brought 
to a completion. Mr Ilallings would 
there be fecn (landing alooi indeed, but 
not ina6liye in th'-war! He would be 
diJcoveied levlewing his agents, rebuking 
at one time the pale confeience of Mr. 
Middleton, and at another relying on the 
(louter villainy of Hydtp Beg Cawii, 
With all the calmnefs of veteian delin¬ 
quency, his eye ranged thiough the buiy 
profpe£l, piercing througli thedaikncfs 
of fuboidinate guilt, and arianging wiily 
Congenial adpoitnefs the agents of hfs' 
Cpirnes and the ipllruments of hr 
Cruelty. 

The feelings of tlr feveral parties r. 
the time would be inoft properly judgci 
pf by their refptctive coircfpondenci^ 
When the Bow B.:giini, dcfpairing tw 
ie.!rifs from the Nabob, aildiclied hcrfelf 
to Mr. Mid-lletun, and reminded him of 
the guapantee which he had (igned, (he 
W9g in(ianc)y promifed that the amount 
pf her Jaghire fh-iuld be made good, 
though Mr. Middleton faid he could not 
intereferc viiith the fovereij^n decifion of 
the Nshob rerpefting the lands. The 
clelpded and unfoitunate woman " thank¬ 
ed God that Mr. Middleton was at hand 
fpr her relief/’ at the very inllaut when 
he was dirtying every effiirt to her de- 
firu^ion;.r'Whui he h^d aclu^lly writtei) 
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^j^rctcrs which wel-e to take the ed¬ 
ition out of the hands of her agenu ! 
|lVen when the Begum was nndecriveo^ 
When fhe found that Britifh faith was no 
proretflion, when fhe found that fhe 
fhuuld leave the country, and prayed to 
the God of nations not to grant his peace 
to thofe who remained behind j^there 
was ftill no charge of rebellion^ no re¬ 
crimination made to all her reproaches 
for the broken faith of the Englilh. 
Even when Gung to raadnefs, (he alked 
how lon^f would be their reign,” no 
mention of her difaffeflion was brought 
forward; the (Irefs was therefore idle, 
which the Counfel for the prifoner drove 
to lay on thefe expredions of an injured 
anti enraged woman.—When at lad ini- 
fated beyond bearing, (he denounced In¬ 
famy on the heads of her OpprelTors, who 
was there who would not fay that (he 
fpoke in a prophetic fpirir, and that what 
flte had then predicted had not even to 
its lait letter been accompli(hed! But 
did Mr. Middleton even to this violence 
retort any particle of accufation ? Noj 
he fent ayoro/i? reply* dating that he had 
receivrtl luch' a letter under her feal, but 
that from its confcnls he could not I'uf- 
pefl it to.come from her, and begging 
therefore that (he might endeavour to 
dctitl xht forgery !—Thus did he add 
to foul injiuus, the vile aggravation of a 
brutal iefi \—like the Tiger that prowls 
over tlic Scene where his Ravages were 
commiued, he (hewed the favagenefs of 
his Nature, by grinning over his Prey, 
and fawning over the l.a(i Agonies of his 
unfoitunatc Victim. 

Thoie letteis were then enclofed to 
the Nabob, who no more ilun the reft 
made any attempt to .juftify himfelf by 
imputing any criminality to the Br- 
guins. He only (ighed a hope, that his 
coiidiiA to his parents had drawn no 
(hame upon bis head j and declared his 
intention to punifh—not any dil.itfec- 
tion in the Begum—-but fome officious 
fervants who bad dared to foment the 
mifunderftanding between them and the 
Nabob.—-A lettfii- was finally Cent to 
Mr. Haftings, about fix days before the 
feiztrre of the treafure from the Begums, 
declaiing their innocence, and leterring 
the Governor-General to Captain Gor- 
don, whofe life they had protected, and 
whofe fafety (hould have been their jiif- 
tification. That enquiry was never made; 
it was looked on as unnecelVtry—bccaufe 
the conviftion of their innocence was too 
steeply imprefledl 


The Counfel in recommending an itk' 
tention to the public in preference f|^ 
the private letters, had remarked in 
ticular, that one letter (hould not be tdi 
ken as evidence, becaufe it was evidcnt|j|| 
and ab(fra£ledly private, as it contain^ 
ill one part the anxieties of Mr. Mi(idl 44 ^ 
Ion for the illnefs oT his fon,——Tbp 
was a fingular argument indeed. 
circumftance undoubtedly merited (Iri^ 
obfervation, though not in the vi 
in which it was placed by the Counfel. 
it went to (hew that forae at leaftof th 
concerned in thef'e tranl'affions, felt tl 
force of thofe ties, which their effor 
were direEled to tear afunder—that th 
who could ridicule the refpcAive attac 
ment of a mother and a fon—who woul^ 
prohibit the leverence of the (bn to t^ 
mother who had given him life—whiji 
could deny to maternal debility the pro.* 
teflion filial ienderneji mould 
ford—were ytt fenlihle of the JlrainijM 
of thole chords by which they were coni 
nefted,—There was fomething in thn 
prefent bulirefs—with all that was 
rible to create a^verfion —fo vilely loat^ 
fome, as to excite d'fgnjl.'—\f‘ix w^« 
not a part of his duty^^ it would be fupera 
flnous to fpcak of tlia facrednefs td tho 
ties which thofe aliens to feeling—tliolf 
aj^Kiftates to humanity liaJ thus dividedk 
—In Inch an afll-iuhly, faid Mr. Sheilkt 
dan, as that before which I (peak, thWb 
is not an eye but mull lt»ok icpioof to 
this coridtiil—r.ot a heart but muff itir* 
ticipate iis coiidenin.iiion.— “ FILIAL' 
“ PlEl'Y ! It is the primal bond ofSoJ 
*♦ ciety—It is thar iiiilin6live piincipj 
“ which, panting for irs proper 
fuothes, iiiihidtien, each leui'eand 
“ lihility of man !—It now quivers 
every lip !—it now beams from ever;| 
“ eye!—It is that gratitude, which (bften| 
“ iiig under the lenfe of recollefted good! 
*' is eager to own the vail titninilefs debl 
“ it ne'er, alas! can pay—for fo manjj 
“ long years of unceaung folicitudev, 
" honourable felf-deniaU, life.piefeiv^ 
“ ing cares 1—It is that part of oti! 
pra£lice, wheie duty drops its a 
—where leverence refines into lo^ 

** —It alks no aid of memoiy! 

** needs not the dedtiflions of re: 

fon !—ifll-exifting, paramount ov 
** all, whether law or iiumsn ro; 

“ — few arguments can encreafe ai 
** none can diihinilh it!—It is the 
“ crament of our nature—not only 
“ duty, but the indulgonce of mi 
“ is his (lift gieaf privilege—It 
Q a ^ 
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* mongft hw laft moft endearing de- and profound InlUtutes of—C ocKarH 
^digbtB ! when the bolbm glow* wUh Arithmetu ! ” 

^^eidea of reverbe^ited love—when to 'Proceeding next to ftate thediftreftia 
^ jtquite on the vifitations of nature, ; of the Begums in the Zenana, and of the 
y Rlt 7 l return the bleflings that liave bcen^wonien in the Khord Mahal, Mr. She- < 
^received! when—what was emotion^idan remarked, that feme obfervation 
i^^fixed int® vital principle—what wasMwas due to the remark made by Mr- 
® mftina habituated into a martcr- paf-MHaftinga in his Defence, where hcde- 
'♦.hon—fways all the fweeteft energies of glared—« that whatever were the dif- 

inan_hangs over each vicdlitudcof all .^ trelTes there, and whoever was the agent, 

** Chat mulipafs away—awls the melan- '"^the meafure was in his opinion reconcileii'^ 
i^ choly viilues in their laft fad talks of able to juftice, honour, and found poli- ' 
^tlife—to chear the languors of <lccie- cy.” Major Scott—Mr 
? pitude and age—explote the thought gent of Mr. Haftings, had declared this 
I* —explain the aching eye 1 ” paflage to have been written by Mr. Haf* 

^ Thejaghires being feized, Mr. She- tings with his own hand.—Mr. Mid- 
^dan proceeded to olderve, the Begums dleton, it appeared, had alfo avowed his 
were left without the fmalleft fiiare of lhare in thote humane tranfafllons, and 
l^at pecuniary compenfation promiled by blulhingly retired. Mr. Haftings then 
Mr. Middleton j and as when tyranny cheered liis drooping /pints.—“ What- 
and injujliee t-'ke the field, they aie al- ever part of the load,” faid he, yours 
ways attended by their canjp'Mlmverst cannot bear, my unburdened charailcr 
^Itry pilfeiing, and petty iiiliilt—loin lhall aflume. I wul crown your labours 
his inft.mcf, tiic goods taken fioin them witii my incfiftihle approbation—Thus 
were iVild ■'t a mock laie at inf trior va- t'.T/.v-'io'cirr/'ji-j ye lliall go forth ! do you 
Ituf. Kvrn gold and jewels, to life ilie fi id Trcfiery^ and I’ll find charaHer— 
fongua. c ol the Ilcgums, iniKntly loft and aft ui'.r, repulfe, and contumely fliall 
iheir v-iltie when it was known that they ali he fet at defiance!” 
wme from them! Their mlnifteis were If I could not prove, continued Mr. 
Iherefore imprifoned toextoit the defici- Sliciidaii, that thole afls of Mr. Mid- 
|ftv,cv which this Iraud had occalioned ; dletcn were in reality the afts of Mr. 
Xijd'thofe mean arts were employed to Haftings, I fliould not trouble your 
|uftifv a continuance of cruelty. Yet I.ordfiiips by combating thefe affertions ; 
Cliefe .'igatii wcie little to the frauds of but as that past of his criminality can be 
Mr. Ilultings. After CKtortingup'.vM'ds inconteftibly afceitained—I fliall un- 
■fioojoool. he iorbade Mr. Mitldieion dcnbtediy appeal to the aflVmbled legif- 
) co.'Sie to a conclufii'e J 'it'chii-nt —lie latorsof this realm, and cation them to 

.new that the htafom *>f our allies in f-y, whether thofe afis werejiiflifiableon 

(dia had their origin lulely in the wants the Icorc of policy', I fliall appeal to aU 

^the Coinpar.y. He could not thi.ro- thenucuft piefidents in the courts of Bii- 

fay that the Begums were enficiy liili juftice, and to all the learned orna.- 
Rnocent, until he had corfulted tl'.e m.ents of the profeffion, to dicideuhc- 
c-ni-ral Rti'tU of Crimes !—the CtiA ihrr thefe a 6 Iions were recuncdeable to 
h count at CalcuitJ I—And this pi rtdenre jujlice ,— I lljall appeal to a reverend .af- 
.f Mr. Haliini-.s was fully jultified luuldage of prelates feeling for the ge> 
ly the event—for there was a^iially ncial iutcrefts of humanity, and for the 
ouod a balance of tvcenly'/tx lacks honourofthereligiontowhichtheybe- 
nore agiinrt the Begums, which 26 o,coci. longs Let them detennine in their own 
senth of trealon had never been dreamed mtml»,whcther thole atls of Mr. Haftings 
before. ** Talk not to us,*' faid the and Mr. Middleton were fuch as a £,’////yT- 
pveinor-Gcneral, “ of ihcir Giiilt or //d« ouglit to perform, or ato avow ! 
moc( nee, Isut as it fnits the Company's He ih> n proceeded to relate the circiim- 
J^dit! \Ve will not tiy ihem by the ftanccs ot the imprilbnment of Bahai 
^ode «f Juftiiiian, nor the Inllitutes Ally Cawn and Jewar Ally Cawn, the 
Timur—We will not jud^ them cither miniftera of the Nabob, on the grouiuh 
tbs'B'i -fti laws, or their local cuf- above ftated : with them was confinei 
ji<*j No! We will try them by the that arch-rebel Siim)ilKire Cawn, b.) 
%UiplU>dion Table, we will find tluni whom every aft of hottility that hat 
^i}.y by'ihe/i.v/r and we will taken place againft the Knglilh, wat 

iMieian ihcTi^ .-coiduig to ilic fapiiinc ilated to h.:ve b^eeo committed,—No en- 

quU-j 
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qniry, however, was made concerning his 
iieajhnt though many had been held re- 
I'pcaing the treafure ot the others. He 
was nut i'o far noticed as to be deprived 
oiKis food *y nor Viras he even conipll- 
snented with fetters! and yet when he is 
on a future day tu be inlormed of the 
milchieis he was now Hated to have done, 
he muft think tliut on being forgotten, 
he liad a '/ery providential efcape /—The | 
others were, on the contrary, taken from^ 
their milder prifon at Fyzahad ; and 
when threats Vbuld tffefl, nothing, tranf- 
ferred by the meek, humanity of Mr. 
Middleton to the tortrefs of Chunargur. 
'^leie, where the BritiHi flag was flying, 
Htey weie doomed to deeper dungeons, 
hc-ivier chains, and feverer punifliments.i 
/There whne that flag was dil'p'ayedf 
(which was wont to chcar the dei reifcdj 
an<i to dilate the lubdued heart of mifery 
“ihei'e venerable, but unforiunaie men 
were fated to encounter Ibincthing ioivei 
than Pb-R r'iTioN,.-’nd foinetliitig 
than BESPAtR! It npp'Tiicd from thei 
evidence ot rv',-. Holt, and <>ihcr?, that 
they were biuii crvully flog^eil, though 
one was above fcvcnty jeiis of agt, to 
extolt a confeUitin of the buried wealth 
of the Begums !—Being charged with 
difaifefliun, they prcclaimcd then' inno¬ 
cence.—-“Tell us where are the remain- 
“ ing ttcafiirt'S, (was the reply)—it is 
only a treachery to your immediate fij- 
vercigns :—and you will then be fitaf- 


•* fociates for the reprefentatives of BrU' 
** tifti faith andBiitifh jnlilce inlndiart^ 
—“ Oh ! Kaith, jOh Justice 1” e** 
laimed Mr. Sheridan, '* 1 conjure you 
your lacred names to depart for a moo 
ment from this place, though it be. 
your peculiar rcfiuence; nor hear jotir 
names profaned bjs fuch a facrilegiouf 
combination, as tfiut which 1 am now 
compelled to repeat! where all the 
fair forms of nature and art, truth and 
peace, policy and honour, fltrunk baejk 
aghaft from the deleterious fliadel—• 
where all exiflences, nefarious and vika 
had fway — where amidfl the blacfe' 
agents on one fide, and Middletoft 
with Impey on the other, the toughed 
“ bend, the molt unfeeling ihrink!—tlic 
“ great figiiie of the piece—charafter* 
illic in his place! aloof and indepel^ 
‘‘ dent, from the puny profligacy in hia 
“ tiaiti!—but far from idie and inactive, 
“ turning a inalign.ant eye on ail inilchirf 
“ that awaits lum !—the multiplied aM 
“ p'uatus of tf-innoiifmg exprdicnts, an« 
“ intimidating lulhuments!—now cring- 
“ ing on hi'i prey, and fawning on his 
cc pgcance ?—now quickening the Itnir 

!“ pi.l p.ace cf ciafr, .and forcing everj^ 
“ Ituii'l thai )etu ing nature can makeiji 
“ tiie beau —the attachments and the 
dironims of life'.—each emotion ol 




tent'c;•..ei'i aed .honour!—and all thi 
diilii'.i'.ions ot n.ttiora! cliaiacleriflics! 
« —witii d long catjioL!ie of cinnes and 


* Tlie following tu/.e from Mr. Midultton to Lieutenant Francis Rutledge, Jaieu'JS 
nnary 20, 1782, bad lead in evidence: 


“ Sir, 

“ Whin tins note ia dehvtreJ to vou bv trot.I.is Rov. 


in I 'JUS, 


kci'l’i'i" tht 


I h.ive ‘o I’cfire, fhp.f von orde. 
•s>n ait fa'.df zdc uti ccabU to my w 


“ (lie. two pnloiiris to be put 

** ft neiioHi tfyefiiday, 

(Signed) Nath. MinoerTotr.” ' 

Mr. Middleton ti.id ir.dorc! rch/ed to rc'.'non ledge th.'tt he v. rite tl'i.i note, alledging that 
as he b-nd been accufed by Mr. if.ilVngs (in Ins condutJl at Fj aabad, he beggid tie m'gti 
nor he fenced to anfwer ipiefiions ih.it wiadd cumin ifa Ininfrlf. Pint nh^l vt-s tlie o.itur 
of the acrulation brought .agai’'lt Air. MidJle'ou by M"-. H.diings ’ Was it, rh.it he \\i 
nieil harlh methods to get polilfiion of ilic tiejf.nii? No—the cli.irgc was, tliat be h.t 
(hiwn too much fui be.ii'ance ; and Mr. Middietcn’s anbver to Mr. Hiflh'gs’s ir^e, vn 
of a nature w»vcti proved that it w.as not of i. o gr'-i.t b vit ity th.at the Gnvei nai -General ha 
arciib'd him.—“ It couM not, 1 fl.ittir inyfibV’ f»d Ab. Mi.Wlctoiq •• be termed a li'ng i 
unw.iiiantable del.iy (two d.ws).—'f'he N.ibvb w.-s fn to tl’.c Ftgnm whom we were i 
‘‘ proceed agamlt—A fm againft a mwi-cr mnfl at Icaft /..u.- app.,u,ir.c,s in bis mr.d« 1 
pioceeding^ In the Eaft it is well known Ih.it no niui, eith-i by himlelf or Ins troop 
“ can enter the walls of a Zenana, fc.ncely n the c.afc ^.aCfing ag-'inll an open cn<;tTi' 
much lels of on tilly—iin ally ii'H-ig ttgalif !,> oivn , The outer w.db. .and ^ 

-Begums agents, were all that wcie liable tu immedM'.e .;ttack; they were d.j't wid 
*'* and furcelsfuUy, as the event pioved—No further rigour tii.in what I have exertf 
could heufed againfl fcm iles in this country.— WHEr e Force could be i-.vii'l.tH 
« F.U, IT WAS NOT SPARED.’' fj; 

This defence clearly (hewed, »lnt .Mr.'Hjftlngs had accufed Mr. Ma'dletcn, not of 
log wfed lao mutii/everity, but of not luiviag Uled tr.ou^ 


« 


a«f 
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lont, beyotid the reach of 
ight for human malignity to per- 
or humanr-vengcance to piini-u I 
itoWER than perdition—black, 
than despair!'’ 

.might have been hoped, for the h 
Ihf the human heart, that the Begun 
been themfelws exempted from 
in tliefe fufferings, and that they hai 
wounded only tluough the /ides oi 
Minifters. — The itvtrle of this;^ 
afe^ver, was the fafl.— Their Palace’ 
furrounded by a guard, which wa 
ibtlrawn by Major Ciilpin, to avoid th 
wing rtfentments of the people, an^ 
placed by Mr. Middlt'Oii, through hi 
f*SUr» from that “ dreadtnl lelponlibility’ 
^hich was iinpofed on him liy M'. HafJ 
gjngs.—The women of the ICiiord Mahal, 
Wo had not been involved in the Be* 
gtuna fuppofed crimes; who had railed 
t»fnh~rebri!kn of their own ; and who, it 
^d been proved, lived in a cl'llincf dweil- 
weiecaiilelelsly involved in the lame ^ 
f^nilhment; their Refidence finroundet^ 
vvith guards, they were driven to tlelpruiF 
^famine, and when they poured toitlr 
m fad procelTion, were driven back by the 
Ktdiery, and beaten with bludgeons to the 
feene of Madnefs which they had quitted. 
^Tlierc were ails, Mr. SherKlaii oblervetl 
V.hicli, when told, needed no comment 
jh« lliould'hot offer a fiiigle fyliable to' 
awaken their Lordlhips teehngs j but 
J^ve it to the fatts which had been’ 
MsQved, to make their own imprcffions 
^ The argument now iwmed Iblely to 
point, wheiher Mr. Haftings was to 
^ ar.fwerable for the crimes commiitcd 
,his agents ? It had been fully proved 
t Mr. Middleton had figned the treaty 
ith the lupcrior Begum in Oilober 1778. 
e had acknowledged ligning fbinc others 
©f other dates, but could net recolU tt bis 
»uth< rity. Thel’e treaties had been tnlly 
yecogni'/ed ’oy Mi. Haftings as wab fully 
|)roved by tlie evidence ot Mr. Polling, 
in the year 17S0. In that of Oiloher 
j 778, t!ie Jaghiie was ilciimi, wiiie'. was 
allotted for I’ue fuppoit of the women 111 the 
^liord Mahal; on the fiill uioa of le- 
■^unung thole Jagluves a provhion Ihould 
,ve been lecnie<l to tlu>!e unfciitutiate 
cn, and in this rcfp .61 jMr. ri iftings 
as clearly guihy of a cetaie, uy his 
fo;; ot" making fuch piovihon. But 
"die pleaded, that he was not accoiini- 
tor the C’luelties which had been ex- 
i 2 y. This was the Plea which Ty- 

K hy aided by its Piime Minilter, Trea¬ 
ty, was alwas fine to fft up. * Mr, 
jidktoii had attcmpteil to Itrcngihen 




this plea, by endeavouring to claim ihtf 
w hole Infamy of thofe tranlafiioiis, and 
t8 moHopotisse the Guilt! IJc darM even 
to aver that he had been ellttdemned by 
Mr. Haftings for the ignominious part he 
had afled ;--he dared to avow this, be- 
caufe Mr. Haftings was on his Trial, and 
he thought he Ihould never be tried 
but in the face of the Couit, and before 
he left the Bar, he was compelled to con* 
fel’s that it was for the lenience not the, 
feveritj of his proceedings that he had 
been reproved by Mr. Halfil^s. 

It would not, he trufted, be argued^ 
tli.at becaufe Mr. Haftings had not mark* 
cd eveiy paiTing fliade of guilt, aud lij. 
caufe he had only given the bold fiuiine 
^of cruelly, that he was therefore t'qibc ac* 
uitted.—It was laid down by the law of 
Kngland—that law which was the peifec-; 
* ion of Rcjfon—that a Perfon ordering an 
A.£\ to be done by his Agent, was an- ♦ 
'werabic for that aft with all its conCe- 
quences. Middleton had been appointed 
in 1777, the avowed and private Agentj 
—the j'ccoKd-J[i If of Mr. Haftings. The' 
Governor-Gtneial had ordered the mca* 
fure: Middleton declared that it could 
not have been effcfled.by milder means. 
Even if he never law, nor heard after¬ 
wards of the conlcqucnccs of the meafure, 
he was anlwerable for every pang that 
was inflifled, and for all the blood that 
was fhed. But he had heard, and that in- 
ftantly, of the whole. He had written to 
airaign Middleton of forbearance and of 
neglect!—He commanded them to work 
upon their hopes and fears, and to leave 
no means untried, until—to their 

own language, but which v^u^be bet¬ 
ter fuited to the Bandittr%f ■vern — 
“ they obtained poffjfljdrf^'bf the lecret 
lioaids of the old Ladies.”-—He would 
not allow even of a delay of two days to 
fmoothc the compelled appioaches ot a Son 
to his Mother, on fnch an ociafionl—. 
His orders were peiemptory j—and if a 
maffacre did not take place, it was tho 
merit of accident—and not «>f Mr. ilaf- 
tmgs. After this would it be laid, that 
the prifoner was ignorant of the ails, or 
not culpable for their conl’equi nets ? It 
was true, he had not ciijometl in I'o many 
woids the guardst the ftminc, and the 
blidgeoHS \ he liod not weiglied the fit¬ 
ters, tior numbered the laj/ws to be in- 
iiifted on his vifttms. But yet he was. 
equally guihy as if he had borne an aflive 
and peribnal (hare in each tranfaflion. 
It was, as if he. had commanded that iliei 
heart fhould bd'torn from the bofom, and! 
yet had enjoined that no bhod Ihould lol 4 

lovrt; 



'fh'i’TSR'IFycgrce^ ac 
countable to the Lnw, to his* Comnj/^ 
<0 his Coti/i'itfite, aii<l toliis. Gou ! 

^ Mr^H;:ftings had tiidoavourcd alfo 
iget rid of a part ol his Guilt, by obforv- 
I’li!; th ir he was but of tl;t Supreme 
Gii'j sod, and tJiat alhihe rert had faiic- 
tt( otd thi)lc tranf.i^,tions with their ap- 

i ’ irol'.rtUon. 1 1 Mr.HalHiigs v-ould prove, 
i< wi vtr, ihrii others p-uiiciputcd in the 
^iiilt, it would not tend to diniinilh his 
owQ Ciimiir.hiy, Gut the laft was, 
•tl.,it the Courcil liad in nothing erred <b 
niiiehas in a c rimihai Credulity given to 
|t he declarations of the Governor-General. 
'They knew not a word of thole trani’ac- 
tions until they were tinaily concluded, 
Uc was not until the Jamiaiy following, 

■ h.ii they faw the nial's of Kalfiiood w hich 
ftiad hern piiblillicd under tlic title of 
“ Mr. llaftings’ Narrative.” They had 
liLLn then unaccountably duped into the 
fiif'Vring a Leticr to pals, dated the 29th 
I of November,intended to deceive the Di- 
iciMors into a belief, that they had receiv¬ 
ed intelligence at that time, which was 
not tlic ta£t. Thcfe obl'crvations, Mr. 
Sltciidan laid, were not meant tucaft any 
obloquy on the Council;—they had un* 
doubredly been dcctncd, and the deceit 
prriilifed on them bv making rlieni figry 
the Narrative, was of itfelf a ftrong ac 
cufation of Mr. ilallings, and a dcejdejl 
proof ol his own ConkioiiliiLi's of Gnitq 
When tiled of corporal intiidion, h 
I's ranny was gratified by iniulting th 
. underftanding. Other Tyrants, thougl] 
born to greatnefs, fuch as a Nero or 
Caligula, might have been roul'ed, it ha 
been l iippoled.lty rcilc£ticn,and awaken 
cd into contrition ;—but here was an in 
fiance which fpurned n' theory, and bal 
fled fuppofition : A man born to a flate' 
at lead, of equality j—inured tq calcula- 
t'oii, and brought up in habits of reflec¬ 
tion -and yet proving in the end that 
Monfter in Nature, a ete(i/jera:e and rea~ 
fimng 'Tyrant ■' 

Tile iloard of DireGors received thofe 
advices which Mr. Haltings thought pro¬ 
sper to tranfmit j but though unfuriiilhcd 
with any other materials to form their 
judgment, they exprelfcd very ftrongly 


elude. He Rated 

it being merely futed, i|iat “ if,on fn-' 
Cjuiry ceiiain fadts appeared,” no cb»', 
•qinry was thereby dit^ly enjoined 
“ Jy would revive ^laid he) thofe.giiit*' 
j^ofuics that i'ubljded between thc^e* 
“■gums and the V'’ijtier, which-had th«tt 
“ tubfiJed.—if the former,were inclinvtl 
“ to appeal to a foreign jatrifdidlion,!^*/' 

“ >vcre the beft judges of their .Own feel* 

“ ing, and fliould be left to make their 
“ own complaint.” All this, however^ 
was nothing to the magnificent paragraph 
which concluded this Minute, and to ^ 
which Mr. Sheridan aifo requeAed the at* ‘ 
tention of the Court. ” Beiide,(r3id,Mr. 

Hallings) I hope it will not be a de- 
“ partaic liom official language to fay— 

“ that the MajESTV of JUSTICE ought 
“ iu:t to be approached without folicita* 

“ tion ; Ihe ought not to dtfeend to in- 
V flame or provoke, but to with-hold her 
^ judgment, until Ihe is called on to de- 
f.,“ tcrniine!” What is fiill more afto- 
nifliing was, that Sir John Maepherfon, 
(w’i'.o, though a Gentleman of Senfe and 
llonor, he ftated to be rather Oriental in. 
hts imagination, and not learned in the 
Sublime and Beautiful from the Immortal 
Leader of this Prrdtcution, and who had 
be-foi e oppolVd Mr. Haflings) was caught 
by this hold bombajlic quibbltt and joined 
in the fame words, “ that the Majestt 
“ of j f s 1 j 0 h 011^' ht not to be approach- 
“ cd witli.m: I'olicita.i jn.” 

“ But Justice is not this halt and 
“ miferabk-objeft ! (continued Mr. She- 
” ridan) It is not the inclFedivc Bauble 
‘‘of an Indian Pagod !—It is not the 
“ portentous Phantom of Defpair—It is 
“ not like any fabled Monfter, formed 
“ in the Eclipl'c of Reafon, and found ill 
“ fome unhallowed Grove of Superfti* 
“ tious Darkneft, and Political Difmay t 
“ No, my Lords ! 

“ In the happy reverfe of all this, I 
“ turn from this difgufting Caricature 
“to the Real Image!—Justice I 
“have now before me august and, 
“ pure ! the abftraft idea of all that 
“ w'ould be perfedt in the fpirits and the. 
j “ afpirings of Men ! where the Mind 
j “ riles, where the Heart expands 


benign 


- 

where her favourite at- 


their doubts, and as properly ordered an j “ where the Countenance is ever placid 
enquirv into the circumrtances of the al- 
ifafteftion of the Begums; pro- 
m^heing it at the fame time a Debt which 


“ and 

“ titude is to ftoop to the Unfortunate: 


w’as due to the Honor and Juftice of the 
Bfttifh Nation. This enquiry, however, 
on' the diredlion's reaching India, Mr. 
Haftings thought it abfolutely necelTarv 
i'.VRT I. ■ ‘ ■ 


“ —to hear tiftir cry and'to help them : 
“ —to refeue and relieve, to fuccour an^ 
“ fave :—Majeftic, from its Mercy 
“ Vencrablc,from its Utility:—Uplifte^ 
“without Pride Finn, witliout Qb 3 
^ G 4 “duracjrf 



” ffitrsey i‘—.'Betieiieent in each Pre-//“ To aJtmniftertoTruthand Equ^, jl 
*• fcrtnee : — Lovely, though ia her \ “ they would fatUfy the Laws and fatiL 
“ Frown I ' “ fy themrelves—with the moll exalted 


* “On THATrJuSTICE I RELY: — 
^ X>e)iberate and lure, abftraflcd fiy^m all 
** Party Purpote and Political Specula* 
•* tion !—ijot on Words, but on Fa£ts I 
—Ybu, my Lords, who hear me, I 
tonjure, by thofe Rights it is your bell 
privil'.gc to preferve—by that Fame 
*• It is yiiur bell pleafur^ to inherit—by 
^bII thole pEtLiNcs which refer to 
*• the firli t-’’ m in the feries of exigence, 
the Orioi.val Compact of our Na- 
•* turt—uur Co.NTKovLiVG Rank in 
M the CrLauon—-This is the call ott all, 


“ Blifs, poHiblc or conceivable for our 
“ Nature : — The SKLF-APPRO.VJNCf-; 
“ CoNsciousN'Ess of Virtue, ‘ 

" the Condemnation we look fur wifi be> 
“ one of the moft ample Mercies accom- 
pliihed for Mankhid lince th^Crca* 
“ tion of the World I” f 

My Loros, I have ooke 1 

The Court immediately rofe, and ad, 
journed to the fi'eji TuEsuAv in thi 
next Setlion of Parltamcui. 


END OF THE FIRST PART. 
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WARREN HASTINGS, Efq. &c. 


PART II. 

O N the aoth oINovembeRi 17881 the of the impeachment, which was to be 
Houses of Lords and Commons regretted not only on account of the 
met, in confequcncc of the laft commif- mcl.incholjr caufe that had produced it, 
fioii for the prorogation of Parliament but .alfo of public jnflice, the caufe of 
having expired; but were under the ne- which, at teaft in the prefent cafe, had 
ceflity of poftponing the bufincfs of Mr. been unavoidably checked for a confi- 
HaAings's Trial, from afevere indifpo- dtrable time, 
fition with which his MajcAy was tbc-n The caufe of the delay was now 
affliftcd.andwhichprevertedthe opening happily removed, and their Lordlhipg 
of theSeffion in the ufual regular man- were again enabled to proceed in the 
ner till March 10, 17*9, when a com- important trial, which had already 
miAion having iiiiied under the Great taken up much of their attention. 

Seal, appointing certain Commillioners He trufted, that in the tumult of 
to hold the Parliament, the Lord Chan- joy occafioned by his MajeAy’s reco- 
cellor opened ihe*bufinefa of the fame very, which now filled the ^afis of 
with a MelTage from His MajeAy. On all his fubjeflis with exultatira equal 
Fib. 14, an order had been previoufly to the depreflion which they felt whilA 
made by the Houfe of Lords for refum- his MajeAy wasafflifted with ficknefs—* 
ing the Trial on the ^th of April { this, he truAed, he faid, that in this lumult 
however, was’afterwards difeharg^d on of joy, their Lordlhips would not 
March 2$ ; and on March 30, another get that juflice was due ofrigkt to uw 
MelTage was fent to the Commons, in- injured, and that they could not v^r 
timating that they would proceed on luntanilyfufpend it without a breach of 
the Trial of Warren HaAings, Efq. on their public duty. 

April 21. Accordingly, He faid, he was jiiA come from * 

Thirty-Sixth Day, place (the Houfe of Commons) where 
Tuesday, April 11, regulations had been made for fecond. 

The proceedings in this Trial were re- ing his MajeAy’s wiAus, in giving fo> 
fumed. At twelve o’clock the Peers in lemnity to the public tbankfgiving that 
their robes took their feats in the Court, was to take place on Thurfday, and 
andorderedtheSerjeantatArmstofum- paying due homage to the Almighty 
mon Mr. HaAings to appear. That for his happy recovery, 
gentleman was foon brought to the bar But it was not by prayer alone that 
by.the Ufher of the Black Rod, and the becoming homage was to be paid tc 
.Serjeant at Armshaving, by order of Heaven. Courts 0/JuJlice vrert links 
their LordAiips, called upon the Com- of that y *at chain, ot which the firA 
mons to proceed in fupport of the and great link was divine justice ! 
Charges brought by them againA the this was an attribute efiential to the 
piifoner. Deity; and man, by endeavouring to 

Mr. Burke, chief Manager of the approach as nearly as the nature of 
Froleeutlon, immediately rote, and ad- man would admit, to a refemblance tol 
dreiled the Court. his Maker, might be alTured, that in 

T;he melancholy event, he faid, of exercifing reprefentative juAice, be 
his 'MajeAy’s illnefs, which had fo was performing a fervice and an ho« 
deeply affeaed the nation, and fiifpend- mage not lefs acceptaUe to Hcaven» 
ed the funftions of government, had than the moA fervent prayer, 
ttcca&oncd a delay in the profeevtion Having preroifed thi$|^ hefaidi there 

S were 



were fome difficulties) under which 
the itjnpea’chmenl had of late begun to 
labour> which he would endeavour) 
with their LortHhipsi leave, to remove. 

Some perfonS) no doubt lefs friends 
%o public juR'ice than to Mr. HiRintis, 
had of late begun to alk, wZ/tv; this 
trial would terminate ? To t'aeir qutf- 
tion he would give’ihls Ihoit ani'wer— 
•* * As foon as the ends are attained for 
which it was inftituted.” 

It would be llrange indeed, if) be- 
caufe a pViforcr had contrived to ren¬ 
der it difficult for his profeciuors to 
difeover aU the ma/cs of his corruption 
and crimes; if, bccaule he w.>.s watch¬ 
ful to feize every opportunity that 
might ucoalion delay or trouble) and 
was ready to improve it, that liis pro- 
fecutors iliotild abandon the duty they 
owed to the public and to their coun¬ 
try, ar.J futfer a criminal to cfcape 
puiiifhmeiu, merely becaufe it was 
likely to be a work of labour and of 
time to proftcute him to convi6i.'ti. 
If a priloiicr was vvatchful, aer ve, la¬ 
borious and perfeverinj', it w..U'd be 
ffiameful forthofe to whom the care of 
bringing him to julticewas cotiuriitted, 
to be^anting in vigilance, activity, 
labouPInd pciieverancc. 

If the lcni<tb of time that a trial was 
likely to lad was a re.ilon for putting 
avvend to it, it war, equally a reafun 
fjjk not beginning it. But as both 
■oufes of Parliament h.id entered upon 
Ris trial, wlncU they knew ticfore- 
^and ninft, from its nature, lua to 
great kn.'tti, he made ao cioubt but 
they would feti it to ce a duty, both 
to the nation and to the piifoiici, i,or 
to drop it, init t * carry it on until it 
Ihoald terminate, where alone it ought 
to end) in the acquittal or condemna- 
lioa of the party accufed. 

He was well aware, he faid, that 
their Lordflups muft find it a work of 
labour and fatigue to fit out fo long a 
trial; but re v.ouKl fay, at the fame 
time, that the Commons would not 
call upon their Lordliiips to ui.dcrt'ke 
my thing of whicti they Were not ready 
to let f'lcm an example. The C'ol- 
•CHESTER Cvimmiliee had been kept 
fitting within a day or tv/o of the time 
which their'Cordfnips Had hitherto ue- 
Totc 4 to this ti lal. And yet the Com¬ 
mittee had to enquire into hale more 
th»ii paltry a£ls of br/L-ry, amounting 
only to poundi, JhiUtn^s, and 
pexeCi and into the contluct of a Re- 
turfliog Officer, who was no more, ihaa 


a Miller. But their Lordffiips had 
before them a Governor General of 
Bengal, who was charged with cnor- 
mdus crimes, and with having taken 
bribes, and plundered the detencekfs 
people of his government of fums 
amounting to millions. 

But the length of the trial was not 
the only objcaion that he he.ird agaiivft 
it; he had been informed that the pri- 
foncr had complained to their I.ordlhip3 
of the great expence to which it cx- 
pofed him, and threatened hilri with 
the total ruin of his fortune, as his 
defence had, even in this early Rage of 
him already near 30,000!. 
1 h's was cettainly a very large fum } 
and it was by no means his wifli to ex- 
hault any inan% fortune merely by his 
defence. How fo great a fum could 
have been poliibly expended by him 
already, he could not comprehend; 
but this he would venture to f,iy, that 
the ioitune of Mi.Haltinga was not 
hlicly to be exhauRed by the expenct 
U) which he was fiiujectcd by his de¬ 
fence. I Jie immctife bribes he had 
received whilR he was in office had fo 
fwclled his loriune, that he might con* 
lider the h'.fs of 30,000!. as a trifle, 
lie bad u-ceived from one Angle Z,c- 
mindar, at one time, a bribe to that 
amount. And therefore, as their 
Loreiibips would ilnd, that the im- 
tneiiic foituhcof the prifoncr had been 
acquiied by veoulatiun, they would 
not think It very haid that wealth jb 
acquired, fliould be diminiflied; nor 
would they fctl any coinpaliiou for the 
lofl'es of a perfon, wlu, was obliged tp 
take from tiie Rores which extoetioti 
and epprefiOK had euablcd him to accu¬ 
mulate . 

Hav-ng made thefe preliminary ob- 
fervations, Mr. Burle laid, he hoped, 
that iiotwitnftanding ail the difficulties 
whi^h had been thrown m the way of 
the trial, it was nov/ going to be re¬ 
turned, under anfpiccs as favourable as 
thof- undei v/hich it had begun. 

He then iiriormed their X^ordfliips, 
that the charj-e which be ilitetidcd to 
open, was the leventh, which related to 
prilSen I qoi in plain Enghlh, bribes. 

But before he opened the charge, he 
begged leave to make fome few te- 
marks upon fomething that had hap¬ 
pened fince the laft time he had had 
the. honour of addrtffing their Lord- 
liiips. Backets had been brought over 
from India, containing atteftatious 
iron* pcrftms, from whom Air. Hal¬ 
ting) 
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4 inf9 was charged with h.W’ngtaVen or 
extorted money, the pm pint of which 
atteftations was to exculpate theac- 
cufed, and to declare that witlf re- 
fpefl to their, he had not afled ripo- 
roufly or unjnflly, or fpoiled them of 
any part of their property, hut had be¬ 
haved to them with kindnels, modera¬ 
tion and juft'ce. 

At fit It light the Commons, hr fiid, 
might appear in an aukw.ird light, by 
being thus difti'vnved by thole very 
perfons, on account of whofe J.'f.yif'os 
,and "ioro'i^s oecalloned by the pnfoni-i, 
they had brought him to their Lord- 
ihips’ bar to anfwer lor his adminifira- 
tion. It was odd that the patties in 
whofe behalf the prouention had been 
commenced, Ihould come forward and 
declare that thev had received no in¬ 
juries from Mr. Haliing''*, that ne had 
done them no wrongs. 

But fo far were the Mmagi rs for tlie 
Commons from being (liiv.oncerl< d by 
thefc atlijlutiom, that they w'.ulU be 
therofvlvc'S the liifi to ofiTrrlhcm in evi¬ 
dence—their Lorclfirps would then Ite 
what little dependence ought to he 
placed upon atteftations figiied by per- 
ioiis wliot’e fing.rs were ftill Iliooiiiig 
with the pain occafioned iiy i klimb- 
SCrewS, and who nevcrlhtlefs could 
be prevailed on to declare under tUeir 
hands that the man who had wronged, 
tortured, plundered them, was their 
benefa6Vor. Tlicte atti ftitions, ac¬ 
companied by the other evidence w’hich 
the Commons would produce, would 
ferve to Ihew the deplorable ftate to 
which the wretched natives of Indih 
were reduced, who were lo nuudi in 
awe of their rulers that fearing to 
complain, they even beftow'cda 
upon ihcir nmloerst or, as the Poet 
faid, 

‘they pay that homage viiln the 
“ MOUTH ■which the heart <woHld fain 

DENY, hut DARES HOt." 

Theft: atteftations would ferve at the 
fame time to Ihew the influence which 


Mr. Haftings ftill poirrlTcd in India,, 
through the means of Ins creatureit,*^ 
who fill ail the fuhordinate offices of| 
government in t*at country. This jn.,| 
Alienee was fufficient to piocurc ligna-i 
lures to any kind of inftinments framed| 
l)y rhe friends of Mr. Haftings, in hisl 
di fence i inftruuients which, however,! 
niiioruirialcly for‘the prifouer, would! 
defeat tre very purpofe for which they ! 
were procured; for they actually 
;;/>(■/ft>»nc important pointa which Mr.^ 
Haftitigs htmfelf and thfre- ‘ 

fore they m.ght be fi.id to mean this, > 
“ If Mr. H.iftipgs accijfes himfclf of ^ 
“ hiving taken any money from us, i 
“ don’t believe him, though he fpeaks < 
“ .igainlt Iiimfclf; for he has not plun- 
“ dcred us, or behaved otherwife to 
“ ns thin kiiully.” That this might 
not be thon-ht a forced conftrii£Vion, 
Mr. Bui kc read from one of thefe at- 
teftations a dechraiion made by a na¬ 
tive of great rank in Iiuha (Irom whom 
Mr. Haitiiigs .';d’'nit:ed .‘le had received 
mohcv) to VcumUcfX—** 1 ’i,tit!.e ('overnor 
Cnnralhad /h-Virtnit^ ar\< Jrsm hint'' 
Mi. Burke remarked humornufly 
upon the ftdc of thefe atteftations, 
which, he faid, all bore evident marks 
of European birth. It was clear, he 
f.iiJ, th It they had been /t/? written iji 
in all tlic limpliCi.y of a Wef^ 
tern file; th.it they wire afterwards 
tranflateil into Ptrf.an, and adorned 
With the lolty metaphors ol the Eafti 
and then turned once more into En^l'Jh 
lor the benefit of their Loidfhips. 
The fame ideas, the fame arrangement 
rm through them all: the firft ti>at was 
fecn was lik-tl, <ind heirg liked was 
adopteil by all, which fhewed that they 
weieextrt mcly well calculated to con¬ 
vey the ide.is of the prifoner’s friends, 
and were therefore re-echoed from 
every part of India; and thus was, 
verified what Voltaire had jmliy fnd. 
Let BONS font toujouri re- 

DITS 


f 

* Amongft otliers, Mr. Burk* made the following remarks, with a view to throw^ 
ridicule over the whole of the atteftations, .ii’d deftioy their elfctts. & 

They were he faid, like the tAiiPATioxEs of the Ancients, with which die advocatp 
of perfim* under accufations filled their fiwecbes, and tin which iliey relied much foi th.i aife 
•uitul of their dients.—“ But how little,” laid Mr. Bi.«te, “ ought jucges lo 
« to thefe LAUDATION ES, when there fearedy ever was a criminal yet brou(;lit to tf® 
«» who had not been able to produce them in his defence. Tlieir Lordfhips knew th. t ev^ 
ft Caius Verres had plumed himfelf upon the i.audationes, by means of winch he Imped 
not only to efcape punithment, but to overturn the accufaiion, and cover Ins accufeis wi^i 
it (lonfufion, by fttewins UW tNf« was not even afhadow of ground for th* charges inby 
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ifavlng thus far cleared his way»Mr. 
l^urke went into the confideration of 
the 7th charge. 

.To-JbcwtW the Uovemment of In¬ 
dia was in a. peculiar manner expofed 
to temptation and corruption, he caufed 
to be read by Mr. Grey, one of the 
Managers, a minute entered in the 
council-book of Ca^lcutta, by the late 
Lord Clive,, which pointed out the ex- 
iftence of this evil, and the necefllty of 
oppoiing a barrier againft it. His Lord- 
ih'p recommended it in ftrong terms to 
the Court of Diredors to fettle upon 
the Governor General, and upon the 
Councillors, fuch falaries as might place 
them beyond the reach of temptation ; 
and to ftriftly forbid them to receive 
any prefentafrom the natives. 

The Court of DireAora felt the pro¬ 


priety of what was thus recommended ; 
they faw the extent to which corrup¬ 
tion had prevailed among tlieir fervants, 
who to their own private emolument 
had facriticed the intereds of the Com* 
pany, and the charader of their coun¬ 
try. They, therefore, refolved to form 
a new government, upon the pla!> re¬ 
commended to them, and repoflng in 
Mr. Haftings the higheit iruft that had 
ever been placed by them before in any 
of their fervants, fent him to Calcutta, 
and granted him a fplendid fupport for 
his new dignity. 

By the covenants into which he en¬ 
tered with the Company, Mr. Haftings 
had bound himfelf never to receive any 
prefent from the natives above the 
value of 400I. 

In pioportion as the truft thus re- 


w had brought againft him. Their Lordfhips knew that even Caius Verres, whofe name for 
** rapatity, puulation, and opprtjfum^ had paged into a />* wtrhf and who had n k ar ly de- 
«< STEOVED Sicily, was able to ptocme atuftatimi from that ifland — that he had made 
w modiratiouf equity and jujtktt the ruUt of his whilft he was Governor of that 

“ country. 

Is it then matter of furprize that Mr. Haftings fhnuIJ procure atujiatwns to his charaffer^ 
»* from a country where his influence is kept up by means of his numerous dejiendants, who 
“ fill all the fubordinate departments of government, and where cnnfequently the wretched 

* natives dare not refufe any thing which the partizans of Mr. Haftings may think proper to 
« afle ? 

•* Mr. Haftings had afligned this reafon for turning out all the officers in Bengal who had 

* been indebted to Mohammed Reza Khan for their appointments: That if ttiefe people 
<* bad been fuffered to remain in power, it would have been impoffible to bring ilicir prin- 
'• cipal to juftice.—If this was a good reafon, it would deftroy tlie whole force of the 

atttJlatiMS in favour of Mr. Haftings; for to adopt his own words, it might be faid that 
'* bt could not be brought to juftice vrhilft his dependants lemained in pow'er in India; and 
'* if the example of Mr. Haftings was fuch as might be followed in any inftance, the Com- 

* moos might, as a pniimlnary to trial, defire that all the dependants of the prifoner, iHiidmg 
‘ tfficti in India, fhould be removed from their fituations, for ottierwife it would be impoffible 

to bring him to juftice. 

** But the Commons could not think of imitating the arbitrary difpofition of a man, who 
'• waged war Egainft even llie friends or ilependants of the perfon whom he wanted to 
ponifb. So far, therefore, were the Commons from wilhing ihit thefe people thould be 
'• difmilled, that they would themfelves produce in evidence againft the prifoner, Ihofe very 
'* atteftalions procured by his friends, and on which he feemed to rely fo much fordiis de- 
< fence. 

•* The produaion of thefe laudation ks appears to me, faid Mr. Burke, to indicate that 
'* the prifoner has no great dependance'upon the meriis of his caiife; and I augur but badly 
tf of his defence, when I fee him refort to tl'.ofc means, to which perfnns Handing at the 
bar of the inferior com is of erlminal law in ihis conntiy, never fail to have recourfe, when 
k they are not able to defend themfelves by evidence relating to the with which they 
f are charged.—At the OU Bailey, perfons who arc indidled for murder, burglary, robbery 

* Sec. always call evidence to character, when they have no defence with refpedl to 

tjaa. , ■ 

Wltneffes are then produced, wlio declare that they have known the prifoner from a 
^oy, that he always bore a good and honeft charafter, and that they would truft him with 
LOtold gold. 

.« But, my Lords, mark the confequence.—This admirable charafteris generally followed 
Ktqr lb* verdia—GUILT y—:2)m/A ,- ahd rauft always he the cafe, when a man has nothing 
»lint siereffsr to eppofe to irrefragable proofs} iind wbw f|ar«<Ser is 3^ coounodity fo 
> lafily to be nuaofa^urcd or pFocttred,*' . - .. . . 
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pofed !n Mr. Haftlngs and the confi¬ 
dence placed in him were great, fo in 
proportion was-his guilt in violating 
them. He maintained the fyftem of cor¬ 
ruption which he was Tent to deftroy, and 
be took BRIBES, though he w.is bound 
not to receive fo much as presents. 

With refpedt to his receiving mo¬ 
ney, he had admitted, in his defence, 
that the fact had often happened ; but 
then he juftified his condu‘^ in thofe 
cafes by faying, that money in India is 
often given as a tribute^ &c. and that 
in that light and that only he had re¬ 
ceived it. But this defence could not 
bear him out. 

There were in India, Mr. Burke faid, 
but tivo fpecies of payments, except for 
goods bought and fold, that could be 
called legal. One was called a pes- 
CUSH, and was the confideration which 
was given for a grant of zemindaries, 
lands, &c. The amount of this pef- 
cufh was always fpeciHed in the grant, 
and was always paid into the Exche¬ 
quer. The fecond fpecies was called 
a t:azir or naziratinabt and was given 
as a token or acknowledgment of t/e- 
fendancet from an inferior to bis fitpe- 
rhr. The nazip was always tricing ; 
the higheft he had ever heard of in 
Ind'a, as given to a native, conflfted of 
loo pieces of a gold coin worth about 
thirty-fix Jhillnt^s each, and this nazir 
was to no Icfs a man than the Sovereign 
oflndoftan, the Great Mogul himfelf. 

But what might be a proper prefent 
to the King of Delhi, would be too 
trifling for Mr. Uaflings, who took 
whole lacks of rupees at a time. 

Of the fi'ft of thefe two fpecies of 
payments Mr. Haftings could not avail 
himfelf, becauie the pefcufh formed a 
part of the public revenue; and the 
fecond could be no gratification to him, 
becaufe the money that could he fairly 
taken under the denomination of a na¬ 
zir, mult neceflarily be only to a fm.dl 
amount; and therefore when he took 
large fums from the natives, for his 
own private ufe, they could he confi- 
dered, let them be coloured by whit 
they might, only in the light of bribes. 

As to the proofs which he intend¬ 
ed to produce of the receipt of 
BRIBES, Mr. Burke faid they were of 
two kinds—one pr^umptive, the other 
fofitive ; and both, he hoped, would be 
found fully fulBcient by their Dordflup!'* 

He begged leave here to diferiminate 
the parts oftbe charge towbich he intend¬ 
ed to apply the frefumftive CTldence. 


1 

Mr. Haftings was direfted by bis 1 U« 
periors in Leadenhall-ftreet to remOYe 
Mohammed Reza Khan from the of¬ 
fices which he hc 4 d under the Nabob 
of Bengal, and to enquire into bis con¬ 
duct during his adminiilration, which 
was fufptfted to be corrupt. 

Mr. Mailings executed the order, 
but with a degree of rigour not en¬ 
joined, and not warranted by bis in- 
ftrutftions—He had caufed Mahommed 
Reza Khan to be arrefted, and carried 
under a military guard to Calcutta, 
where he was kept a prifoner for near 
two years, under a fevere reftraint, for 
he was not only not fufifered to pay a 
vifit, hut was not permitted even Co 
receive one. 

This tre itment of a man of illuftrious 
rank difgufted the natives, who beheld 
with indignation a man confined under 
a military guard, who had filled the 
higheft ofliees in the ftate ; who had 
been a kind of Viceroy of a great kin^* 
dorn, under the Nabob of Bengal j and 
who, Mr. Burke faid, if he could com¬ 
pare fltuitions in India with thofe 
which were in fome degree fimilar iq 
England, united in his own perfop the 
fcveral high offices of Firft Lord of the 
Treafury, Lord High Chancellor, Lord 
Chief Juflice, and Lord Archbifliop of 
Canterbury, and who, for the fupport 
of his great dignity, had afalary or in¬ 
come of ico,oool. 

Though it might have been propet 
to enquire into the condu£t of a man 
furpe6ltd of maUadminiftration, yet 
Mohammed Reza Khan was not a per- 
fon to be treated with indignity} all 
that could be necelTary on the occafioc 
was, fo to fecure him that he might be 
forthcoming w'hcn his judges were 
ready to try him. The rigour ufed by 
Mr. Haftings was employed for corrupi 
purpofes, namely, tocumptlthat Mi- 
nifter to purchafeXhc indulgence of tb( 
Governor General. 

Mr. Haftings praAifed upon his feari 
more ways th-n one. He afted as if hi 
wa-i going to proceed againft his pri¬ 
foner with unrelenting rigour; andwiti 
this view he did a moft cruel thing 
for he turned out of office every native 
in the whole- kingdom of Bengal, wlu 
was indebted for his appointment tc 
Mohammed Rtza Khan, and filled itj 
all the vacancies with perfons knowi 
to be enemies to that unfortunate Mi- 
nifter. In confequenceof this meafure- 
great numbers of poor people were re¬ 
duced to poverty by tbe lo& of placei 
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lirhicfa they had-long held, and which 
Vfere their only fupport. 

Mr. H<ift>ngs had juilificci this niea- 
^ttre to tiie Court <jf Direitors by i'jy- 
ing. ttialif it had n.-.t t.tktn place* the 
.influence <,f Mohammed Rexi Kl.-tn 
,^ouId have flifled all evidence of his 
BUilt, through the means of his cre.i- 
.tares in offi 'e. 

Who woi'Id not think, faul Ivir. 
Bn rke, after fu' h ft.-ps as thefe, th.it 
Mohammtd Kt’z> Khan was going to 
be put to a fevere trial? Who wviild 
not think th'.t hr was to exprjft nothing 
but inexoral'lt j.iltice ? Biu thofo who 
might think to, knew little of Mr. 
Haftings ; for in fa'I, Mohammed w js 
difmijrcd not only wit' out punilhmcnt, 
but without trill. So that it mij’ht 
fairly be prcl'amed, all things confi ler- 
ed, that as it was cot the^;r/7.' c,f f is 
man which hadcaufLd him tube tre..:£d 
with fo much unjuftifiable r'goir at 
firft, fo it wis not to his inttirciri, that 
he Has imleb’ed for the reftorat on of 
his liberty, and the end that wa^ put to 
all proceedings ag unit him. It m'ght 
be.fairly ufmed he had made hia/.i, v 
with Mr. Hift'Pgi, and yiven p :.-fs 
of nis innocence with which a Couii 
of JuJlite Would not have htcii fitil* 
fied. 

He trufted thew LordHi'ps W' uid 
agree with him, that in this whole* pro¬ 
ceeding there werf f^iong ; r, f:riypt've 
proofs that Mr. llaftiiigt/.?.'/:'’ s rkluf- 
fulman hishbcify, and the lattei actu¬ 
ally paid the ptuf for it. 

Tliore was I'omcthing in tircvmjloncn, 
which he coiiiielered in evidence as in¬ 
finitely fttonger than the moft 
oath. And as .icculations rrght lady 
be repelled in fome lituatioiis by the 
caaruHfrs of the putics accufe'd, fo 
they . be fupported by them and 
by cireumit incts. 

For i.'iltance, faid Mr. Burke, if a 
man was to Iwear to me that he had 
feen the Lortl Chancellor, the Lord 
Chief Jurtice, an<l the Archbiihop of 
Canterbury, in their rebes, robbinsr 
on the highway in open day, I would 
jpot b'.'heve fuch an aflertion, though 
upon otitii, becaufc il e a<5l fo Iworn to 
would he contrary to all rules of proha- 
bil'ty, anti to the charadars of the ptr- 
h'onagcs fo necufed, and confequ>.n(ly 
incredible: But were I to fee a man, 
whofc charaftcr for corruption was ge¬ 
nerally known, take a rich perfon into., 
cuflody,.threaten him with the ven¬ 
geance of the law, and the power of 
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his eneri^s, and afterwards not only 
no/ piinilh that perfon. but enlarge him 
without having fo much as tr'ed him, I 
Would inll.uitly lay to myfelf, thv- rich 
man has hrihe,/bis profcciitor, and pur> 
ch ifed impunity with the ihcrifice ofa 
pirt of his wealth. And in faying this 
I Ihould not fear that I w.i.. palling a 
ra/i jniU'ment, thoiigli 1 had napofitlve 
proof that th(> brioe w.is aiftu.iily given. 

Tne luxt point to which Mi. Burke 
faid he intended to apply prefumptive 
evidence, related to Munny Begum. 
But he apprized their Lordihips, that 
he did not mean to confint? himfelf en¬ 
tirely to prjnmptive proofs on this 
head. 

When Mohammed Reza Khan was 
removed from his office^, one oi wnich 
w»5 that of Guardian and Chief Mi- 
nilUr to the then N hob of Rcnual, who 
w iS at thit Ituu* a miiioi, Mr. Haflitiga 
was oit’crrd by the Court of Diiciflors 
to fupp’y liis place with fomc man of 
know n ’ntegnty. 

Dhl Mr. Hallings piy ready obedi¬ 
ence to this ordei ? N-i. On the con- 
Uaiy, he C’rrid tily dilieg.nied it; 
rr.u inflcad of a .'.n'.:, named a to man 
tvi lil! tU' i'tipij, t.iiit^oflii e of Cuaidian 
and I?. t-. the yoimg Pi nice. 

Th; ciicuinll'n.ei attending this 
a| poiu'.mcrit «cic of a nature that 
llrongly indicated c zr/r'Yi'/w/in the Go- 
vini-'r Grn.r-I.— i'o make this appear 
ch Illy, Mi. Hurkc g.nca flioit hiltory 
of Mmmy Begum. Thi- woman was 
liorn .» si.Avu, a f*A?.cJNa GJaf. 
by Trade, a-.d ritosTjn ute by PRO- 
FES.-ION. Ti ol'e who knew any thing 
r.f Irid.ia, kmw that the jjancing 
GIRLS were the very outcafts of fg- 
clcty. Dancing in India was not con- 
lidercd a"- in Burope; it was not th.}t 
muh-flc and grattfid movement whicji 
gives eafe amt dignity to the carriage, 
winch pnltlhes the manners without 
corrupting the morals, and which the 
moft innocent and virtuous of the fair 
frx vefy prope'iy ftudy to acquire and 
improve. Dancing in India conftfted 
ill imntodrjl and h’fiivious gcftiires,and 
in actions wb.ch could not be named in 
an ail'embly fuch as he had the honour 
to avtdrefs. This dancing girl, this 
Munny Begum was employed, among 
others, to dance before the preftnt 
Nabob’s father, who taking a liking to 
her, fur fume time cirrted on a com¬ 
merce with her : Ihc told him at laft 
Ihe was pregnant, and made him bcv 
lieve flic was fo by himi Upon this he 



took her into the fci^aglio. Where flic 
was delivered of a IVm, and where flie 
was treated with the fame refpetft a^ 
the reft of the ladies of that place. 
Her influence was fo gifat, that Ihe 
procured \\cv bajiard Ion to fiiccced the 
Naboh, to the prijiidicc of his legiti¬ 
mate children, and arcordingly he 
afeended the throne, after the death of 
his fuppofed fHthcr. His n.othcr had 
all authority under him . hut his rtigu 
was of. a ihort duration, for he died a 
minor. The tldeft Kgitiniati.- fon of 
the old Nabob was then raifecl to the 
throne, and hh mothir, a p;-'nct,f'’ cf 
illustrious liirth, w.ij in veiled wi’h t!ie 
dominion of tlie fera^li , fiom whiili 
Munny Begum hail been tcmovid m 
the dtciih of her fon. thider th'S 
young N ibob, Mohmuntd Ua/a Mbrn 
poverritd the country. Win n Mi. 
Il.illiiigs reoioveii Inrr, tht r’l'-'e o\' the 
N.ihoii 1 eqiu-fiv'i I'lc (S.iviri. 'rOenin.d 
would .appoint to fi!! the vacancy 
occalioiici‘ by thi-. remov ’ the uni’le 
waa » Prince whom Mr. lialimgs min- 
fclf defci itied a^ a m.u. tviil'.out amir- 
tion, ai.d bv no means dangerou*'; 
and therefore he might have beti. .-ip- 
pomted .vif'i fifety to the Comp my’s 
intcreft. But this Prince w.is/m-, he 
had nothing to fupport himfclf and 
family but a peiilion from the Com¬ 
pany: a perl'i n fo fturfed h.id little 
chance of fucreeding with a man of the 
cl^ar^fter of Mr. HaSl-ngs. 

The perlou moSt fit for the feraglto 
was the relpedabie mother of the Na¬ 
bob; but Munny Begum, llie dan¬ 
cing GIRL, who knew the world, gam¬ 
ed the favour of Mr. Ilaltings by me. ns 
of irreJ.jVible arguments, .and by him 
flie was ippointed ruler of the king¬ 
dom, in the name of hex Jlep f-.n, whole 
own mother was removed. 

Thu.s, mft..ad of appointing ^man to 
fucceed Mohammed Reza Khan, ac¬ 
cording to the Company’s orders, he 
appointed a nvoman, who, according to 
fthe manners of Afn, could not he feu, 
and to whom no one con’d S'pc.'k t ut 
on a diflerent iide of .i cu'-tain from 
her; and a woman fo fitnated was to 
prefide over the adminiflrarion of all 
affairs, civil,' judicial, rcl'gious, and 
mdttary. 

By order of the Company, Mr. Haf- 
was to .appoint to this fituation a 
'pcrlbn of ifiti^nly : the w.iy in which 
he obeyed his lupcriors was by trufting 
the government of the country, and 
the education of tic young Priiict, to 


aperfon who, having been a DANCtNC^ 
GIRL, had been of courfe a PROSTI* 
TOTfc by PROFliSSlON. 

To accomii for tilts ftrange condiift 
in the Governor General, Mr. Burke 
faid, Munny Begum offered two lacks 
of rupees, or about zsjoool. fleritng for 
the iitu.stion. Mr. Haftings accepted 
the offer, touchi d the money ; and flic, 
to the difgracc of the Britifli govern¬ 
ment, waa placed at the head of affairs. 

But the dilobcdicnce of orders did 
not (lop here. The Court of Direftora 
ordcrctl Mr. Il'iliiigs to make reduc¬ 
tions in the N.!bob’s eftriblilhments, 
and c.aufc the favings to be paid into 
liic Complin’s treafury. They or¬ 
dered nun .-.t the fame time to caufe 
ri.yn!ar accounts of thofe fwings to be 
k.pt, .■'.".d tr.mlmitted from time to 
tiii.e to i’:n..i.aiid. But though the rc- 
rlutflions Wiie inadCjiio account of th* 
fav.iigs w's ki-pt, at lerft none were 
ever traiifiiiiltrl to England. The fav- 
i.ig.s, hovvi vri, wire known to amount 
to about j'ljouo!. a year, the whole 
of wiiicli. It wa.s extnmely probable,- 
Ml. H iftingit h.id converted to his own 
piivateuit; for wlut was r< markably 
fiifpicious 111 .ill th fe trai.f. ions re¬ 
lative to Mi'liamincd Rczi Klun and 
Munny Bigum, the G >v. r o G-neral 
acted without the concuircnrr, or fo 
much as lilt of his Colleague* 

ill the Council. 

Thus all the painv which the Com- 
p.;ny hid takm to pint tinir lirvants 
bijond the le.itb «;t icii pt.itirn, or at 
icaft of corrsipliout-virw: mlirciy loft- 
in vain hail tiii-y ittiKd iipi n the Go- 
venior Genei.il an income of near 
30,000!. fteriing a rt.,r, whiih bad 
been thougiit fufficient iur that put*. 
poft, not n etely by the Couit Di-^ 
redors, but by ihe Council of tseogal 
itfeif. 

Ii Mr. Hillings himfilf wms to be 
believed, it w,-? fnfii ient not only to 
fupp it ill fpIv-iidciM tlie office of Gij- 
vernor Gcntral, but tnahie liim “ in a 
few yiv rs’' chc prifuncr's own words) 

to lay bv en«>ugh to make hiir, com- 
fortabie and imli pendent all the itft of 
bis life.” I'l.c pn'.oner had enjoyed 
th.it litii.ition r^-.\r fourifrn yeuis, and 
yet it fad bcei* timiiicted ahriMd by 
hii tr inds, tb-'t he was compiraciwiy 
poi r. Ill lii.-i Miiiuti.s in Council, lie 
h iaileil th.it fame and the good oiiiiiion 
of his conn'ry were his gre.it o''j'-i't£, 
be ore which all conlidcraiions ct fyr-' 

Or IXC4.I.I, wiCw away. 


The 
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The defire of fame for feriKces done 
to one's country, though not virtue^ 
was certainly the beft counterfeit of it, 
the beft fubftitute ibr it, and was truly 
laudable. The man who felt an ardent 
^ffion for honeft fame would be fi^und 
tuperior to every grovelling pailion; 
all his actions would partake of the 
ruling paflion, and bear the im predion 
of noblenefs- But nothing of this was 
to be found in Mr. Haftings s he affeSed 
to difregeurd a brilliant fortune, and to 
look only for a competent one, and to 
cmrt only the good opinion of his coun¬ 
try • What was now his iituationl Ke 
had failed in every thing. By bis own 
declaration, he who wanted a compe» 
tency only, was a bankrupt \n fortune ; 
and he who had conftantly in view the 
good opinion of his country, which be 
conlidcred as the great reward of all 
his labours and fervices, was now a 
frifoner at their Lordlhips' bar, his 
COUNTRY bis ACCUSER. 

The accufations which ftood againft 
him were not for adts of direful de> 
folation and flaughter. Such a£ts in 
general were privileged crimes, the 
eiSedts of fuperior viickednefs, and con- 
^uently were not likely to be often 
repeated. But the crimes which were 
Uid to the charge of Mr. Haftings were 
of the, giovcHing kind, which did not 
ufually grow upon a throne, but were 
hatched in dunghills. However, when 
they were carried to the throne, and 
fandioned by the bigheft authority, 
then they became not the effedls of a 
momentary paftion, but the confc' 
guences of a fyftcmatic plan, which 
originating in a fordid foul, could never 
give way to a noble and generous ini- 
pulfe. 

The fountain-head being corrupt 
and impure, the whole llream mud 
partake of the corruption; the chief 
ruler himfelf being the example of cor¬ 
ruption, muft necefTarily encourage, 
inftead of reprefTing and deftroying it; 
and thus a general fyftem of bribery 
and peculation take place through the 
whole government. This, Mr. Burke 
faid, was a true pidture of the public 
fervice in Bengal^ from one end of it to 
the other. ^ 

Having dwelt long upon this point, 
Mr. Burke next adverted to thofe adls 
of corruption of which Ntincomar had 
g^ven information to the Council. 

The ebargea brought by Nuncomar 

agaiaft the Goveraor General dej>ead* 


ed upon many circumftances, and be 
had named lb many witnefTea who 
were to fupport them, that if they 
\tfere falfe, he afforded the very beft 
means that Mr. Haftings could wilh to 
refute them.—But without ever de¬ 
claring that they were falfe, he refufed 
to meet them ; he vilified the accufer, 
and repeatedly diftblved the Council* 
that his colleagues might not be able to 
proceed in their enquiries into tbefe 
charges. They made fome progrefs, 
however, and Nuncomar’s evidence 
together with that of hi| fon Rajah 
Gonrdals was taken, in which they 
mentioned the films which they thero- 
fclves had paid him in the name of 
Muiiny Begum; the very fpecida of 
coin in which they were paid i the bags 
in which the money was tied up, and 
the exchange that was paid, and to 
whom, for giving the current coin of 
Calcutta in its (lead. This was cor¬ 
roborated by a letter from Munny Be¬ 
gum herfelf: and to crown all, Nun¬ 
comar deftred that Canto Baboo, Mr. 
Haftings’s own banyan, might be exa¬ 
mined to all tlicfe points. The Go¬ 
vernor General, however, who was 
bound by regard fo; his own honour, 
who was bound by the orders of the 
Company to enquire into a£ls of pecu¬ 
lation and corruption, and by an aA 
of Parliament, under the authority of 
which Commi^oners had been Tent to 
India for that purpofe, not only difo- 
beyed the Company and the Legifla- 
ture, but would not fuffer his own 
v.tnt to obey either. It might be pro¬ 
per, perhaps, for a man bold in con- 
Icious re^.titude, to oppofe his general 
charaller to general accufalion } but it 
was a mark of weaknefs, not to fay of 
guilt, to oppofe general chara£ler to 
fpecific accuiations, fucb as were the 
charges brought againft him by Nun¬ 
comar. He had indeed reviled that 
Rajah, called him wretch, and the moft 
contemptible of his country. 

But Nuncomar was in his own coun¬ 
try, by his equal in dignity to any 
Peer among their iordfliips; in facred- 
nefs of character to any Bijhop ; in gra- 
vity of deportment to any Judge ; and 
in fortune to moft Princes. 

Here-Mr. Burke faid, that if the 
Counfel fliouid hereafter be fo Injudi¬ 
cious as to attempt to bring forward the 
convidion of Nuncomar, for the pur¬ 
pofe cf deftroying the of tbefe 
charges, he would open that feene of 

anoda 
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BLOOD to their Lordliiips’ view, ami 
ftitw them how Nimcomar was mur- 
DfiRUO under forau of law. 

I'hc lad point on which Mr. Bnrife 
touched, vvis the lack and a half of 
rupees Biven to Mr. Haftinps, as a 
hiibe, wlien he went to Moorfliedabad, 
the relidcncc of the Nabob of Bengal. 
It appeared that the Treafurcr of that 
Prince, not knowing under what head 
^ of accounts to place the expenditure of 
that fum, coiifulted the Prince, who 
delired him to put it under the head of 
expences ^or entertaining ^\r. Haftings. 

Now fuch expellees could not have 
been incurred on this head ; for the 
entertainment mud have been not only 
extravagant, but abfolutcly beyond the 
inL-ans of the Nabob, as their Lordihips 
ihould fee. 

By order of the Company the Na¬ 
bob's allowance for all his cxpeiices, 
had been reduced from 250,000!. a 
year to if>o,oool. now the entertain¬ 
ment of M'-. H-iftings, at the rate of a 
lack and a half of rupees for Icfs than 
tiu'ee mouths that he Itaid with the Na¬ 
bob, mull cod 200I. per day, and near 
70,000!. a year; and as Mr. Middle- 
ton had alfo a larga allowance for c«- 
teriaiHrjf/ii, alrnofi the wiiol; of the 
Nabob’s income mufl have been fpent 
upon thefe txuo p-rjorn ; a drprec of 
hofpit.ditv this would be, which no 
Prince in Alia or Kurope could afford 
to cxercilV. 

But what rendered it extremely 
fliameful in the Govci nor General, who 
admitted that he oill ilie Nabob the 
lack and half of rupees, though he 
would not allow that lie bad pocketed 
the money, to fnfl'n fuch an at tide as 
th's to appear under the In ad of enler- 
tuinmeut, was, that by the redo'lion of 
the Nabob’s inco.ne, he had reduced to 
abfolutc bcg_'ary about teenhundi td 
of the decayed nol/ihty and pctiOy of 
Bengal, who by the inirodui'lion at tlic 
Eiiglilli into this country, were driven 
,^o>i) all places, both civil and military, 
Which Wert cngioOVd by tbelcfoveigii- 
ers, and hid nothing m the wtnld to 
fubfifi: upon, but finall penlions from 
the Nabob, which were taken tiora 
theca when that Prince's allowance was 
reduced. 

Had the expeoce to which Mr. Haf- 
tiiigs put the Nabob been allowed for 
the ufe of thia b(,Hly of gentry, it would 
have fed them all, numerous as it was ; 
but it was as it were fated, that Mr. 
Haflings pould not fo much r 3 dint 
withput creating ^famine* 


Thus it was that Mr. Haflings prayed 
not upon the opulent^ but the poor^ thcl 
neeefyi and the veggars : at their ex«| 
pence did he cram diis injatiable maw. | 

He was not like tvie Eagle, which 
feemed to pride itfeif in contendingf 
with a prey that was able to ftrugglci 
with it; but he was like a Fniture, that! 
faftened upon carrion, a prey tha^ 
could make no reliflance. 

There was a mockery of feeling in 
the account given by Mr. HaBings of 
the lituation of tliefe decayed gentle¬ 
men. Me faid that he reduced without 
rdurtance the Nabob’s elephants, me¬ 
nageries and llables ; but when he was 
obliged to cut off the penlions, which 
he kntvv to be the only fiipport of thefe 
unfortunate families, he laid his heart 
was bleeding wliillt he was doing it. 

KxiicR ABLii iiYPOCRisv I cricd Mc. 
Burke, j.nsulting pityJ X know 
not in which this man was moil cruel— 
in ftripping ihtte people of their 
only fijppori—or in pretendin-^ toted 
for their diftrelfc?, when the daily ex- 
ptnee to which his table put the Nabdb, 
would have removed them all. 

It being by tins time four o’clock, 
Mr. Burke faid, he would nor detain 
their Lordihips my longer /X»/t with 
the opening ol lire fev<ntli charge. 

Tiulr L-irdlhips ihcu adjourned the 
Court. 

Thirty tJ r- v il n t h Day. 

Wldni sday, April 23. 

The I.oidb met in their robes as 
tifual i bill on account of the liiddeii 
indifpofitiori of Mr. Biiike, the Trial 
was adjoin ncil till Siturday, and a 
nirtTagc f( lit to tiie Commons to ac- 
4uaint them tin rt with. 


T H I R T Y - L 1 G H T H D .A Tw 

Sati.rday, April 31- 
Tliiii tlvy Mr. Buikc pioeeedcd in 
his ofcningof the feventb article ofirn- 
pe.ichment. 

He reminded their Lordflt’ps, that 
when he had htl Hie honour ofaddtef' 
ling them, he Ibcwtd that Irojti various 
circiimfl-mcc- attending many .nfls ol 
the piiloner’s adiinniftration, tiierc was 
ftrong ground toT prtftming him to bt; 
guilty of corniplion, and that thlspre- 
iumption of gudt w^s turned intor^r- 
tninty by po/'dive proofs—fo that their 
Lordihips would have in this cafe the 
TOoft fitiffadtory evidence—/r^/;/w?/i//T'r 
evidence, nriftng from the nature .,n4 
C ciicumltances 
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drcumftanc«c ofthe meaftireson which 
the charge, then under confidcration, 
was founded—and po/tiive evidence, 
Conlifting either tn written documents, 
or the oral teftimony of witntfles. 

The prefuntption of guilt, aiifing out 
of circumftances which attiM/JeJ the 
ineafures of the prifoner’s g«)vernmcnt, 
was confirmed alfo by a variety of cir- 
Giimfiances that followed thofe mea- 
fures* On this ground he begged leave 
to go a little at large into the condiidl 
of the prifoner, which, he contended, 
was of itfelf, and without'any other 
proof, fufficient to fix upon him the 
guilt of peculation and corruption. 

When the Council of Bengal was 
new modelled, and S^r John Clavering, 
Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, 
were appointed members of it, ordeys 
Were fenl out by the Court of Direc¬ 
tors to that Council, to eiujiihe into 
the adts of peculation and opprefli.rn 
that might have been committed iij>on 
the natives by any of the Company's 
fervants in India. 

In obedience to tbrfe orders, the 
three ge-.llemen whom he h.id juft 
named fet on foot an rnquiry into 
the truth of charges of bribery and 
peculation delivered at the Board 
againft the Governor Omeral himfelt. 
But that gentleman, inftead of meet¬ 
ing the ch.irges with that confidence 
which became a man bold in conl'cious 
innocence, rtfuftd to make any de¬ 
fence : nay, he refuferi to meet the ac- 
cufers—and lefilled all enquiry to the 
utmoft of his pnwer. With this view 
he repeatedly dlllblved the im-ttings of 
the Council, .md cnrleavourtd, as far 
as in him l.iv, to fruftrate ihtir re- 
fearches, and to witl.ftand ihe autho¬ 
rity of the Company, by oppofing t‘'e 
execution cf the oraers fent from the 
Court of Directors to the Governoi- 
Gencral and Council, to fet fuch en¬ 
quiries on foot. 

Such a line of condudt cmild not 
h VC been adopted by the prifoner but 
with a view to fcrcen himfelf from the 
confequences, which he well knew 
muft follow enquiry. The fliifts to 
which he was driven to fave appear- 
!|incer, at the fame time that he wilhed 
.^o efcape deletion kud paniniinent, 
Itrved only to confirm and give addi¬ 
tional weight to the charges that had 
been brought againft him. 

; NotwithftandTng his defire to be 
thought innocenl, he never once at¬ 
tempted to deny the receipt of the mo- 
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ney which he was accufed ofhayiftg 
taken as a bribe) but inftead of at> 
tempting to defend himfelf, began an 
'attack upon his colleagues at the 
Council Board, whom he charged with 
partiality, and a kind of confpiracy to 
dellroy his charafter. 

Inftead of ftiewing that the accufa* 
tion which had been recorded againft 
him was unfounded, he endeavoured 
to prove, as far as bare afiertions could . 
prove it, that Sir John Clavering, Co¬ 
lonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis were at 
the bottom of this acrufation, and that 
it was on their fuggeltion that it was 
brought. 

But even if that had been true, and 
thefe gentlemen had really encouraged 
others to (land forward and accufe the 
Governor General, could it be faid 
that it followed from fuch a circum- 
ftance, that the accufatinn was falle, 
and that his colleagues had fuborned 
and countenanced falfe witnelTes?—« 
Might it not be inferred that the en¬ 
couragement held out on fuch an oc- 
caiion, might he no more than this— 
that thefe gentlemen would proteA all 
perfons, who, having any difeovery to 
make relative to a< 5 ts of bribery, cor¬ 
ruption, or peculation, committed by 
any of the Company’s fervants, would 
ftand forward, and communicate it to 
the Board ? 

As it was at leaft pnjftble that the 
motives of thefe gentlemen might be 
good, what could the world think of 
the only fpecies of defence made by 
Mr. Ilaftings, which confifted in no¬ 
thing but the vilifying JtnA traducing 
the gentleiren, who, in obedience to 
tlieurdeisof the Court of Dire.'^tors, 
their fiiperiors, were endeavouring to 
dilcover whether any, and what a£ts of 
pecul'ition had been committed hy the 
Erigliili in India, and by whom ? 

Even if thefe gentlemen had bees 
animated in their enquiry by a fplrit of 
hotcility to Mr. Haftings, and had given 
evident marks of a deternained refolu- ^ 
tion to reprefent him to the Court of 
Dirc6tors as guilty of peculation, ftill, 
as in purfuing the enquiry, no matter 
with what motive, they were in point 
of faff a£ling in obedience to the or¬ 
ders of their fuperiors, it was the duty 
of the accufed, at leaft, to declare that 
the accuration brought againft him was 
unfounded. Had Mr. Haftings done 
this, he might have availed himfelf af¬ 
terwards of the advantage which this 
evident hoftility of bis colleagues 
. would 
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would have given him« and made it a 
coliateral part of his defence- 

But from the day on which the 
Charges were firft brought, down tt/ 
the prefent moment, Mr Haftings had 
never once ventured to fay that the 
grounds of the charges were falfc, and 
that be had never received the films of 
money which he was accufed of having 
taken as bribes. 

< But it was a much eaGer talk to rail 
at his colleagues, than to difprovc the 
charges. Unfortunately, howcvci,for 
Mr. HrfG'mgs, the charafters of thofc 
colleagues Good far beyond the reach 
of his calumny. The gentleman 
amongG them againG whom the Gover¬ 
nor General levelled his moG biiter in¬ 
vectives, and whom he conlidcrcd as 
moG hoGile to him, was the late Sir 
John Clavrring, whom many of their 
LordGiips muG have known. 

No one who had ever been acquaint¬ 
ed with that worthy man, or with his 
character, but mult feel that fiich a 
perfon w'as incapable of aCt’ng under 
the impulfe of the pitiful motives to 
which Mr. HaGings had afcribed his 
conduct. The world knew that he had 
paGed through the diffeient degrees of 
the military profeflion with a character, 
which pointed him out as a model for 
the whole army to imitate. His repu¬ 
tation for unimpeachable honaur and 
inflexible integrity, endeared him to all 
his acquaintance, and to the whole 
army, ilis heart was as free from the 
tneaiinefs which prompts fome nun to 
fupphint others, or to injure them in 
their good name, as his reputation was 
from Gain or blemifli. In a word. Sir 
John Clavering was no let's an ornament 
to human nature than to his profeflion ; 
he was as good a man as he was an 
able ofGccr. 

What advantage then could Mr. 
HaGings expeCt to derive from an at¬ 
tempt to impute bale or dilhotiourable 
motives to fuch a perfon ? This was a 
•flucGion to which Mr. Burke laid lie 
would give no other anfwerthan this— 
That the prilbncr muG havethought it 
fafer to do or fay any thing rather than 
plead to the charges brought agsinll 
him, or fuffer the enquiry to proceed, 
whiiGthe poGibility of crufliing it was 
Gill in his power. 

In point of faS, Mr^ HaGings derived 
no advantage from this attack upon Sir 
John Clavering and his colleagues. 
The Court of Directors, to whom all 
the minutes that had been catered in the 


Council-books by both partirs, relative 
to the charges brought againG Mr< 
HaGings, had been fent, in the moG 
exprels and pofitive manner approved 
of the conduct ol the former, and cen- 
futed the bitter for having retiGed the 
enquiry which they thtmfelves had 
Gridly enjoined the Ccuncilto inG tute 
and puifue: and they further com¬ 
manded Mr. HaG'ngs to give them fa- 
tisfaClic non tliofe points which formed 
the heads of the accufation againG him. 

But the Court of Direftors could not 
make Mr. HaGings pay obedience to 
thejr orders. He ptomifed, indeed, 
that he would explain thofc points; 
hut he found means to evade the per¬ 
formance of h s promife. 

Here Mr. Burke oblerved, that when 
a perfon accufed fays he will explain 
the grounds of the charge, he miiG be 
confidered as admitting the faSs upon 
which the charge is founded, though 
he might aftei wards deny the inferences 
drawn from them. For none could be 
lb abfurd as to explain what had no 
exiflence^ 

But this explanation bad never yet 
been made; the cxcufc pleaded by the 
prifoner, whilG he was in India was, 
that as the charges might be made the 
grounds of a prufecution, or a fuit in a 
Court of Law, he ought not to difclofe 
his defence in the GrG inGance, but to 
referve it t II he Giould be called upon 
to make it before a proper tribunal. 

Since his return to England, his ex- 
cufe was, that as no fuit or profecution 
was commenced againG him, he con- 
lidered the bulinrfs as dropt, and a de¬ 
fence confcqutnily unnecelTary.. 

Thus this ixcellent maGer of the 
fciencc of defence was able to pury off 
the neceGity of explaining his condiiO; 
by means the moG Gngular and oppo- 
Gte, If the accufation was to end in a 
trial, he wan not to explain before trial; 
and it the profecution was fuGered to 
Geep, then there could he no neceffity 
for an explanation : fo th^t the charges 
might remain unanlwercd for ever- 

Mr. Burke begged leave to make a 
remark or two upon the danger which 
the prifoner afftdlcdly faid might at¬ 
tend him, if he was to explain the 
gioiinds of the^bharges, wtullt there 
wris a poflibility that they might termi¬ 
nate in a trial. 

From the good fellowfliip in which 
it appe.ired to their Lordlhips that 
Mr. HaGings and Sir Elijah Impey lived, 
they W'onld fee that the foimer could 
C % have 
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faAve no great occaHon for mnch anxieVy 
‘ about the event of any luic that might 
be inftituted againft him in the Coujrt 
of the latter. Sin- Khjih Impey was 
not a likely man to Jhai t thj iatv to 
make it reach Mr. Ihfji/rr^st p.irtuii- 
larly to favour a falfe ai. cnl.itioii. Tiic 
prifoner, therefore, could not be de¬ 
terred by any appreheiiliou of il.ini-,er 
in India, from an explanation of lii< 
condufl. 

The nextthin^ then to be conhdered 
was, whether lit had any thing to ap¬ 
prehend in a Court of Law in lluglanU 
from fuch explanation. 

He certainly had not, if Mr.Haftinps 
himfelf might be believed : for in re¬ 
commending to the Court of Dirrdois 
a plan which he himfelf had propofed 
in the early pirt of hit adminiflration, 
which would have left all the Com¬ 
pany’s fervints inlnd;a at the mercy of 
the Governor General, who might dif- 
mifs them from the fervice witiioiit 
giving them a hearing ; he faid, that 
the forms of proceeding and iults* f 
evidence laid down -rd ellabldhtd in 
the Courts of Law in Lr.glaiid, would 
rather facilitate the efcap. of an Oiien- 
taldelinquent from p'arni’nmcnt.thou,ih 
the cries of the papie Jhould c all for 
vengeance on him, than enable the 
Company to I r ng him to piinillimcnt. 

Upon' this principle, then, it might 
be faid, that Mr. Half oigs had Ibc-iU ied 
himfelf from thenctTcllity of explaining 
his condti£f, under the appicheniioti of 
a trial from which he had mAhirp to 
par, not hccaiife he waa innaent, but 
becaufe the law could not iv.icli him, 
on account of the particular ci vuin- 
llances of places, perfons, a-u! diftancc. 

The fcraples and drlic«cy of Mr. 
Hillings might ihertforc be fafely 
pronounced to be alTcAed, or aflumcd 
only for the pin pole of evading the 
promife of an explan.iMon, iH-caul't ho 
knew he could not explun away the 
force of the accufation, or elUblnh his 
innocence. 

If it had been from an idea that it 
would be lowering his ci'gr.ity to de¬ 
fend hiiTii'clf againlt cliaro.s which he 
conetived to be coui.tcrianecd by thofe 
whom he coiili icr tl a.s his enemies" 
in the Council, fiuoiy’^ic v/ould have 
availed himfelf of the oijportunity 
which the death of Sir John Clavering ; 
and Colonel Moid'on g.ive him, and by J 
twhich be uas reiiiltateci inthopleni.' 
'fade of power, to prove that thofe gen-‘ 
tUmm bad been aciirucd by malice: 


^againft him, and that the charges had 
|not even alhadow of foundation in truth. 

^ Ifut had he (ince their death attempt¬ 
ed to prove any fuch thing ? No; he 
had ever finee obferved a liicnce upon 
thofs charges, which nothing could 
force him to bre ik.—Innocence owed 
it to itlelf to plead at lc.ilt notpuilty, 
and declared a f.iKc charre to* be lo. 
Hut Mr. H ifl-'ng- Ivtd nutp ud tveti this 
font tribute to innocence. Why? Be- 
vcMifc he W.CS not innocent. Guilt 
hul put a SEAL upon his lips, which 
iiorhmg could iireak. ^ 

' Had there been in the bieaft c^f Mr. 
iHaitings a fpark of that honcil indigna- 

t tion, which never fail.s to fire the brcalt 
of an innocent peifon wrongfully ac- 
^iifed, the lanpuige and leiitiments 
avhic li Sir John Cl ivering hid b'ld and 
tnteitainci! of turn, and which he liad 
recorded in the archives ot the Kiit- 
'fndia Company, would have made it 
blaze forth. 

In a minute entered by Sir John, and 
which W'as r. ad by Mr. Burke, tint 
General dec! ired, “ that Mr. Ilafciuga 
had made himlelf a* degraded chiraiJter 
in the eycj liolh ol India and of r'.u- 
ropc, for his peculation, his coirup- 
lion, and o}. prt ifions.’’ 

Such language as this had been un¬ 
able to ttiake Mr. Ilaltings vindicate 
his inn cei'ce and his lu.nr.nr, by en- 
tcrihg tipon his defence. He did not 
dare to defend hunlelf, bccaufe he 
knew he could not but difcloie his 
r.iTii.T, if he was to attempt to an- 
fwer the charges. 

\V'h.,t, f.iid Mr. Burke, could make 
this proud and haughty Ruler of India 
lubfi.it lo fuch iangiiagt, and bear with 
I'ucb oppri'bntirn ? Gni't, conscious 
p^uilt-' Tlie curled love of MONEY h.id 
got pJlTelu m of his foul; and in 
the cuiitciTiplation of his detefted 
wi Af.TH, he found fiiflicieiit confoia- 
tif»n lor the iefs of charafler and of 
lionoiir. Under the lath of Sir John 
Clavtnng, and the execration of all.^ 
Ali.i, he feemed lo fay with the Poet— 

—Pnpiilits me fibilat, at mihiplnudo~^ 
—-- et nummoi lontemplor inarccU 

It was this love of money that had 
, made him deaf tothecalls of glory, and 
ycallous to the feelings of honour. If 
was this unbounded and infatiable paf- 
iion for money, that had feared his 
confeience and hb feelings ; and happy 
in the accumulation of vvealth, even 
by the fuuleft means, he could bear^ 

un- 
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unmoved, the rooft cutting reproaches 
■ of Sir John Clavering: “ Hi lay down 
“ in his STYE of INFAMY — WALLOW- 
I “ ED in the filth of disgrace—*— 
“ and rATiENED upon tic offals 
, ** and EXCRTMI-NIS of DISHONOUR.” 
lie fuffercd his name to be branded 
not only to cotemporaries, bur to pcfte- 
rity, by the charges and obfervations 
recorded by Sir John Ciaveriug againft 
him in the archives of the Company. 
Whilft that gentleman lived, Mr. Haf- 
tinps did not dare to meet thofecharges; 
nor had he attempted to give the leaft 
anlwcr to them even after hi* death i 
they rem lined to this day uuanfwcred, 
and unrefuted. 

I'ofterity would not credit the afper- 
fions to which Mi. Haftings had had 
rccourfe, inftead of a dcfei'ce, and 
whicli he dealt lb liberally upon Sir 
John C overing and his colic igues. 

The iccords of the Company would 
fliew how little thefe afperfions were 
fomuUd. The p.inf gyrics pronounced 
bv the Court ol Ditcdlors upon Sir 
J»)hn Cl.ivcring, and n corded in their 
archives, bore a glorious teftimony to 
the honour, charafter and merits of that 
great m.;n. When Xired out by the coii- 
ll.int oppofiiion given by Mr-Ilafluigsto 
the execution of every plan cither re¬ 
commended or commanded by the 
Company, Sir John Clavering lent home 
a relignation of hi* feat at the Council 
Eo.iid, the Coutt of Direftors retufed 
to accept u ; and gave for reafon, that 
his retreat from the Council Board 
would be an irreparable injury to the 
Compiny’s fervice* They at the fame 
time bellowed the moft unequivocal and 
iinqualiiied approbation on the whole of 
his connuiit, whilft he had been in their 
fervice; mid entreated him, by his 
love for his country, not to think 
of rcligning a fituation in which 
he had done fo much good, and in 
which fo much mure remained to be 
done. 

^ Sir John Clavcrlng died foon after, 
md litettAlly of a broken bcatt- Mr. 
Burke read from one of the Company’s 
books part of a letter w'ritten on that 
occalioii to the Governor and Council, 
in which they fpoke in terms of the 
moft warm panegyric of the deceafed, 
and cxprcfTed a deep concern for the 
heavy lofs' which the Company had 
fuftained by his death. 

Here Mr. Burke a^ed if fuch a man, 
fo revered and honoured, was capable 
of bringing unfounded siccufations, or 
eouiitciiancing falfe i^ccufcrs. 'He 


aiked, whether there was a man uptni 
earth, hew bold foever be might be in 
confeious innocence. Mi. Haftings ex¬ 
cepted, who would have thought hghtly 
of charges countenanced by fuch a 
m.Tn as General Clavering? He faid 
he was furc that evi ry man who had 
a cfcaiadltr that cculJ be injured liy an 
aceiifation, would have thought it ne- 
cefTary to defend i', when the name of 
Sir John Clivcring was in any degree 
conneded witli the charge ; becaufe 
fuch a name would give a weight to it, 
in the opinion of the wor'd, even 
though the witnclH's might not be the 
moft unitnpeachabi'.; men- 

Why then did not Mr. H.afting8 meet 
the ebargrs undf r fuch i ircumftancet T 
Bccauft, fiid Mr. Burke, he wm guilty^ 
and could not hut expofe his gudt, by 
attrmpting to ciifprove it. This fre~ 
fumptioa againit the prifoner giew na- 
tur;‘lly out of the circiiiriflanci s of the 
cafe; and in tnc opinion of all impar¬ 
tial men ought to hr confidcred as tan* 
tamniiit to an adrniftion cf the charge. 

Ml. Butke next obferved, that the 
prifoner had invariably rr.iftakcn his 
own littiation ; be oorlidered tlu Com- 
p iny, m the cale of the charges alluded 
to, as plaintiffs .md projeci.tors, and 
himfelf as a tietendant whereas the 
true relation in which they Itood to 
each other, was that of masters and 
servant. When the Directors re¬ 
quired him to explain the grtiur.ds of 
his conduft in tins cafe, he declined 
obcd'tnce to their requdition, and faid 
he would lel'erve his defence for a 
Court of L.iw. 

Mr. Burke afk.'d tkeir Lordfliips, 
what any one of them w'ould think of 
fuch iangu ge from his ilew.iid. If a 
fteward wms lu<pe£led or arcufed of 
ooprclling the tcinnts, dilapidating tho 
eftate, and embez/.ling the rents, and 
his Lortlftiip fli‘>u‘d defire h^m to ex¬ 
plain his conduift, and remove the 
grounds of fiifpicion ; what wiiuld be 
the aflonillimcnt «f that Lord, If he 
Ihoiild hear hi? fteward reply, “ 1 will 
“ give no cxplaiiatio * now ; bring your 
“ aflion againft me ; 1 will rclerve my 
“ defence tor a Cmut i ! Ltv,” 

This wa; tlig jM-.-.'ife IrtD.inge that 
Mr. Haftings h-, id to the Coorl of Di- 
reflore, his msstcrs, to wiiom, as 
their si'-RVANt, he owed OE’.Dr^NCE, 
and to whom be was of ct'i rfi: hr.u.uli 
when they n qulred it, l.» exf ia n his 
conduft.—But it was not vciy fur- 
prizing that a man llioiiM periina- 
ciuufty with -ho’d explanation, however 
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hW feen or h«rd oF thcfc cofl!y enter- one arifing from tmetalmtnt ; the other 
itainmcnts. Of all the virtues there from ilrtcBiontOX confejion fA the pri- 
|wa* only one which derived luftre from foner, who finding it iinpoftibie to con- 
^‘concealmenty and r.hat was charity .* cdal any longer from the ferjatinizing 
>‘PtJBHciTY was part of the spliinuos eye of Parliament his many and cnor- 
|of Ai,L oTMEliSt particularly nospi- mous bribes, at lait conteffed that he 
^Taliiy. had received certain fums of money 

When an entertainment was given to privately, and made a merit of dil'co- 
great perlbuages, preparations were vering what he faid he might have kept 
made, and numbers ot giiefts were in- for ever fnom the knowledge of the 
vited to do honour to tnofc for whom world. 

the feaft was made: but when a pro- One of thefe two grounds of evl- 
digious Aim, fuch as i6,oool. was faid dence, Mr. Biirhe faid, he had already 
to have been expended in an entertain- opened to their Lordihips; the other 
ment, which had made no noife, which he intended to open as briefly^s polTible 
bad not been heard of in the city where at the next fitting of the Court, 
it was fuppofed to have been given, it Here Mr. Burke concluded for the 
was natural for people to fiifpeft, that day j and their Lordlhips adjourned the 
there was a myftery in the bulinefs, Court a little before four o'clock to 
calculated to conceal fomc tranfaAion April 30. 
which could not bear the day. ... .... . 

Mr. Burke having got thus far, in- On Thursday, Aprii, 30, as foon 
formeil their Lordiliips, that he would as the Lord Chanceil«>r had taken the 
not take up any more of their time this Woolfack, in the Houfe of Peers, Mr. 
day; but would, he hoped, be able to Hobart brought a meflage from the 
conclude his opening the next day he Commons, intimating a defire, on ac- 
fliould have the honour of addreifing count of fome particular cii cum fiances 
their Lordfliips. attending the trial of Warren HaAings, 

He obferved that there were two that tbeir Lordlhips would defer that 
grounds ofcvidence on which he intend- trial to a future day.*, 
ed to fupport the feventh charge; the This 

* This requeft proceeded from the following Bufioefs having been agitated in the Huufe 
•f Commons fincethe Lit adjournment of the Court, and which Chink it nectHary (p in¬ 
troduce, for the better diicidacion of tfie objedl and motives of the Trial. 

< On A/Wijy, 17, M.ijor Scott rofe in Buike was fuppofed to make lad Tuefdaf 
his p'ace and faul he field a petition in his in VVettminlV-r H.ill. Tlie petition Hated, 
hand from Warren Haftings. Efq. who w.-’s that fie fiad then accufed Mr. Hidings of 
Slow upon hts trial for h'gf) crimes and mif. mm'deiing Nuiicomar by the hands of Sir 
demeanours; this petition, he faid, dated, £tij.ih Impcy. Major S:ott contended that 
that a Rig't Hon, Member of that Houfe thefe ctiarges were al! foreign to the profecu- 
(Mr. Buike) whom the Houfe had appointed ticn, that they were not to be found among 
to coiidiild tins trial, liad in the courfe of the ttiofe wfiich bad been confidered by the 
profecuiion introduced a great deal of extra- Commons and that they implied a higlicr de- 
neous matter, and which l'..id net been found gree of ctimmality than tl'oie of which Mr. 
by the Houfe. Tlie M.ijor obferved, that Hadings had been accufed by the Houfe. Ac 
altliough twenty charges had been exliibited the fame time he had no opportunity of an- 
at the bar of the Lords againd Mr. Hadings, fwering them. He therefore pray^ in hit 
yet only feven charges had been maturely petition, that he might have an opportunity 
confidered, and that no member in the of aiifwering thefe charges, or that the Houfa 
Houfe but liimfdf had read the lad thirteen would give him fuch otfier redrefs as they ia 
charges. At the lame time that tlie Right their witdom fliould fee proper. 

Hon. Manager intiodticed this foreign and f 4 .ajor Scott took notice of the very great 
extraneous matter, he was always affirming delay that had-taken place in this trial, and 
that every thing that he advaQped was upon of the vad expence Mr, Hadings had been 
the authority of that Houfe, and that he had put to on that accoimt. He was going to 
all his inftrudtions from it. date fomeihing tliat had happened in the 

The Honourable Member next adverted Houfe of Lords lelative to this trial, when 
to particularsi to the famous dory of the he was called to Older by the Speaker. 

Three Seals, to the affur of Devi Sing, kr. Mr. Fox then rofe and faid, he conceived- 
, whici) had been roentiuned by Mr. Hurke a every thing iliat had been faid by the Ho« 

' twelvemonth ago. Put the principal p.nt of notirabie Gcatlemaa WM irregular and uopre- 
the petition related to au -alfeition which Mr. cedented. 

Mr. 
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This mcfl'jgc being read, and taken till Toefday next (May 5). This waa 
iniu (:ui>njer,ition, . agreed to ; and 

E+rl Stanhope propofed that the re- Mr. Hobart being called in again was 
<|ucit of the Commons ihould be conk- dehrtd to acquaint ^e Communs with 
plied with, and moved, that the trial the refulutioii. 
of W arren Uaftingj, Lfq. be poftponed' 


Mr. Pitt was of a d'.iTerent opinion. 

Major Scott faid, that all thofe extrane. 
eus fa£ts, which had been advanced by the 
Hon. Manager, were falfe and ill founded, 
and chat the Hun. Manager had coolly and 
deliberately nufreprefenced fadls, knowingly 
and wittingly. 

The .Major then read Che petition, which 
contained the fubHance of what we have 
ftated, and concluded with tnoviug that it 
might be brought up. 

VVhen tins motion was put from the chair, 

Mr. Fox declared chat this motion was fu 
new and unprecedented, that he hoped and 
trufted It would be negatived. He wilhed 
to confider three chiii';s; i(t, the objedf of 
this motion; 2<ily, the complainant; and 
3dly, thofe to whom the complaint was 
made. 

i(\. As to the nhjeifl of the petition, 
which complained of c ruin expreflions that 
h.id been ufid by tlw; atculVr more than a 
twelvemonth ago, it Mr. Hiitings had any 
complaint to make, he*ought '.obave made it 
wiiliiii a re.iloiiab'e time. This he had not 
done in this calc, winch was the ftrongeft 
proi'f thi.c lie had no red complaint. If any 
Member m ans to ohierve on words ufed by 
any other Member, he mull do it immediately 
after thofe words have been uttered. This 
rule was founded in excellent fenfe ; for it 
was obvious that it w.)s only then he could 
gi' e rtiiy tolerable account of ilie woids, when 
time W'ere clear in his memory. 

cdly, As to the cump'aiii.mt, was he one 
of his Hun. Friends who had the honour to 
condiidl the profecHtiun ? No. Was he any 
H.'ih. Member oil th.it fide of the Huufe ? No. 
Was tne cumplaiiiaiit a M<mb*r of Pa'lxw 
meiiC ? He was not. Had be been a Mem¬ 
ber of the Houfe, Mr. Fox faid, this cir- 
cumllance would have had great weight with 
l.im i but when he confideied ilut the com- 
A>l.iinant was the culprit himfelf, it was im- 
polUble blit that there mull be exprefiions 
that w uulu he difagrecsble to him. The i<id.l 
• was, that every thing, every part of the pro- 
fecution was difagrecahle to Mr. Haflings 
and his agents ; and his Hon. Friend might 
' |<H)k upon it as a compliment paid to his in- 
. 4uiliy, hisoratoiy and abilities, that fuch a 
^'petition liad been prefented. For his part, 
lie was no way fnlioitnus to condudl the pro- 
f^iMion in a way agreeable to Mr. Hallings, 
'''iiSi in fn.'h a manner as was agreeable to th« 


diflates of his own confcience, to promote 
the ends of public jultice, and, if pnffihle, to 
bring them to punilhment. If the culprit 
himfelf wras allowed to prefent petitions ti» 
that lloufi: whenever jhe was pinched, h« 
could by this means divcit the prolccution, 
by turning Ins accufers into culprits and cri¬ 
minals. Tbis was unexampled ill the Jour¬ 
nals of that Houfe, or in the h.llury of this 
Country. 

3illy, With refprdl to thofe to whom thij 
cnmpliint was ma e, it was the Commons. 
He contended tliat it ought to liave been the 
Lords, who were Ins judges. If any dtiing 
impiuper had been f^-d, ihe.r Lordlhip- heard 
it, and might have Hopped the profecutoi. 
The Commons m.glit remove thfl prefent 
M 'n.^ger^, if they thought they h.id .nntcou- 
dudled themf'Wes, and appoint new .Vlana- 
gers. but Mr. Fox was of opinicu, that 
when tl’.e Houfe ot Commons appointe I a 
ComiiiiUec U) cOii-n<H any tri 1 , tiuy muH 
leave that Comitmue 10 cx rcife their bell 
judgment on this burinefs. Ho thought they 
had been unfa r-y dealt vvith. T)ieyli<d 3 
mod :irduoii-< talk to pn form, tiv’y h >d a moft 
powerful culpritti>conflict with, a man who 
had been Goveinc-Gei cn! ct In 'ia for four¬ 
teen years (ut.ccllively, who lia-.t it in hi$ 
power to co’ifer many obi'v’4r,oi.i, and bad 
procqrca many friends. Ti.'y ti.'d ti* con¬ 
tend with.dl the powe' rnd ail ti e corruption 
of India : and now the IJouie of Commaiic, 
who hail appoint, d hint amt h.s friends to 
profecute th s min, weie going to defeiC 
them, by withdrawing their fupport. He 
thought tins extremely hard, unfair, and 
ire.'iclierous, and begged of the Houfe never 
to let it appear on the Joui nals of rh it Houfe, 
that any petition prefented by a culprit (Ituuid 
be atti nded to. I'lns was tot.i'ly unknovviii 
in other nations, and pcifeHly Inbveifive of 
all ihe principles ol jullice. 

Mr. Pitt laid, hs agreed perfeft'y with 
what the Right Honoumble Gentleman had 
advanced m Che concluTion of his fpeech, vv.th 
regard to the fnpport that w.ts proper to ho 
given to the cundi)ilors of this proreciit|i>n ; 
the charadler, honour and dignity of that Houle 
and of this coiintry^ere dc-ply involveil m it. 
But the Tingle quelliuii liefore the Houfe was 
thiss the Hojfe having given limited powers tq 
tlie Manageis to comlucl this tral in a parti¬ 
cular way, and only to try h.ni foi car;ain 
mtfdemeanuurs, Ihali Uie M,a.iagers have a 
D dtfCiUiutiaiy 



p-)w«r to exieed thsir *nthority, 
and to accufe'Mr. Haftmgsof anj* crimes and 
mifJemeanours they pitafe ? He apprelierdsd 
n*>t. If ths Minagers traitfgrelfed the luints 
of their authority, tlyiy w’eie accu’iitahiR ti> 
that Hnufe, horn wliom tlusir amhority was 
derived, and not to the Houle of Lairds. 
The Lords could not ftop him. He was rr.idy ^ 
to confefs that there w.is a wide dilhndhon be. 
tween the words nfed a year ago, and ihi'fo 
refpedlinf! t'le murder of NuiHltomar, which 
were fookm very lecently ; and the pentinn 
had been prefcnted the very next day com* 
plaining of thsfs words, which he re'garded 
as the principal part of the petition. He I'aw 
no ohieil.on ro this petition being brought up, 
there feemed to he nothing irrepul.ir r>r dif- 
orderly in it. He thought the honour and 
Juftice of the Iluufc were hound to do if. 
It was a prii'.lege of the meaneft fubjeft of 
this country ; and T r what reafon fhould 
they deny to Mr. Hadings wh.'tt everv man 
fl'imed as a privilege, who eiijoycd the 
J-iglits of a citiz -n of this country ? At tl.e 
'fame time, though he thouglit the petition 
ought to be hrought up, he did not fay what 
would b“ proper to he done cm it. 

Mr. r.urktfj' I, he hi-l.c'scd he mu"' io'ik 
at fome di'.Laure Ir.r a fh .'.sd a; pui- 

fcation—to cool and ciilp.lTi i. 'e pel’erity. 
lie had hitherto truHed to il.t gocdu’bof 
the caufe; and to the approhiMon i f h •• oivu 
’mind. The Houfe had ,<p] onitrJ h-ni the 
prnfeewtor of Mr. Hading?, a id lie had exe¬ 
cuted that import.int trud in fu^^h a manner 
as appeared a.oft agreeab e to hu own brft 
judgment, a.uJ was mod c infid-nt with the 
lionour and dignity fif tl'C Hou'e; ar.d if 
after he hati gone thiouch fotii a vorl.l nf 
labour and fitigue, tiicy thimjit proper to 
remove bim, he OionlJ not be fovry fur it; 
it was whet he wanled—he wnnlo then rn- 
jny cafe and cpi'Ct, and lie hippy. Mr. 
Hurks ojienly :i!id genprouPy cuiifrn’i d thrt 
he had Lid Mr. Haftings h'ld put to (ie.itli 
Nundcomar through the agency of bir El'i.ih 
Impey, hecrufe he ihiiugiit it elTentia! to the 
proftciviun. He alfo advei tr-j to tl'.e other 
emrges in the petition, and 'explained his 
r?afons for mentioning th.-m. Ha adverted 
to a piper which cunt.iisieii taiI. wb'Ch f/Ja- 
jnr Sc.u.t was faid to have received in lyXa 
'fill ccrt.iin wiitings. One it"ni was 5s. 6d, 
loi- an att?r’.r on Bu'ke's v-iar.ity, Mr. 
Bu''ke fa;.! h« was very forry liiat his vera¬ 
city h.;d ItilJ fo ciicap, ttiongh he could not 
help it. ^ 

Mr. Hutke, in iiidifying his conduft, went 
inrei a v:«d field of arguoicut and ubfei v.tiiop, 
ill M-h'di w- (hall not attempt to follow him. 

Mr. IVyndh.im '.poke aganlt the bro'^i.^g 
up the petit on, and contended, that it an 
iccufer istr# nut pii'niiili.d W lacj.iitn .my 


other srimes but Ihofe particular'y fpeotf od 
it would necefTarily put an end (0 all legal 
prococdiiigs, and to ail public juBice; for it 
is natural 10 fuppofe that crimes arc clofely 
AMUiedicd ti-g-ther, and that one of then) 
ir.ay be proved through the medium of the 
othyr. If this proof was not to be admitird, 
the ulLiidcr could never be brought to juf- 
tice. He deiired gentlemen to confider a 
little the enormous load ot hufinefs that pref- 
fed on the Managers, and that if the Houfe 
of Commons icCeivcd tins putition, mneadof 
fuppoiting the Managois iu this profecution, 
which It W.1S ceitainly their duty to do, they 
■would till*iw nuiny new imjjediments in their 
w.-iy; for there nngjit h: no end of petitions, 
and their libour, which w.is already fo gi«.it 
in WcfliViiufter Hall, would be protraflcd 
aJ infimium, and Mr. H.iflings would never 
be coiividti;d. He comeived '.he Lords were 
the proper judges of ilv.s hufinefs, and if the 
Comm-'ris intesfeied in it, tlicy would throw 
a:i i'lfidc on the Lords. It would he faying, 
“ VVe weie obliged to lake notice of that 
will' ll you ocplit to h.ive cenfured,” He 
thiughtthis peiition was prefenud merely 
f-ir the pu: piiic of iiifvilting Ivs Hon. Friendp 

Mr. Fo* faid, the Hoii. Major, by the 
bye, had t k';n nonce of the great delay that 
h.'d h..‘cn iiCr.ifi.intd m this proiccution ; but 
tiu', u'cis jh weM .'icqui'iitcd with the cir- 
cuuiits'icc. of i!ie C'uiniiv, a fhort time ago, 
which li'.fhcicn'ily accounted for the delay ; 
and he was ceii.i n thcie w.>s not a man in 
the Houfe, whothorglit the trial would hxve 
comni'-'iici-d this vv'ra fingle day before it 
actii'lly d o. He i.iid, he Ihould not like t« 
h.- accus’d; but if he were, he (linuld like to 
li.ive .10 agent who polf'.ifcd a mind like Ma¬ 
jor ^i.i.'tt. 

Nundcf'm.ir .iccufed Mr, Haflings of 
br.bpiy j Mr. H.tHings then accufed him of 
foi^crv; and Nnndcom.ir was hanged, be- 
c life Sir Klii di Impey was Chief Jidhce. 
His Right Hon. Fiiend had accufed Mr. 
Hiflingsof Hirli Cl irnss .iiid Mifdemeanniirs, 
and h.id not mr) wall the fame fate, hccaiifa 
S-r lil jah was rot Chief fultice <;f this cour- 
try, Mr. Fox lameiited the time and fa¬ 
tigue ih'it muft I!-, clfiri'y he undergone, if 
Mr. Haflings was allowed to prcfviit peti¬ 
tions Whenever lie pleated. He conceived 
thebHt way to fhortenthe hufinefs would be 
to lefer their (poeches to Mr. Hallings and a 
Commrtce of Ins friends, before they went 
to VVcftm'nller Hall. Mr. Fox wilhed to 
knosb how they roeaiit to identify the expref- 
fions laid in the prtition. 

Colonel Filipps thought it was not the 
proper lime to mention th's. He was I ke- 
w.'fe of opinion thattlia Houfe of Conimons 
were the proper judges whe ther the MJn.u 
g.r. whe had bacudeiegated by (Ikiii li.'d < x- 
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feecdei! the limits of th'ir authority, anJ that 
Mr. Haflinss was entttleiJ to the fj.t.e ptU 
vileges which were poiTelfcd by eveiy Britilll 
luhjeft. 

Sir James Johndune faiJ, he was one of 
thofe who thought Mr. H iftings was guilty, 
that ho (ieferveJ puniihnient, ;.na he was 
forry it was not dc ith. If any improper 
exprellioii had fallen from any of the Mana- 
gers, the Lard Chancellor m'glit havecoirec- 
' ted it. He would be againlt the receiving 
of the petition, if they were to he t ll four 
in the mnrnipg. 

General liurgoyne faid a few words againft 
tlie receiving of the petition. 

Mr. Addington begged leave to fay a fetv 
words on the lubjedt He thought it would 
be incunfident with the h<inoiir and juft>ceof 
the Haufe to crulh an individual, who was 
alleady preifed down, and peilmps hy the 
weight of his ciimes, though God Almighty 
only knew how that was. The meancil 
fubjedl of this omntiy had redrefs, when he 
bad futT.'red an injury; and he did not under* 
fland on what pi incipie they could deny to 
Mr. Hafiings th.it which every man in this 
cou'Uiy had a r.ght to claim, ‘and tlierefure 
thcugtir the petition ought to he received. 

Sir Richaid Sutton oh-erved, that fnme 
Hon. Gentlemen hid 'ak^n notice of fome 
fadls which had beenftated in ceitaiii Reports, 
and beciufeth.'y had found th:-m there, they 
took It till grained they were tiue, tho’ that 
by no m tailJ followed { for 'hefe f.itfts heing 
found in fuch Reports only ihewed that it 
would be piopcr to intiuire into the truth of 
them, hut that they by no mc.an$ ought to 
have been t ikeu fur granted tdl they lead been 
proved. Sir Richard fpoke in f.ivuur of the 
petition. 

Mr. Pox faid,' he congratulated the Hon. 
Centlem.an (Major Scott) at ih; fuccefs his 
petitKui would meet with, but he hy no 
means congratulated tliat Huufe or his coun- 
tiy, Lecaufe he thought fuch a precedent 
Would be d.ingerous in the extreme to both. 
Mr. P'ox liere repeated fome of his funner 
aigumcnts. 

Mr. Anrtruther contended, that the Lcfds 
^'eie the proper judges of this bufmefs, and 
^he coiifaquence Of luch petitions would be, 
to let the culprit into the whole of your plan, 
by (hewing him how fncli and fuch fajSts 
were relevant to the matter under confidera* 
tion. This trick would be fiecjuently prac- 
tifed; and therefore, for the fake of public juf- 
tice, this petition ought not to be i eceived 

Mr. Pulteney thnuglic, for the fake of 
jullice, that the petition ought to he received. 
At^e fame time he was ready to .idmit, that 
'pet^iuas of this fort might tend very ntuch 


to obflrufi the channels of juftice. He 
thought, however, that no extraneous maiaS 
ter oiir.ht to be intiodu^ed. 

MijirSext Rill continuing toaffert, that 
Mr. Butke had coolly .md deliberately nnf- 
reprefenced faiSs, was called to otdei hy Mr. 
Fox, who appealed to the Speaker, if fuch 
alTertion w.is nut a perlunal affcont on his 
Rt. Hoii. Friend (Mr. Burke) 

The Speaker then obfeive.l, that he svas 
ready at any time to h.ivc ^ivc;i his opin’on, 
what he conceived to be regular and what 
not. The debate; he faid, lud been c. iTied 
on very irregularly by both fides of the Houle; 
and in the beginning of the debate, he had 
gre.it dilTicuify to dulinguifb what was irre¬ 
gular and diforderjy from wlint was not. 

The G.illtry w.is then cleared. 

Stnang -rs were admitted again in .about a 
cpjarter of an hour. VVlien we entered the 
Gallery tliV; petition had been brought up by 
Major Scott, and it h.'.d been oidered to lie 
oil the Table. 

Mr. Burke was contending againft this 
motion, ai.d f.nd, if he deltrved cenfure for 
Itis conduifl, the Ho'-fe were pet pecntors of 
hin Sndt, lince they had been prefent, and 
heard him with approbniion. 

Mr. Sumner f.nd, if the Hou'e were per¬ 
petrators lo the gtiih,of the Right Hon. Gen¬ 
tleman, they ongtit narrowly to watch his 
conduct, and to prevent him as much as pof- 
fible from committing errors.. 

Mr. Marlham ffoice a few words on the 
fubje^t, and was agaioit the petition. 

Mr. Pitt did not fuppofe th.it any perfoa 
in the Houfe conceived that the petition was 
meant to be attended with any fuch confe- 
quenccs as cti.it of removing Che Right Hon. 
Manager, but he thoug’iC it would be pru¬ 
dent this petition (hould he taken into con(t- 
deration on fome future I'ay, as early as 
polllble, as it would he improper to proceed 
any f.irther in the trial till this bufinefs was 
decermiued ; and he fliould therefore move 
that it be C.iken into cunfiderdtion on Thui {« 
day. 

Mr. Marlham thought it would be ex¬ 
tremely improper, that the moment the Ma. 
nagers came out of Weftminlter H-11 from 
prolecuting Mr. HatVing!), they themielves 
(bould become defendant.c. 

Mr. Pitt propiifed that a me(r.ige (hould 
hefeiil to the Lords, todefne them to put 
oft [he trial till Fr i.yy. 

Mr. Fox was rather againR this bufinefs 
coming forwartl on a very early day, as he 
thought Gentib'.ien ought to conlider and 
weigh its importance, by putting themselves 
for a mum.iu in the iu«.-tion ot the r>L:na* 
gerk, 

Di 
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It wiis at length agreetl npon to t/ike this 
bsfmefs into rutiTtderation on Thurfday. 

* THURsnAY, April 30. 

The Chancellrr ofc the Exchequer rofe, 
and ohterveO, tbit u hen the I’etumn of Mr. 
h aitings was prefented and received, it was 
iiUdcitt«)od hy the wh.ole Houle, that the fub* 
jcvl of conipUint would have been on tlut 
di^y difeuded. It wao not however comeni* 
enc that I'nch difcutliun Atuuld ihen take place, 
as the rei^ulaii'y of the proceedings of the 
Hou'e required certain futms to be obfeived, 
whii-h wo.ild render it nccethny to pr ilpone 
tile confiderat'on of the Petihon uiitil to- 
muirow. He undcillcMnI it to ho the in- 
vrrabie ruie of chat Huufe, in all fimilar 
ca'es to the piefei't, that the fuhjedl mat- 
t<ruf the debate IhouUl bs entered upon 
thejounvh, .nJ that it Ihonld alfo appear 
thereon, chat the Right Honouiabte Gentle* 
man (IVlr.Snke) aga>ni\ whom the Peti¬ 
tion complained, was pr.-fent in Ins place 
Wi'en regu’ar notice was gnen of the day on 
wh.ch the (onipluint uas to be confidtred. 
Hs knew in faA that the Right Hnnoutnble 
Gentlenr'ai (Mr. Burke) lud every notice 
he vvilhed ; the motion he meant to offer 
w s mciely for the niainten.aiice of the regu¬ 
larity of the p'tKeeduigs of the Houfe ; he 
therefore moved, “ That a Petitii n I aving 
* been prtfented from Warien Hail ngs, 
*' £fq. .ig.iiiid a Manager of the prolecutiun, 

and the name of Edmund Burke, £fq. 
** bring mentioned in the faid Petition, no- 
** i:Cv IS given to that Gentleman, now being 
“ in his pi.rce, that the Houle will te mor« 
“ low t.ike tleniatt;r of the fjid Petition 
‘ into confuler.itlon.” 

Mr. Bi rke loi'e, and fully concurred with 
til'.* R gilt Hon. Gentleniaij in the yropi itty 
of h’s motion, fir the puipofeof preferviiig 
the regulaiity of the proceedings of the 
Hniile, by entering on the |ournals tli*; fnb- 
j-dl of the con plaint, and tiu iioiice liaving 
beengiten formally to the perfon complained 
againll; it was, however, a ceremony he 
was v\ ilhng to difpenfc w ili, having no ob¬ 
jection to t ie Houfe taking any pa't or the 
whole of his conduCt Into cOiilider.ation in 
the maiinei they thought moR proper, being 
Convinc'd, on the mol Cbol refleClion, that 
he had c.ery rcafonto confide in, and be fa- 
tished with, the ilcCificn of the Houfe, what¬ 
ever it migl.[ he, as he cou'd imnl citly rely 
on their luinoiir. I'o their dec fi.m hs 
would With deference fuVnit. He begged 
however leave to repeat what he liad on a 
ftirmer day faid, tliat if they wilheJ to re¬ 
move him frn-v the management of th$ pro- 
fecutioH, h; w.is rcacy and willing to retire. 
He Wi.uld w-'T for the deteiminafon of the 
atid d.clar.d ih^t lit Ihould not at-> 


tend the Hoof.* to-rnpirow npon the difeuf- 
fion of the bufmefs, being determined to 
fuffer iiulgmeni to go by default. If any 
jiMgmeiit was to be given, he wiflied the 
Houfe to have as riille trouble as polfiblc, 
and (huuld therefore, for the pnrpofe of 
avoiding any difliculty of proof, and to Ihcw 
how willing he was to meet the charge, ad¬ 
mit that he did aH'crt the words complained 
of, “ That Mr. HaRuigs miiidered Nund 
« comar by the lumis of Sir Elijah Impey." 
The Right Hun. Gentleman then, at fome, 
length, entered into the reafuns which had 
induced him to make Che alfertioa: theHouie, 
he hoped, would recoiled the peculiar cir- 
cumftances ac'ending the cafe of the unfor. 
tunace Hundenmar; he was polielled of 
certain knowledge of the bribery and cor¬ 
ruption of Mr. H.iflings, and the charge of 
prefents exhibited .‘gainll that Genclemau 
was necefTaiy to be fnppoited by circumftan- 
tial evidence, in wh ch he could not avoid in. 
trndacing the proceedings againfl, and tlic fate 
of Nundcomar, as principal and m.iteiial 
features: it was tlurefuie iiitural to alliv.le 
to that fubjed in the opeiiii.g of the ch.ii^r. 
Heobferved, that it w.is finguicr' 't at tr.c 
moment Mr. H.iRings was on the point of be¬ 
ing ennvidedof ifie foulctt bribery, iicihuulu 
bring forward a charge againlt his -^ccufer ; 
he was convinced that'it wa. dune with the 
view to diveit the attention of the Hoi fe and 
thi Public from Mr. Haftmgs’s ciiminality, 
to a complaint agaiiiR his accufer. The fin- 
gubrity of the prefent Petition wms rot, 
however, confined to the ublei v.itions he had 
made. The Houfe might ad inconfideraiely 
in going into a difcuAion of the Fetiiion. It 
was a notorious fad that Mr. HaRings had 
at the Bar of the Uuiile gravely given in, 
fome time fince, in wining, figned by his 
own hand, a pajier puriMirtwig to be his de¬ 
fence, which p.iper was accepted as his de¬ 
fence by the Houfe of L'-mimnns; but wliert 
the Managers c.ime to fubR.inti.ite the charges, 
and quoted parts of the detence in fupport ot 
the charges, Mr. HaRings immediately pro¬ 
cured the Hon. Gentleman (Major Scott) to 
fwear befoie the Lords, and toaffert in that 
Houfe, that the defence was not written bv 
Mr, Haftings, that many parts were w rtte;Vt 
by other gentlemen, and that fome parts Mr. 
HaRings never faw. 

Major Scott f|>oke to order, and charged 
the Right Hon. Geiitleman(Mr. Burke) with 
having taken great liberties in his fpeech, 
which he would not fuffer to pafs unexplain¬ 
ed, and called upon him far an explanation. 
The Hun. Major was proceeding, when 

The Speaker rofe, and, by the fupport of 
the Houfe, put an end to the converfatKyi 
by defiring the Major to fit down. .> 

Mr. 
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Mr, B'lrke again rofe, anJ wa? proc^’ed- 
ing in his fp^ech, by (aying, he ilcfpifed all 
attemprs tu interrupt him. 

Mr. Sumner immediately called liim 
•rder, put conceiving tliat any Member liad 
a right to fay he defpifed the iuterruptiuni 
when difordeily, of any .Member of that 
lloule, whether a friend tu Mr. Haftings or 
tent. 

The Speaker asain inteiVofed ; and Mr. 
Sumner fitting down, 

Mr. Burke proceeded. He faid, the Houfe 
•ugltt to reculledl, that if obllacles were 
faltered to be tiirown in the way of the Ma¬ 
nagers of the Prufecution, it would ulti> 
niately tend tu the difgrace of the Houle ; 
if the M..nagers were crippled by tneir 
powers being reftutV;d, the p'ofccn.ion 
would be defeated, and vill<iii)y truunpli over 
jnrtice. He concluded by again repealing, 
that he trufied implicitly to the iionour of 
(he Kunfc, being ennvinced in his own mind 
‘ >t they would prutedl their Managers to 
the uimuft, and enable them, for ihe pur> 
pofes of jultice, to proceed with vigour. 

The L.h.incell()r of tlic Exchequer laid, he 
«oni<> I'oc •-onreive llie Right Hon. Genrle- 
.n !. lUv.j i I his objecliuji lo ihe Petition, 
in caa'ton.ng ilis Houfe againft receiving it, 
bec.-t:'-:t v, ashgneu by Warion H iftings; 
foi A ..{»••• ir on f.iilnei t.cc.ifinns lv;J been 
lioin- 1'.}' ih.il CiMilcrnan, h« cou! 1 not have 
forte'ied h'S ngiit of pei.tioui. ' the Hooie, 

Mr, '\dam f lid, tile Right on. Geutle- 
nia” did IKK fceii to iiiulei'ftanil Uis aj gunicut 
•f !iij Rijltt Hun. 1 ru i.u, 

Mr. Adam rcrt..:tJ it with great force and 
psilpic'iity. He come- ded, that before this 
petition lud been received by the Houf ‘, it 
ougfit to have been .lUthcnticated bv calling 
Mr. It‘dings to the birof the Houfe, and 
nlking h.m wt.eih'ir it was h s pet.t.on ? Tor 
anv thing they knew, this niight not be Mr, 
Hiilfinps's petition ; and wh'.n it c?me to he 
confide: cd, he fiiould prtive th.i: die ihinie 
bad received it by miltake, and that they uugiic 
not to have received it. Mr. Hailings had 
been continually accufiiig the Managers of 
delay^ thougli lie could Ihew tint this w,‘i; fo 
far trom being true, th.it every fpccies of e:. • 
pcJiiion—every fort of diligence—had been 
ufed in order to expedite this trial, uikI to 
bring it to a conclufion. He, .a$ ai< individu- 
al, was but little concerned whether this pe. 
iicioii was cunfidered to-day or tu-mniiow { 
but the Managers of Mr. Haffings's profecu* 
tion were deeply concerned—the public were 
likewife deeply concerned, for the Courts of 
Law would liave fat this day m VVeflminller 
Hall, had it not been taken for gr.inted that 
Mie trial was to iiavs gone «in. 

I. Mr. Adant contended that the pitition did 


net contain any acr-.i^a'ion againft ary one in¬ 
dividual. but w'ls "envial, -lid w^s a ceiifur* 
on the whole Comm.tiee. 

The Cliaiicfllor of the Exchequer faid, 
the Hon. GeiuUman (\lr. AvLm) had mif- 
uru'erlbxid Ins meaiiing in his moving uipoft- 
pone t'le coiifidei'JCion'of the Perr ion until 
to-moirow'. He did not nuke chat mritioa 
for tlie purpoi'e of givmg tiu Right Hon, 
Genilcm.ui (Mr. Buike) notice nf the Pe¬ 
tition being to be roiifidcied to-morrow, 
who he knew in fact had fuflicient informa* 
tion, but merely for the f.ikc of regularity m 
the pioceedings of the Houfe, 

The qneltion on tlie Chancellor of (he Ex- 
cheq lar’s motion was then put and agreed to- 

The Ch.'iiicellor of the F..'(cheqoer the* 
moved,That a inelf.ige he fent to the Lords 
aoi'iii'Uing cliein that circi]mtta‘'icss had 
-liappened, which rendered it inconvenient 
for the Cunmons to p'oceed tl>at day in lh« 
trill of W.irren Il.iftnig-, Efq, and the Com¬ 
mon-. reqnell. d tli.:ii Lori'.tinps to adjouril 
the iuniicr conlideiat on of the Trial to a fu¬ 
ture d.ay.” 

This motion h.-irg .■’greed to, Mr. Hobart 
W.l> I'ldeirii to I w \ n to the L'lids. 

Mr. Hoh.-.it went immedut dy to the 
L''rds, and lia.-nig waited near an hour until 
than* Lorilthij'.s n.et, lis p.elented the mef- 
fage, and b.ing tetuiiied, reported that their 
Lordfiiips li.iJ agi J«d Cherewifi, and poftpo- 
iicd the fu.".licr proceeding; on ths trial until 
Tuefdav II ‘xt at ten o’clock in the morniog. 

Adjuiu'iicd. 

Fkioay, May i. 

Maioi Scott mo‘-ed the ie_ding of the or¬ 
der of the day, for the Ho’afe tak.ng inte 
tiifir coii;idei.a:ion ths petition of WaiTea. 
Kaftings, Efq. 

Tile order of the day being read accord¬ 
ingly. n.id the qnettion put, that the petitioifc 
be now c^n'idvred, 

.Mr. !■'. Montague immediately rofe, and 
Rated, tint lie had juft ilien leceived a letter 
f.om a Riglit Hon. Member of that Houfe, 
(Mr. Buike) whicli he begged to read as 
paic of his fpeech, and was as follows: 

?»Jv Dear Sir, 

WITH the confeiit, as you know, and 
the apprnbaiioii of the Committee, 1 am re. 
(olved to peiicvcrc in the icfolution 1 had 
fi.mied and had declared to the Houfe, that 
notliing Ihould perfuade me, upon any occa- 
fiiio, letift of all upon the prefent occafiun, t« 
e’l'er into a lalv’arcd, litigious, anificial de¬ 
fence of mv condnift Sncli a mode of de¬ 
fence belongs to another foit i.f condoft, and 
to caui'es of .< diffeieot defcripdo.i. 

As a riitiiful .ind ingenuous fei vant, I owe 
to tlic- iLiiifu a plain and fitiple expt imitioe 
o.'doy part of n»y behaviour which ihail be 
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Calted in qneftion before them. I have 
Xiveii this explanation; atitt, m (ioinj; fu, I 
have done every thing which try own honour 
and tny duty to the Ifoufe could poHiMy re¬ 
quire at my'hands. The red belongs t>> the 
Houfe. They, I have no doubt, will adV in 
a manner fit for a wife body attentive fi its 
reputation. 1 mud be Uipjiofed to Icir>w 
fometbing of the duty of a prof<icutor for the 
public, othcrwifs neither ouglit the Houle 
to have conferred tbit trull itpoii me, nor 
cught 1 to have accepted it. 1 iKivenol been 
difapproved by the fiift .ihilit.es m tlu kiog- 
-dom, appointed hy the fjine atiii'OiUy, not 
eoly for my allideoc®, hut for my dir-.ittui.t 
and controjl. You, who have honoured me 
with a pattiai fricudth'p, ca.ttnusd without 
uiterruptioo for twenty-four ye.n'Si would 
not have failed in giving me that fird and 
mod decifive proof of fi leixllhip, to enlight¬ 
en my ignor.ince, and to reCliiy my midaio’s. 
You have not dons cither ; an i 1 invtd in 
the inference, it is no coinplimant to men¬ 
tion what U known to tha world, h.iw well 
qualified you are for sint oiiice, from vour 
deep parli'mental y ku'iwV-lge, and your 
perfect acquaint uce vv,tli ..11 the eminent 
•jumples of the ancenc and the modem 
world. 

The Houfe hivi.''g upon an opinion of my 
dilisence and fi.lclity, (for they could have 
no other motive) put a g; eat tnift into niy 
bantb, ought to give me .ut entire credit for 
the ver.acity of every fadl I affii m or deny. 
But iif they fad with reg.trd to me, it is at 
leaft in raw power to be true to myfelf. I 
will not commit rnyfolf m an unbecoming 
contention with the ag-nts of .s crimtoal, 
whom it is my doty to b.- og to jufticc. 1 
am a member of a Commitiee of bscrecy, 
and I will not viohste ray trufl, by turning 
myfelf into a defendant, and bunging for¬ 
ward, in my own exculpation, tlie evidence 
which I have prepared ftir ins conviction. 
1 will not let him know on whit documents 
I rely. I will not let him knoiv tvho tlie 
wttnelTes for the pruiecutiun are, or what 
they have to depofe againfi him. Tloougli 
1 have no fort of doubt of ilie conftancy and 
integrity of tirofe wituelTes, yei hecaufe they 
are men, and men to whom, fiom my fitua. 
tioD, I owe protection, 1 ought not to expofe 
them either to temptation or to danger. I 
will not hold them out to be importuned, 
or menaced, or diferedited, or run down, or 
|K>fIibiy CO be ruined in their tRi tunes by the 
yKiwer and iiifiuence of this delinquent, eX" 
,|mt.where the national feivice fuperfsUes 
other confuteratioiis. if 1 mult tulF^r, 1 
futr.r alone. No man (hall fall .i facri- 
JR'tu a feeble feufibility on my pint, that 
time o! day ni gut niakv me impatient 


of thofe libel;, which by defpifing through 
fo many ye.irs, 1 have at length olitair.ed the 
honour of bt.iug ;<iined in commifiion with 
tlfls Committee, and becoming an humble in.< 
flrumenc in the hands of public jultice. 

The only favour 1 h.ive to fuppheate from 
the Hnufr IS, that their gouJiiefs would fpare 
to till wc.kell of their meinieis any unne- 
ceir.tiy lab uir, by letting me knosv as fpee- 
dily <is pniVible, whether they wi.li to dif- 
charge me from my prefent ofii.e. If they 
do not, I folemi'.Iy pi.imife them, that, wiih 
Go.:’s jfliil iwce, 1 wd! :>s a Member of their 
Committee piiifue ihnr biifintf 'to the end S 
(hit no moment.iiy dnfavour fti I! flicken 
my diligence in the great caufe they hi\e un. 
dertaken : that t will l..y open w,th the f.irce 
of iTrel'iftilsle proof tins dark fc ne nt bn- 
beiy, peculaiioo, .ind grnis pTumaiy cor¬ 
ruption, wlich I h.ive begun to uiifuM, and 
in the mtdil of which my ca-arfe lus been ar- 
rellcd. 

Till? poor Indian Rntagom of turning the 
arcui- r into a defend int, h.is h^vu too often 
and too uniformly pr.iClifsd hy I>avi Sing, 
Mr. Haltiugs, uml Gunga G»via Sing, and 
otlier llany.i'i.s, iilick and white, to h ive any 
longer the fli^liteit efFeit upon me, whorn 
lung fcrvice in Ind'.i Comtiittees has made 
well acq laiiiteJ with th(vpolitics «fCaIcn:ca. 
If the Houfe will fufTer me to go on, ch« 
moment is at hand when my delence, and 
included in it the defe.r.ee of the H mie, will 
be made in the only way in which my t.'ud 
permits to m.ike it, by proving juridically on 
thisaccjfiitg criminal, the faCls and the guilt 
which we have charged upon him. As to 
the relevancy of ihv f.i£ts, the Committee of 
Impe.ichmciic mufl be the foie judge unt't 
lh*y are handed over to the Court compateiit 
to give a final d;;ciriO!i on their v.dae. in 
that Cnort the Agent of Mr. Hallings will 
foun eiHAigh be c.dled upon t« give his own 
teRimnny witli regard Co the cooduift of liis 
knncipai; the Agent fhall not cfcape from 
the necelfiCy of delivering it, nor will the 
Priiicipal cfcape fiom the teiliinuny of hit 
Agent. 

1 liope I have in no moment of this pnra 
fuit (now by me cominuud, in one fiiape nr 
othei, for ne-ir eigl.t years) (hewn the fmal- 
leil fymplom of collufiun or prcvai ication* 
The lad poiul, in which I (Isould wi(h to 
(hew it, U lit this ch.irge concerning pecu¬ 
niary corruption,—a corruptinn fo great and 
fo fpre.adifig, tloat the rao(l unfpocCed charac¬ 
ters will be juRifted in taking m^-arnret 
for guarding themf^lves agamft fufpicien. 
Neither hope, nor fear, nor anger, nor 
weitinefs, nor difcor.rag<>ment of any kind» 
(hall move me from tins truit;—nothing 
bqi an ait or the iioulCf foi'hully taking 
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'flway my cvmm'ffion, or titally cutting off 
uic means of perfmmtng if. I truft wo arc 
all of V animated by the fame fenthnenc. 

This perftsverance in us ro.iy be calK-d nb- 
fliiiacy mfpired by malice. Not one of ns, 
howcveri have a caufe of malice. Wl.at 
knowledge have we of Sir E. Iinpey, with 
whom, you know, we began j or of Mr. 
Haflings, whom we afterwards found in our 
w »y ? l‘..ity views cannot be our motive.— 
Is It riot nnioiioiis, ili.-f, if wc thought itcon- 
iiftent wicli (inrduti’, we might at lealt have 
an equal (liarc of InUian inirrell, which now 
js almofl to A man againfl us ? 

1 am furc 1 reverence the Houfe as a Mem* 


bsr of Pailtament and an Ttnglifhman ought 
to i!i»; and lhall fiihnnt i«> itj decifion with 
due liumility* 1 have given this apology 
for abandoning a for,mqf I'sfence, in writing 
to yt'ii, though It contains, in effe£f, not mueh 
more than 1 have delivered in my plac& 
But chi'! mode is lefs lidbleto mifrcprcfeot*- 
limi, and a trifle more permanent. It will 
remain wiih you. Cither for my future ac- 
q-.'i’tal or co'idcmnation, as 1 fltall behave •, 
1 am with fincere affciflion and refpedl, 
My ile.ir S r, 

Your faithhi! friend 

G'rard Street, And humble fervant, 

1,1789. (Signed) EDMUND BURKE. 


* To this letter the following anfwers have been given in the public prints. 

To the P R 1 N T E B. 

SIR, 

MR. Buike’s motive for puW fti'ra the letter which Mr. ^Tontague read in the Houfe of 
Commotis, ought to be, to enable tli.nc g-aulemen who diflirtd w.th him to enter into a . 
f.i;r difeuflton of its contents. 

Some of the aff-rtions of the letter are of fo very extraordT.a-y a nature, that I fhould 
haie bien forty nadt-ed, if fo fair an opportunity h.ad not been given to me of meeting them 
will! a muff c'lrert and uneqoivoc»l contrad.ihon. Mr. R.iike f^ys, that the Houfe having, 
upon an opinion of his diligence and fidel.ty, put 'treit iniA into his hands, cugLt to v'vt hint 
entire credit far the v'racity nf rv^ry faff that he or dtr.tes. Never was there, I 

believe, fu nt'iKlfious a propr.'iiton, tietf thcvctc ;/ the Ihhft ha, proved ah uedytir fil'.tcy and 
the abfurdity of if. If it Were true, t.hferve wh.it a dilemin.t Mr. Burke would involve the 
iliiiilV in. We have had two InJi.i liudgi-tii fince ih'S Impcadimeot began. In each year 
the ludi.a Minifter h.‘s dealt with peen'iar hiice and emph ifis, upon the m.ldnefi, the juftice, 
and the exc lleiicy of the Gvivcnment of Great Britain in Bengal, h <s explained the fitiiation 
€if Its fore'gn coniicclions and dcpei.dencics, and h.-il.art year t.iken credit of the aggregate of 
the refouiccN of Heng.il, of a hiiplos, after the p.iy:Tieiit of all its expences, of two millions 
llcriing. rile lloufe h.is beard thefc ftatements witii great fatisfa^hoii, ;>od has voted thr>fe 
refoliuion* which Mr Dundismovid. Ci'uUl the M.'ufe hrve done lo, had they helieved 
Mr. Buike > No; for, in contrad'iflion to every m.aTi's decl,nation wlui lias any means of 
in'ormati.'ii, Mr. Bm ke obflinately perfifts 10 punting to the wo: Id, m the name of the Com¬ 
mons of Gre t BriUin, the mifernhle, diltrelUd. <ltpi pnl.ited, .and lu.ned flue ol Bfogal, Be. 
nares, and Oude. 1 affirm, therefote, thic the lio.tfe h.l^ not, c.aiioft, ant/ nnglit not to give 
entile credit to Mr. Ruike, for the vet.acitv r.f esery f.aft tlmt lie .ifliims or denies. 

In another p.ir->graph he fays, th.it the Conimiitcc pi, ill he the foie judges of the relevancy 
of the fadls. till the competent Court finallv decide* j a-'d he adds, “ In that Court the Agent 
“ of Mr. Hjflings will foon enough he c.died upon to give h r own tertimopy with rcg.ird to 
the conilu'fl of his Principal. The Agent (h.il) pot efiape from the ncceliity of delivering 
*' It, nor will the Fiincinal efc.’.pe hum ilie ivitimony of h;s Ar.iOt." 

In this palTage / know Mr. Bulk* is not ferion*, nor will tha world believe him, becanfe 
eveiy min of common fenfe know*, ih.w there is a cvmuion.rfiift' way «f doing bufinefj, 
and that if /om/rfgive the tettimony which Mr. Biiike infiiunte' I can pive. Mi. Fox, lh« 
► Managers, the hve lawyers they tmploy, woo'd infill upon Mr. Boike s comingtothe point 
fit once, they would not petmit him to !peak fom*d.ays upon prclumpiinns, and the prebabiit- 
ties nf f> efumptiont ; hut, as Mr. Burke has now commuted liiiufelf, I hope the public will 
not forget the broad affeilion that ha has m.ids. I'or the prefurt, I will ii, 01 m them, that 1 
was examined upon this fubjril in \Vcl‘iiniiiller Il.iil .ihove fiuii hiiurs, wi'h .all tlw ability, 
ingenuity, and induflry of Mr.Fox, Mr. Bntke, and Mr. Sherid.-.o; aiid thes is not the only 
inllance they have given of Ikill in pniting qneflion*, as tlic wnrM well knows. 1 have been 
examined upon the fame fuhjedl hy a Ooninutree tif th« Hnufe of Ci'timons five yeais before. 
When I was called as a witnefs in WeAmiufler Ha!!', no 'nh'i matiou war. p.ivcii to me of the 
point I was called to depofe to: and, in the cou, <e of my ex.imination, Mr. .Slmridan ohferv- 
ed, that there was a contradi^lion brtwetn mv evidence thou given, and that which 1 gave 
fc-rtueily on the fame fubje^l. A Noble Loid aflortied me an opiiortunity of calling for thac 
’> • former 
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The letter hsing; coucluJeil, Mr. \Ionf'j!ie however^ refrjin <Iec!»rin», that lie reflefle^r 
he ctniceiml it to be unneceiLiry to nJJ with t!:o bii^helt ijtisfaitioii on the honour M 
another word on the fubjedl; he cuiiid not, hail enjoyed lor twen(y>foiir years jn i 9 ie ac- 

farmer evidence. It came ; it was read ; but the ability of Mr, Sheridan did not entble 
diim to point out a difference, anti, armed sviili the roi>e of Mjgillracy, he left his alTertion 
to (hift for irfeU. No qneltian can hi- ['■iit to me that 1 will noianfwer inoft unrefervedly ; 
and as to money tranl'affains, 1 flionlcl have uo objei^iinn if all that 1 am cimcerncd in, were 
proclaimed at Chaiing Crofs. I have nwer lent my name to give currency to a bond, and 
afterwards lefuied rodirt^'tige it. 

Mr. Binke fay.s, tli -t then pei feverance nay be called obflinacy infpired by malice, and 
adds, ** Not one of ii’, however, liib .i cuiie of malice. Wli.il knowledge have we of Sir 
** Elijah Impey, with whom yt.ii know vie b?gai); and of Mr. Haftings, whom we after* 

** wards loui.J in our way ?—ratty views cannot bs our motive. 1 $ it not notorious, that, 
if we thought it confident with our doty, vve might at leaft have an equal (hare of the In* 

** than iiiterct, which now is almoftio a rm.iagamft us f” 

One would lea.ly imagine,that Mr. Bmk« was wiring to an old wom.-in born in the laft 
century, oi to an infant in the uurfe's arms. Tliat he (hould gMvely put fuch a quefliun to a 
gentleman of cl'..'’r.iiU'r .ind information, and deep political' knowlt-dge, is, indeed, moft 
wonderful. Does not Mr. Montague know, tiwt thofe who have been bis hofom h'ieiids 
lhro.igl\ hfE,to -k up the cniUe of Mr. Kai'ting. moft W’rmly and fuccefsluliy in the year 
1776, when f.oid Noitli w.iired to remove !'im, tccjiup bt btJ l.en accjfrd ^ Docs not Mr. 
MniirajMie ki'nw, that the .'<|j.qi.>i of r.ciiU.n'.l .mi tiien dcfciiilcd liun, hecaafe the accuf-ttian 
n:tpr.i -d- Due? not Mr. Vjiint.ignu know, that the accufations vveie aCUi-illy ihofe 
which, at ■.l-.cditti .c., of fourrten veai,-., .\T -. I’u'ke lias revived, though three fevtr.1l times 
fiiice ill;/wen-. Ill de, Mt. ilaniiigi has, liy ’.lie niur.in'oiii voice of the Lerifl.ituie, hten ap. 
pointed tiieGiivcriini-Genfr.ll oi Itfiigal ' Do s not Mr. iN’ontaguekoovv, tlut in 1781, when 
he fatas n .Msinbei’of th- Judictnic t-’.'iiinnctce, they examined veiy pa'ticid.aily into the 
circuoiffipces. if tl'.o esn.u ion of Nuimcnmir Dues not Mr. Moiiiagne know, that pre- 
cifvly at tin! fnii-i j.eiind Lmd North !•.nnglit in a Bill, hy which Mr. H 'flings was 3 fourth 
Mine appointfJ Gnveiooi .&eni-r*l of JJcn.’al. .and for ten years? ibnes not Mr. Mmita* 
gueknmv, that oeiti'.vr Mr. B-nko, ni.r .’n'' one wi.u. of ins Committee, intieated laird Noitit 
to fiifp' nd the app-'imtmtnt bec.ii.fe Mr. D il-tings iv..s ciii.ce>iit-d m the de.ith of Niin.'comar ? 
He knows that a: tint time ro {• ch iufpicion.<. c.\iffcd, m r do they now', though it was found 
txpeuiiut to fay that uh'chthe Cciiunoiis tiiivt difaioiviJ. 

But, fays Ml. Bsuke, w« found !>•!>, la aur way. lie never fp'’ke mure truly ik 

his life. ' 

Thev ihd ftt,hut>Kt in r^?!. Tb-y fnmd h .1 in tb'ir zuay when they had turned 

•lit Lord Noith the i.ext ye ii" j :l tn, .'inti not till tfitn, did thf pjrit thicken ; nor wa, jMr. 
Hdfticgs th-j ojj/y iTij.i/Lj,'yiS.v«i. // /'-.io Ti'.jv. Tv/sv f"'!*./Mr. John '.i.iipheifon in then 
•ooaji and t'ley nuiie a repmt vil..ch had (or :t’, ohj ct hi, nmovai, and a ceniiire of Lord 
North for appointing him. 'II ev f.-nn l .Mr. WnuBr nxjy; for they n> idf on'ih,r 

report, in whuh tliey .ifhi med, h uh h- and Sit Jolin were impik.-ttod in the irim'i. ditv of ‘ 
Mr. Hillings. The refinance of the Fioprictors, and tha c’e.itfi of the .M.iiqii.s of R tikiiK- 
bam,prevented I’nt.r plan> fi«m tsk-ng clfact. Tlmy rtfi^ued, .iinl in .1 few mnniiis c*me m 
willi add'tioii'l power, hv ;mi u'uxpecMed juiichun with an old enemy. riivii Mi. Fo.x 
bi ought in hiS mcmni .ib.c Bill, .anti ag .111 iuey jound i^Ir, Uofiit^s in thtir w,iy, (or hi» li lende 
jniOfdninA heartily in oppofitic.ii tottiat mcatute. with a very girjt m..jon:y of the n,iiii'n. 

1 cannot pnflif.ly look urn tie hc.iit of a in n, dim difcovi r the niotivrs of Ins aa-ons ; Imt, I 
believe, there is not in Gre-at IJr t.iin one nniii of coniinun leufc, or who h.K lead hejonil the 
Hiftory of Tom ll.um •, who -villf.iy with Mr. Buike, that paity views c.innol belhe objeil - 
of their profeention of Mr. Hafiings. 

Mr. Burke fays, « Is it not notorious, that if we thought it coofirtent with o«r duty, wo 
<* might have at lerfl an equal ihare of the Indian intereft, which now is almoft to a man 
“ agauift us 

There is an infinuation hire, which it in incumbent upon Mr. Montague to do away. I 
deny the truth of it in tlie moft folemn and unequivocal manner. None of us have forgot the 
late important rtiuggles, nor ike adlive part which Mr. Bmke look in them. During tli.ic 
period, or any other, was the k-aft ovciture made diredlly otinUinMflly on the part ot Mr. 
Haflings by any man living to deprecate the refentment of Mr. Butke, or Ixia party } 1 adkm 
there vyas not, and at the very moment wlien their polk-frion of power appeared (wlicther 
with or without cauie i know not; to be iueyitable, 1 fpokc of iheru pyecilely in the maiiuer 
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^lamtanee of the Right Hon. tientleman 
Sarke)» who was admired for his 
«loq 3 int 4 , and for the depth and extent of 
hti nnderltanding: the qualities he however 


mod atiniired |n his Right Hon. Friend vrerf 
the qualities of liis heart; his invincible iu» 
tegriiy/ add his unbounded benevolence. 
Major Scuti rufe for the purpoie ut Hating 


that I had done, when their elevation appeared to he more diRant. If no reply is given, the 
infinuation will be treated by the world as it deferves. 

I will take upon me to declare, that no overtures were at any time made by Mr. H-iHings • 
or his triends to deprecate the violence of hts opponents, though an overture w.-i$ made to 
them. At a very critical period, namely, the niglit before Mr. Fox brought in bis Udl, Mr, 
Sheridan, who made it, would have met me the next day, had 1 not declined the meeting, 
How far he wis empowered, or hy whom empowered to treat, I know not; but after 
leaving diluted that meeting, which was intended as an opening to an accnromndatioii, I did 
not eXpedt to hear it gravely aflerted at any time, as a matter of nuionety, liiat Mr. Burke and 
Ids friends *' might, if they thought it confiftent with their tiuty, ,it Isalt luve an equal ibare 
of (he Indian tnterefl.” Mr. Burke’s meaning is too obvious to be milfed, but it has no fort 
of foundation in fadl. 

I am. Sir, Your humble Servant, 

Htl/cs.Street, May 9. JOHN SCOTT. 


SIR, 


To the PRINTER. 


1 AM obliged to yon for inferring my letter fo early in your paper, and as I mnl l ioR 
upon the publication of Mr. Burke’s letter to be a fair appe.il from him to the public, £ 
tball fubmit fome further remarks to the candour and good fenfe of the fame tiihunal. 

In his late fperch, he gave us a long account of Mnnny Begum, who.m he called.** a 
Dancing Girl, a common Proflitute, a wicked Woman,” and beHowed upon her a variety of 
opprobrious epithets, in fo far that three-tenths of the ladies who heard him, mud iiavc de. 
parted with the mod unfavourable opinion of this venerable matron. If the Houfe were to 
give Mr. Burke entire credit fur the veracity of every fadl that he either aftirms or denies, it 
would upon this occafion be in one of the mod unfortunate dilemmas that .try public body 
was ever involved in i for Mr. Barks bimje/f, in the Eleventh Report ofcheSeleCl Commatec, 
gave the Houfe the following very aifferent account of Mnnny Begum, in the year 17S3 : 

It will be proper to date to the Houfe the fituation and circumdan. cs of tlie women 
** principally concerned, who were in the Seragtio of Jalfier Ally Cawn .at liis death. The 
'** jir^ pf tbefe was called Muniiy Begum, a perYon ongin.illy born of poor and iibfcure p.v 
** rents, avlio delivei^ her over to the cnndudlrefs of a cumpany of dancing giits, 111 winch 
** profefliun being called to exhibit at a fedival wlieie the late Nabob took a liking to her, 
** after fame co-bahitation, die obtained fuch influence over him, that U hok tier fir evs 
“ of his wives (and jN feents to have b'tn the favouriteJ, pa: her at the head cf bit llarautt 
** and having a fun by her, this fon fn-ceedeJ to hit autbaiity andejlate-, Munny Bcjium, 
** the mother, being by his will a devifte of tunfderetblt fumt nf ntonty, and oth..r encCls, 
** in which he left a charge, which h.is fince been applied to the forvice of the Ead India' 
** Company.” 

All the Ltter part of this account we know to be dri£lly true j and the fird may be fa 
alfo^ although it wdl be impotlible for Mr. Burke, or any other peifon in Englind, to prove 
jr. Munny Begum, by Mr Burke’s own account, was the wife, and tlie favourite wife 
Jaflier, the fupertor of his Sengtio; and Lord Clive took a legacy of five lacks upon il.e 
drengih of berledimony, which forms a fund for the half-pay of onr army. If ihe csci- 
was a dancing girl, it mud have been nearly fifty years ago ; for the lad twenty-feven yeais 
.die has been treated as the fird woman in Bengal. How (he acquired her povvtr and i'.> 
Ituonce originally, long’antecedent as it was to our own influence in Bengal, is not a matter 
of ttie load confequince j but 1 (hould he glad to know, if the Houfe is to give entire cred<c 
to Mr Burke for the veracity of every (iSt he affirms or denies, how they are ttradl, wken 
be difers fi materiaJiy from bmftlff In the Eleventh Report, flhd io the ai tides prefenccil 
c<i the Lords, this Lady is called the widow of Mterfjafier. In his fpecch, which we 
might mod rehgioufly to believe, die is (lylcd ** a wicked woman, and a cunimun pruf> 
titute.” • 

1 (hall proceed in further elucidation of the danger, ss well as of the abfurdity, of Mr. 
Bu; ke’s dudriiie. - 


£ 


He 



t 

tlw fiitare of tKa prneff ha meant to adduce 
la fupiwrt of the allegations contained in the 
petition. He enterei^ iota a long and mi- 
dOite detail nf -Enflern tranfaAiunsi which 
went to tlw acquittal of Mr. Hallings in the 
'perticolars alltMed to in the petition.—He at 
feme length entered into the proceedings re¬ 
lative to Nundcomaiv tlie wliole of which, 
he (aid, wet a laid before Goveininent, (ub- 
fequenito which Mr. Hafting<i was repeated¬ 
ly continued hi liis high ofKce of Governor- 
Genei-at. After fuch appointments, wiiat 
icoliM be the opinion of Mi. Hadings, or of 
the world, hut that the cliarge was looked 
vpon as a bafe and unfounded calumny f Yet 
this was the mafs of evidence which the Ma¬ 
nager had been talking of fcx two days, and 
winch he was (o anxious to produce. Tlie 
Hon. Major proceeding, faid, when Mr. 
Hadings returned to England nut a quedion 
«ras alked him as to Nundcomar’s informa¬ 


tion j yet hit never replying to 
never put to him, was drawn by 'i(iexVon. 
Manager ar a drotig prefumption of his guilt'. 
That Houfe next look up the bofinefs of 
Hundcomar, and palfed a dccifion thereon ( 
yet after that decifion, the Manager thought 
proper to atlirm that Mr. Hadings murdei ed 
Nundcomar by the hands of Sir Elijah Impey. 
Diefe, lie f.«k), were the difierent points 
which he wiihed to fubdantiate by evidence } ^ 
after having done that, he wouid not pre- 
fume to offer a motion, being confident that 
the Houfe would confuli its own honour, and 
do Mr. Hadings judice in the fleps they 
meant to purfue. He was convinced that ha 
could prove the truth of the allegations, but 
would not prefuma to point out what' mea- 
fiires ougiit to be taken. 

In the cuurfe uf the Honourable Major's 
fpeech, he was iniei ropted un the point af 
order by 


He has afllrmed, that to let the lands of Bengal in farm, was a mod wicked, corrupt, and op- 
prefiive fydem, invented by Mr. Hadings, unauthorized by the Oiredion, and a fcandaloiu 
Tiidation of the rights of the Nobility and Country Gentlemen of Bengal. 

Mr. Burke has reprefented hirofelf as a laborious, plodding, and inquifitive man, who has 
been intent upon the difeovery of Indian grievances for eight years. What reli.ince ought the 
Houfe, or the Public, to whom he has appealed, to place upon his accuracy or fidelity, when 
it is 9 notorious LG, that the plan for farming the lands was adopted, in various indances 
three years before Mr. Hidings adopted it; and is thus mentioned by Governor Vereld and 
.Mr. Becher, in a letter to the Setedl Committee in Bengal dated from Morfhedabad, the 30th 
of July 1769 ? 

** The plan we wifhed to fee generally followed is, that of letting the lands to farm, for a 
** term of years, as we are perfuaded that mode tends mod to tlie welfare of the inliabitants, 

** the improvement of the country, and of coarfe the benefit of our employers* We art 
** hapoy to find the Hon. Court of DireAors feem to have adopted (he fame fentiments; and 
** we flatter ourfelves tlx htgimug that is new maiing, in Utting eut So farm tht difriHs of 
* Raje Sbaby and Nuddta, will in time it followed thrwglxut the Provinee of Bengal," 

Here is another drong indance brought, in order to prove ilut the Heufe cannot, and 
ojght not, to give entire credit to Mr. Burke. 

In h'is lad fpeech, he read a tedimonial whidi Lord Cornwallis and his Council had * 
tranfmiited to the Court of Diredlors from the Raj >h of Dmagipore, a boy whom lie repre¬ 
fented to be eleven ort welve years of age. Mr. Burke might well fay, indeed, that fuch a 
lefiimontal, from fuch a child, was only to be mentioned with ridicule, or with contempt j 
and in fuch a contemptible light be did reprefent it. This tedimonial the Houfe has not 
feen; but if they were to give entire credit to Mr. Burke, they might fuppofe, that no other 
fgtiMurt Appeared to the ttpmmial. The fafl, however, is, that it it fgntd by all the public 
of cert of the Rajah, who manage the bnfinHs of the Zemindary for him ; and tlie next 
name to the Rajah’s it that of the Naib Zemindar, or Public Minijltr, I have been afked 
ferioufly,or what validity the tedimonial of fuch a child could be; fo completely were Mr. ^ 
Bui'ke’s auditors convinced, by his general argument, that no ether figoature was affixed to 
ft, but that of the infant, as he called him! 

1 fhoaltl encroach too mnch upon your time, and )four paper, were I to produce the va¬ 
rious ioftwees that have occurred, by which 1 could prove that Mr. Borke's dodirine is a 
wioft dangeruns one inde«L The good fenfe and the judice of the Houfe rsjtdted it at once 1 
but it appears to ipe, tliat Mr. Burke wifhes for the decifion of the public aMb upon the fame 
fnant. If 1 am right in tliis conjefture, I am judified in laying before them a few fads, by 
•which thry may determine, tlut neitbersiie Houfe nor the public ought to give him credit 
for ttie veracity of the fadls he either affirms or denies. 

1 am, Sii’, Your bumble fenrant, 

JOHN SCOTT. 


a.hfStitett Mey.ttf 
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Ttw Maftar of the Rolls, who faW, he ii| ^icb they flwuW proceed with4b« pwe^ 

. wiihed that at the.sMoient of complaining of cuiion. 

■'p irregularity in another place, by the ufe Mr. Fox fald, no foch thing would havh 
of *$fi^oper werdsj the fame irregnia* been d«»e at the Managers complaining 
rity m^ht not be fallen into there; but that againft ilw Lords ft^ any ioterrupiion i th« 
the merits of the petition might be fairly pro* Counfel for Mr. Haftings had a right to inter- 
ceeded to he difeufled, and the words com. ropt the Mmagers, and the only time ho op* 
plained of he examined, whether thry were pofed fucU interruption, was not for the in¬ 
relevant to the profecutioQ, and whether termptioo iifelf, but on account of its not 
lljey were or were not authorifed by the being slecently made. He had, he faid, as 
Honfe. high an opinion of the privileges of the Honfe 

Mr. Pox defired that the petition might he of Commons as any man; he never bad, 
read ; which being accordingly done, he ani- however, expeAed to have heard what had 
snadverted thereon, obferving, that at the 'juft been afferted, that the Lords bad no right 
moment it complained of the Managers mak. to interrupt the Managers; they eerminyr had 
ing unwarrantable charges, it did the like, a right, anil thqr mull fubmit to their l^rd- 
by charging them with feveral falfehoods un- fttips wlienover they thought, projier to flop 
der the cover of a proteflation. their proceedings. 

The Mafter of the Rolls faid, that the Mr, Sumner propofed to Mr. Bouverie to 


Houfe ought to go to the invefli'^ation of the 
allegatiens contained in the petition, and fee 
whether proofs could be advanced to prove 
the falfehoods it aflerted to have been 
made. 

The Major, after the above ftiort inter¬ 
ruption, proceeded to the cunclufion of his 
fpeech. 

Immediately after the Hon. Major had 
concluded, 

Mr. Bimverie rofe, and for the purpofe of 
getting nd of the petition moved, That this 
Houfe do now adjouht." 

Mr. Sumner objeAed to tlw motion, and 
faid the Houfe ought to fuller the petitioner 
to go into a proof of the allegidions of the pe¬ 
tition. 

Mr. Fox declared himfelf convinced of 
the fallhood of every allegation, excepting 
that relative to Nundcomar, whicli was mif* 
reprefented. He wilhed the Houfe to ad¬ 
journ. 

The Marquis of Graham was againft the 
adjournment, and argued the right of the 
Houfe to fnfier the proof being gone into of 
the words complained relative to the death of 
Nundcomar. 

Sir Jofeph Mawbey thought the Houfe 
wou'd do bAl to adjourn and get rid of the 
bofinefs; lie contended that the Houfe of 
Lords was the only fit place for notice to luve 
been taken of any improper words, and that 
fuch notice ought to have been taken as loon 
as Che words were uttered. 

Mr. Ford contended that the Houfe ought 
not to adjourn, hut proceed to the ennfidera* 
tion of the petition. If the Lords had ob- 
jeAed to, and checked the Managers for any 
of their proceedings, he doubted not but the 
Managers would have come to the Houfe, 
and comphiined againft their X<ordftiips, for 
prefvfnwg tp diQiS* 19 itwm ftw m mnqr 


w’ithdr!*w his motion of acljournnient, as lie 
wiflied to move for the Mpufe to receive evi* 
dcnce to fubflantia'.e the allegations uf the 
Petition. 

Mr. Bouverie refufed to withdraw his mo¬ 
tion. 

Mr. Smith was againft the adjournment, 
and confldereti it the duty uf the Hiiui'e to 
go into a conftderation of the Petition. He 
cunfidered the afTertions of Mr. Burke, vi hirh 
weie complained of, merely as declamation. 

Mr. Fox again declared, that he fully be¬ 
lieved the allegations of the Petition to be faif^ 
except that relating to Nundcomar, wliiu 
was mifreprefenled. 

Mr. Mkford contended, that the Petition 
ought to be confldereti; tor he faid, if tire 
allegations it contained were true, itdeferved 
the gteateft attention and redicfs from the 
Houfe j if, on the other hand, they were 
felfe, the Petition, and the pei fon prefenting 
it, would merit the fevereft cenfure. If 
Mr. Haftings tvas guilty, he wiflied him to 
fall under the weight of his crimes, not 
under the weight of his profecutors. The 
profecation ought to be ennduAed with Ijo- 
nour to that Houf<i, with nothing calum¬ 
niating or inflammatory on the minds of ilif 
Judges. The Lords had not the power of a 
Judge in the lower Courts to punifh the af* 
fertor of a calumny; they cculd do po more 
than ftnp hU proceeding in fuch caUimny s 
where then with propriety could the Peti¬ 
tioner appeal for redrefs but to that Houfe ? 
To them the application was made, and to 
their candour and jull'ce. He had heard the 
explanation w'htch the R ghv linn. Gentleman 
oflered to the H^ufe ; it was, however, an 
explanation that by no means facufied him : he 
was convinced, in his own mind, that it was 
Che duly of the Honfe to examine whether 
the aflegations were or were not founded j 

and 
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Ihstt faA t>eing afcertaincd, it would 
ftderwards b^linve thetn to afceitain what 
OOght to be doitc: if tlie allegations i/yere 
l^rovtd true, to redrefstbe party injured { or 
fhonid they be proved Life, vyhat cenfure it 
YToiild be nereiTji y to paf$ Qii the petition, ><nd 
the'perfun otferiog it. 

Mr, Fox agreed with the Hon. Gentle- 
iman, that it was improper in cafes of life and 
ikath to influence the palflons; it was not fo 
in mifdeineanuurs. In trials on life or de.ith, 
the vetdi£l could not be d.fferenr, the defen¬ 
dant mud be found guilty or acquitted ; it 
was not fo in an impeachment fur a niifde- 
vneanour, where aggi aval ion was fair on one 
fide, and extenuation on the oiher.——The 
Lords m'lght And a perfon impeached before 
them gu.lty of a mirdemeanour; it refled 
wiih them, as they conceived the guilt, to 
Older the puiiifhraent; it w.-s iherefoie the 
duty of the profecutors to flatc in the flrnugefl 
coluius and m<'fl fnrcible’Iaiiguage the ,.,rejt 
enormity of the offence. He f.sid, he was 
ready to allow, th:.i he iliould abufe his trufl, 
were he to allert a fa£l he did not mean to 
prove, or that in his confcience he did net 
Ireliere to he true: what b.-id been charged 
againfl Mr, Haflmgs he believud to be per¬ 
fectly fa He infilled, tri.at it was the duty 
nf the Houfe to give the utmofl confidence to 
tiieir Manager.^, in ti uflirig to them wliat thsy 
mneeived to be relev. iit; for, if they did not, 
the profecutiun could nut poflibly be carried 
on with effeCl. Tae Houfe, he faid, what¬ 
ever niode thsy m'ight adopt, or in wli.at way 
ihey might think proper to bring forward 
^he prefciit bufltlefs, incifl in the end come to 
ihe (hort qutllion,—Whether the Managers 
^vere or were r.nt At fo c.rrry on tiie profecu¬ 
tiun f —It was not probable, he faid, (11.-11 at 
the moment they were about to gather ihe 
laurels of' their labours by ' a fuccefsfi.l 
conclur>i>n tp the profecutiun, the)' would 
h.izard their caufe, the honour of then Coun¬ 
try, the hnnoii;’ of the Houfe, and (heir own 
honours, by iiilfounded calumn'ies.' He cib- 
ferveil upon the m-mner in which the com¬ 
plaint came befere the Houfe, not fi'um one 
of their own'fii’dy, but from the .-iccufed ptr- 
han. The whole proceedings on the petition, 
he faid, werb not more contrary (u precedent 
than they were to common feufe, and i uirioUs 
t,o aUpublio'^uflice forever. He withed lo 
Sik, if the opiitibn of the f.ite of'Nnodcomar 
wjui new ? Vv^as it not afferied by his Hon. 
Friend (Mrf^'aheiidiift) before the Lords, 
iiri’.h'liii'et’yct never to'hd»forgotten, at the 
momeqt that the decifion in Lvnur of Sir 
Elijah Impet ''‘-'W, that Kundcumar was 
hafeiy imirdtred ? He would not allow that 
the HouV»'f Commons refufing to impeach 
kff Elijais lm;ie/ was an acquittal of'^liim ;■ 


the Houfe was at liberty at that rpoment, ^ 
they thought fit. to impeach him for thy 
murder. It was his opinion, and grvey<flk4 
be^ fo, that it was a grofs mbrder, Mifl tha^ 
the unfortunate man had been put to death 
for the bnfeft purpofes. He argued, that i( 
the afleitioiis m-tde agamfl Mf.' Haflings 
could not be proved true, they would ul¬ 
timately tend to his advantage, it being a well 
known rule, that the f.iilure of an argumenip 
agamfl an accufed perfon made for him. 
He cared not, h-..- faid, on hiN own account^ 
how the motion was fifpofed of} it was of 
little moment to him: he wlfhe(^. however, 
to infotm tlie Honfc, that his Ri^ht Hon. 
Friend (Mr. Burke) did not ftand Angle { 
that ev<-ry one of the M.anageis would have 
uled the fame flrong expi cirious, had it fallen 
to their Ih ire to open lint charge.—There 
w.,s no diffeience of opinion on the fuhjeCt 
beiwcen tliufe who hail cnnfidered it; the 
difference only exilled between them .-ind 
thofe w hu knew lefs ; and between them aovl 
Mr. Haflings, It was therefore fair topie- 
fiime that the M.-inagcrs were right ^ and as 
the prefiimptiun was m their favour, the 
Houfe ought to be careful to obtain fohd 
pi oofs agamfl their Min.-ig.-rs, previous to 
their proceeding to cenfuie them. He en¬ 
tered into obfervationson the difliculties under 
which the Manageis commeiiced the pinfe- 
cution, without the afliliance of any of the 
Crown Lawyers, and without the favo T of 
the Hodfe on general political topici.—He 
intreated (he Hoiife, if they refufed the Ma¬ 
nagers (heir aiTiflance, not to impede them, 
but CO allow them fair play : if they h.-id not 
time to aflift them, he liopcd they would not 
find time to oppnfe them, and to endeavour lo 
flur their prnct-edings. Oppofickm, he faid, 
were always charged with a wifh of getting 
the places of lliofe they oppefed ; he wifhed 
he could fay the fame of the prefent Oppo- 
fiiion' to (he Managers of the Profecution ; 
the c.-ife was however the reverfe, and were 
the Oppofition to defeat the -Managers, they 
W'ould not he willing to proceed with the 
pi ofeention thenifelvcb if the adpmrnmcnt; 
IhouUI be negatived, he hoped thb Houie 
would go into a proof of the alIeg.-ition5, and 
he had no doubt 'the fAlfiiy of them would 
appear : be would vote (or the adjournment, 
but whether it was agreed to or nor, a time 
lie hoped would come when the whole of thq 
prefent piuceedings y/ou)d'he reprobated and 
expunged.'—The condudl of hit Right Hoh. 
Friend (Mr. Burke) was hdnourable'to inm- 
felf, to that Houi'tf,.ai}d t6 his country t the 
Houfe ill trying him would try all-the Mana¬ 
gers ; they all admired his general conduft, 
ind admired fiis condtiA of that liLiy in ab- 
feoting himfelf; feeling the indignity of being 



f *9 J 


called upnn a$ a defendant by the culprit he 
jwas prafecuting. He concluded by conjuring 
Abbt^oufa to take care of their own honourt 
not tirCdWer their inquifitortal powers to be 
infringed or deilroyed, and not to fufier if to 
appear to the world thM they were either 
prevaricators in the profeciuion, or adling as 
couiifel for tl:e man they pretended to profe- 
eute. 

Mr. Jekyll argued the duty of the Mana-* 
gets conducing cliemfelves with the fame 
cautiuo as advocates for a criminal profecu- 
tion. He contenoed, that it was incumbent 
nn the Houfe, in prefervation of their doty 
to individuals, and of their honour and dig« 
'nily, to receive the Petition; ami if the alle¬ 
gations were true, to give that redrefs which 
they were bound in judice to grant to the in¬ 
jured party. He Concluded by reprobating 
tile conduit of a Manager who would pre¬ 
fume to make a charge againd any man, in 
the teeth of a fulemn decifiun of the Houfe, 

Mr. Bouverie's motion was then put, 
** That this Houfe do now adjourn on 
winch the Houfe immediately divided. 

Ayes — 97 

Noes — 1^8 


M.'.jority 61 

Major Scott then moved, ** That Mr. 
.Gurney,. (hoiC'hamJUwnter, be called in and 
examined." 

A fhort convci fation took place nn this 
motion, winch w.isubjeAetl to.by Mr, Fox, 
Mr. Adam, Sir Grey Cooper, and Sir James 
Johndone, .is an improper mode of proving 
the words of a Member of Par^ament. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, the 
Marquis of Graham, Col. Phipps, the At. 
korney General, Mr.” RuUe, bir. Smith, 
Alderman L« Mefuricrj and Sir William 
Young, were of opinioni tlurthe evjdenceof 
the (hurt, hand wjricer could with propriety 
Ee admitted. • ■ • 

Mr. Ad.im wifliing a Committee to be .ip. 
pointed to examine precedents, moved the 
♦ Previous (Jjieft'on.*’ 

A liiort c<>ii vet fation enfued on this motion, 
whah being agieed to by cl(e Clianceilur of 
the Exchequer, and others on that fide of the 
'Jliiufe, it was carried. 

Mr. Adam then moyedihe appointment of 
a Committee, wlrch 'Sir William Young 
oppofvd, and ihftiled upon dividing the 
ffoufe. • ' - ? ‘ 

' The Hnufe immediately divided. 

Ayes ■ — joi 

Hoes ■— 17 


Majtirity 89 

And at half an Imur after nine o'clock the 
j^loufeadjourtiied," 


Monday, Mtty 4. ■' 

Writs were ordered to be itTued far ilffeia* 
bers to ferve in Parliament for the county an 4 
town of Cambridge, the former vacated by the 
death of Sir Henry'*Peyton, the latter bf 
General Adeane, who has forfeited his feac 
by the acceptance of the office of one of the 
Grooms of the Bedchamber. 

The Marquis of Graham reported from the 
Committee appointed to fearch for precedents 
appofite to the fteps neceffary t* be taken on 
the petition of Mr. Haflings, that tliey had 
found no precedent immediately in point, but 
referred the Houfe to the cafe of Sir Dudley 
Digges and Elliot, and which cafe was in- 
ferted in the Journals, where they cnncaived 
that the Houfe, in refpedt t<i words, wtiuld 
find fomething analogous and worthy their 
obfervation. 

The report was ordered to be laid on th* 
table. 

Mr. Sumner moved, that the order of th« 
day on the furtlicr cnnfideration of the peti¬ 
tion of Warren Mayings, fhould be read. 

The order of the day being read, 

Mr Sumner ne.xt moved, that Mr* 
Gurney, fbnit-hand writer, fhould be exa¬ 
mined for the purpofe of proving the alle¬ 
gations contained in the petition of Mr. 
Hadings 

Mr. Francis afked whether the flK>rt.hand 
writer was to be examined to the entire of the 
allegations, or to fome particular pointi Me 
thought that he fhould be ex.amin^ as to the 
whtile of the fpeech, and that it fhould be 
tranllaled, to fee whether the tenor of the 


fpeech was confident with the ftrefs laid op 
the particular words Angled out as to have 
been fpokeo by Mr. Burke. 

Mr. Addington thnughc it was unnecclTary 
to take a retrofpedt of the emire bufinefs: the 
charge was made .againd Uiat part.of the 
fpeech which related to the murder of Nund- 
comar; he did not fee that the Houfe was to 


cognisance of any other 

I. .i.i _ 


part of the 


(liould be inferted, f for the purpofe of af- 
ceitaiiiing fo much of the ail< gation in the 
petition as refpedled the aff.iir of Nuodv 
cemar." 


Mr. Sheridan thought the amendment ex« 
tremely partial; it went to prbfcribe Mr' 
Burke from the benefits w hi;h might accrue 
from confuh'ii'g the general'featUies of his 
fpseejt, and it widind to confine to a pciiit, 
the ^irinciple o^hich could not be known 
w'lthuut the fpeech or the wtuite fhould be 
coiifulted He did not think it fair or lio- 


iiourahle to pin his Hon. Friend down to a 
fpecific charge } he did not think it jud to 
gatbie the iKtiiioo in fayour of the culprit 
' ‘ agaiu^ 
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•fi^d'one of tbc M»n|ieor»<; and whei^r 
<tol(oa(e adted through undtmtfi orjoftice, 
keep up appearances ; and fvr 
part Im wooldf coi^fift^t with his idea, 
l^re hit negatire to thf amendment. 

Major SoKt declared he bad no comtminU 
cat'ipn whatfoeverwitbtheOlort- hand writers. 
Ifr. Burke had made many charges for which 
gjgiere was no foundation. He would net for 
(he prefept enter into what he bad faid of 
Xlevi Sing and the three feals; but as to his 
charge of Nundconaar, it dwelt on the mind 
of Mr. HafUngs, aud totbat particular it was 
neceflaiy to diredl the attention of the Houfe. 

Mr. Fox did not think the grounds on 
eyhich the Hon. Member argued fuppoitable. 
The prifoner had flated.a matter esteedingly 
iniurious to his Hon. Friend, Where, he 
alked, could he obtain fatisfaAion ? Not be> 
fore a Court of Juftice. Not before the 
High Court of Parliament. Not from tlic 
decihun of the Houfe of l<Qrdt. The Com* 
mons of Great Britain, of whom he yeas a 
reprefenialive, he appealed to. He only 
aflccd th*m to go into a,complete inveftiga* 
tioo of >ut cundudi, aqd that ought not Ur be 
daaied, 

Mr. Pitt differed from the Right Hon. 
Gentkman $ it could not, hp faid, have ^ny 
effedt on the Hon. Gentleman, (Mr. Burke) 
to .have the petit ioh proceeded on confiftent 
with'the amendmeut. Tbofe Gentlemen 
vJm had b9ifle4 that tb^ were cloathed in 
the Robes of Magiilreqi, covid (lot be injured 
hy any allegation nnadeby the perfon whom 
they jeer* prnfecqrieg, particularly if thefe 
etlegationa were not deejmed worthy the con* 
fideraiinn of the Hoide. He thought the 
prifoner Ihonld have cumplained before, that 
as to feeera) of hie alle^ions. Hccharg* 
the Maoagers with aAipg contrary to their 
former decUratihoSa for that in rcqueAing 
Wiat the wliole of the allegations might be 
ditctttfed, they created that delay which they 
liad taken fo miKh paips to iminite to the 
^^uodtiH of the other fide of the Houfe. 

Mr. Foxl^^y replied t he find, that de* 
jay could not he imputed to the Managers; 
cliey bad 'aid originally that the petition ought 
pot to iMvd^^n rcc^ved. ]|e thep entered 
into an able reply to ihe arguments ufed by 
Mr. Pitt, and with his ufuat ability coaXro- 
vetted the affertions md argnm«its of liis ad* 
jpetfary. 

Mr. Wyndliam took a ntrofpeA of t)}e 
Jmhne'^s. He entered into the c|ueflif«n at large, 
hrtd declared that it was evident from whaf 
had dropped frnm others of the Managers, 
.of'wliich not the leaft notice had been t^ken, 
‘tliat ids Hon. Friend Mr. Burke was fingled 
put by the pnfnner, as bring the mnil hir- 
fPfdable of bis a^cttfsrs, and having a i^notvr 


ledge of his guilt, 'tghich mull bring him te 
juflice. , /' 

Mr. Pitt denied that Mr. Burke had 
fingled out, fortlie charge alluded ^s^snot 
ixmdebyMt. Butke, it uriginated with ana* 
theruf the Mdikigers (Mr. Slierulnn), and 
therefore this aflertion could not have weiglU 
with the Houfe. 

The Houfe divided < 

For the amendment, 115 

Againll it, *» 69 

Majority 46 

After fbme defultory converfation, the 
fhoit-liand writer was examined, x 

It IS impoffiblcfor us to enter into an exaA 
detail of the arguments made ufe of on each 
fide, during the examination of Mr. Gor* 
ney. After being many times ordered to 
withdraw, he was fuffered at lafl to give his 
teflimony, with the aflTiiiance of his ihort* 
hand notes, reipeAiiig the words fpoken, 
which proved that Mr. Burke l«d faid, 
** that HI (meaning Mr. Uaftings) Mva- 
DiRie HIM (meaning Nuudeomar) 

** THROUGH THK HANDS OF Sit BLIJAM 

Impev.” 

After Mr. Gurney had withdrawn, 

^he Marquis of Gialiam rofe. He wifhed 
not to dwell lung on the fuhjeA} he would 
only fpeak to the authority veiled in the 
hands of tire Managers &y the Houfe | it cer* 
tainly did not amount to cliargiiig Mr. Haf* 
tings with the murder of Nnndcomar. He 
would tlicrefore move. *' That no direAion 
or authority was given by this Houfe tohrii^ 
as a charge againlt Mr. Haftmgs, or tu im* 
pute to him the condemQStion aqd execu* 
yipa of Nundcomar.** 

Mr. Sheridan requeReJ to know if this 
refolution was to be followed by any other f 
The Marquis of Graham replied, by none, 
that he |tnew of. 

Mr. Fog bad pot mneb objediion to Uie 
mot^, and jtherefore would luit priXraA 
the ^haie by taking the fenfe of the Houfe 
upoi) it. He did pot conceive tlw refolutioa 
impli^ any cepfqre pp the poffiiait of his 
Hon. Frjend. 

Tlw Cliancellor ofthp Exchequer expref* 
fed much fiitisfaAionatiheyeiylyacquiefcence 
of the Right Hon. GenUeman wIm fpoke hll* 
It was a full conviAion that the ipotion car^ 
fied evident propritty with it i it was a neccf* 
fary aloneipent the Houfe owed for the ia* 
jury d<x»p Jo Mr. Hading, by chaiging him 
with murder; at the fame lime he begged 
to be underflood as not meaning to throw 
any cenfiireon tlw Right Hon. Managers. 

Mr. Fox wifhed tp inform the Right Hon^ 
Gentleman that ha acquiefeed becaufe tbe 
mutiop fonyryed no eenfure upon his friend, 

' ' Mf 
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farther! beeaufe It did not re> 
flrain fUzt trom mentioning the tranfa^cn 
in future. Me l^ged the Houfe to obferv#) 
that Mr. Burke brought no fuch charge 
againft Mr. Hadings as murder} that not 
even an Honourable Baronet laft year, when 
he impeached Sir Elijah Impey, accuinl him 
of murder, iu the technical fenfe of t!ie 
word — it was only in a moral fenfe. It 
' could not be brought againl\ either of them 
as a heavy crimes but as a mifdemeanor. 
Nunducomar was taken off in a foul man« 
ner — they were the caufe, not the effe£t. 
That the Hon. Gentleman oppofite to him 
(Mr. Pitt) was fatished with his acquief- 
cence, he was pleafed ; he was more pl^fed, 
beeaufe the motiott conveyed no cenfure. 
At the fame, time, he thought it would be 
difgraceful to the charaAer of a learned Gen¬ 
tleman, who had (aid, that all Europe looked 
with eager eyes on this trial, if he neglefled 
to move for the removal of the prefent Ma* 
nagers. 

He might, or might not fay, what was 
agreeable to the Hon. Gentleman who fpoke 
lalt; but he conceived himfelf at liberty to 
mention again the fame words Mr. Burke 
had made ufe of. He wifhed the Houfe, if 
they were diffatisfied avitii their conduct, to 
remove them. The Managers did not wilh 
to continue in their office without the con¬ 
fidence of the Houfe. Perhaps the Hon. 
Gentleman might And perfons on his Adc the 
Houfe At for fuch offices. The Managers 
were men of different characters. He had 
veKed much on the generoAty and honour of 
the Houfe j he had thought that political 
profeAiont and prejudices would have been 
Waived on this fubjeCt: he had been de¬ 
ceived ; he had found a dcAre to And fault 
'with their proceedings, to lilten to com¬ 
plaints againft them. The Houfe mud be 
feitAble that they mud aCt according to their 
judgments ; that it was not, he had been 
informed, illegal to indance a lar^r crime to¬ 
wards proving a fmaller; for in the trial of a 
man for defrauding an infurance office, the 
profecutors had allcdged and proved the com- 
^ miffion of murder againd the prifoner. 

Mr. Sheridan could not, even at tltis late 
hour, help troubling tlte Houfe with a few 
obfervations. He wilhed the Houfe to look 
over tlie charges; Asy, 'to proceed a Aiorter 
way: he dared the Hon. Gentleman oppoAte 
(Mr. Pitt) to rife and fay, that if Nundu¬ 
comar had not brought the charges for bri¬ 
bery and corruption againd Mr. Hadings, 
he would have died in the manner in which 
he did.—When he iiad faid, hd year, words 
to tlie fame cffeA as Mr. Burke's, no notice 
was taken of them; nay, inthsanfver de- 
in hy Mr. Uadings, he had con- 


Adered that allegation at a charge ; for ho 
fays, ‘‘ With rcfpeCl to the malicious tBargf 
of murder, I foiemnly declare 1 had no hand 
whatfoever in the condemnation and execu¬ 
tion of Nunducomar.” Ke concluded by 
faying, that ffiouid it fall to his Jot in a fub- 
fequent part of the trial to mention that 
tranCiAion, he Aiould ufe wo.ds to the fam* 
eifeA as Mr. Burke had done. 

Mr. Wyndham faid a few words in fup- 
port of the Managers. 

Mr. Pitt difregarded inAnuations thrown 
out againd him ; he and hts friends Ihould 
be watchful over the conduct of the Mana¬ 
gers, and take care they tranfgreAbd not tho 
dire£Uonsof the Commons. 

Mr. Fox with much warmth contended, 
that no tyrant ever behaved in a more bar¬ 
barous manner overthofe whom he governed, 
nor with more dupUcUy and treachery. 
would maintain that the privities of the 
Commons were never more invaded, nor en¬ 
dangered within this century, nay he woul^ 
fay within the lad, than they had been with¬ 
in tliefc few days. 

The Marquis of Graham was led to fay 
more than he wilhed; lie had hoped the mo¬ 
tion would have met with no oppoAtion- 
The c.'ife he thought was now materially al¬ 
tered : lie therefore AiouId move that the. 
fubrequmt w'ords do follow the original mo¬ 
tion : That the wbrds fpoken by Mr. Burke, 
** he (meaning Mr. Hadings) murdered 
him (meaning Nundudomar) by the hands 
of Sir Elijah Impey,” ought not to have beets 
fpoken. 

Colonel Phipps feconded It. He thovgbt 
the cenduft of the Managers uojud qnd ab- 
furd. 

The amendment and the original motion 
were now read. 

Mr. Fox wilhed to know if the Honour¬ 
able Gentleman who fpoke lad meant fo givn 
the fenfe of the Houfe—if lite did, and the 
Houfe thought the conduQ of the Manager^ 
unjud and abfurd, why not ronove themh 
It wii a rcAediion on the Hotffe, to eona 
tinue in thefe offices men who were difqua- 
liAed by injudice and ahfurdity. He moved 
th.at the following do follow the farmer 
amendment : Notwithdandlng on a for¬ 
mer year, no notice was taken of the wordf 
fpoken by another Manager to the fame 
effcA ; and that Mr. Hadings, in his de¬ 
fence, had cctiAdded them as a charge, an- 
fwering in the following nwnner With 

* refp^ to the murder of Nunducomar, 1 

* foiemnly deny having any concern in it' 

* whatcx-cr.’ 

Mr. Fox reprobated the cosduA of thn 
Centlcmerl who’had fet their faces againft 
the Managers. He faid, that the Houfe had 
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voted for the. impeectinocntf th^ had ap- 
iKditted the Managers to condu'A it; but, 
iW)m the motion of the noble Marquis, it 
feemed tiiat they had appointed them merely 
for the purpofe of abufing tiiem. Th'. nobJe 
Lord had wiihed to cenfure the Managers; 
hut as he had done fo in a courtly fyte, he 
thouglit the cenfure was admitlibie: for his 
J>art, he faw plainly that it was the inten> 
tion of the Marquis, as well as his friends, 
lo (lur the profecution—in plain words, they 
^d afled mearly in wifliing to convey fenti- 
ttients which they were afraid or alhamed 
to avow. 

Colonel Phipps role to order j he faid the 
kight Hon. Gentleman had uttered words 
which were not only indecent, but fuch as 
were unfit for fuch an aflembly, and would 
hot be tolerated in any other place. 

Mr. M A. Taylor replied, that the ffon. 
bentJeman who had (poke laft, was guilty of 
d breach of order in the hrft inflance, in call¬ 
ing his Kon. Friend to order, when nothing 
bccurred to excufe his condudl, and that the 
words with which lie concluded his fpecch 
were much more diforderly than thefb to 
Which he had very improperly objedled. 

Mr. Francis, looking ftedfaflly at the 
Speaker, told him, that a very unwairant- 
able miiMct had been offered to a Right Hon. 


Member, and that . W (the Speaker}Jptj 
heard it. V > ^ 

, Mr. Fox having made a very pMted and 
fevere obfervation on the conduct of Coh 
Phipps, the Grangers were ordered to with¬ 
draw ;—in about an liour after, the gallery 
Was opened for the admiffion of ftrangers. 

Mt. Piit at our entrance was on his legs, 
recapitulating many of thofe arguments whiclt 
had been ufed before; and was very fully 
anfwered by Mr. Fox. The Houfe having 
grown clamoroos in calling for the queflion, 
the amendment of Mr. Pox was negatived 
without a dividon. 

The quellion was then put on the origi¬ 
nal motion. % 

Ayes 135 

Noes 66 


Majority 69 

The whole motion, as amended by Lord 
Graham, was then carried without a di* 
vifion. 

Mr. Bouverie next moved a vote of thanks 
to the Managers, for their fcrvices in th» 
public caufe. 

This motion was redded as premature; 
a direft negative was not put upon it, but it 
was difpofed of by the previous queftion. 


Thirty-ninth Day. 

TUkswAY, May 5. 

't'he prifoner having been brought to 
the Bar, and the Serjeant at Anns hav¬ 
ing, by the ufua] proclamation, ceiled 
Upon the Comroona to make good their 
thirecs agaiiift Warren Raftings. 

Mr. Burke rofe, and fiid, that in 
obedience to their Lordlhips piock- 
mdtion, he would proceed to make 
good the charges brought againft the 
prifoner at the Bar by the Commons of 
Great Britain in Parliament aflembled. 
Bur before he (hould enter into the 
proofs of thofe charges, he begged 
leave to inform their Lordftiips, that 
ftnee he had laft had the honour of 
addrefling them, an event had taken 
place, upon which it was extremely 
diiBcu't for him to ipeak, but which, 
at she finie time it was impoflihle for 
him to pafs over unnoticed. At the 
laft fitting of the Court he bad ftated 
to their Loidfhips, iw the courfe of 
his fpeech, that the prifoner had mur¬ 
dered Nuhdcomar by the bands of Sir 
Elijah Impey* But this pofltion he 
was no longer at liberty to fupport, fur 
in what he had faid upon it, he was 
difavcH'ad and difowned by bis princi* 


pals—the Houfe of Commons. Their 
Lordlhips were not therefore to expeft' 
that he would attempt to fupport by 
evidence an alTerttoo, which, however 
it might appear to himfcif to be well 
founded, was difcountcnanced by thofe 
who had ordered the profecution, and 
had commifliuned him to condufi it.) 
It was the province of the Houfe to 
command thofe who aAed under its^ 
authority, and it was his duty to obey. 

But at the fame time that he profef* 
fed his readinefs to obey the com¬ 
mands of his principals, their Lordlhips^ 
be hoped, vrould fuffer him to fay a. 
word or two by way of apology for: 
that part of his conduift which brought; 
upon him the cenfure of thofe whofej 
approbation it would be his ambition'* 
to obtain, and his ftudy to deferve. 
When he faid that Nundcomar had beeh 
murdered by Mr* Raftings, he never 
could have meant to accufi; the prifon* 
er of the fpecific crime which thR 
lazu called nurder< He was a little too 
well acquainted with the laws of his 
country to entertain an idea, that mur¬ 
der was a crime which was to he tried 
by impeachmtnu What he rhtant, 
therefore, by th6 word murder, in the 
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fciife in which he had ufed it, was not 
the crime which the Icnv diflingiiidies 
by thA liamc, but a crime which in 
reafon and common fenfe muft be corf- 
fidered of at lead as great atrocity. 

From all that he had learned by nine 
years enquiry into the adrainiftration of 
jullice in Bengal, he had been fo clear¬ 
ly convinced in his own mind that 
Nundcomar had been taken off folely 
T for the piirpofe of throwing a difrredit 
Upon the charges brought by that un¬ 
fortunate perfon againd Mr. Haflings, 
that as long as lie Ihould fpenk h'S own 
private opinion, he would not hefitatc 
to fay, that Nundcomar had been mur¬ 
dered by Mr. Hadinga. So deeply was 
this convifilion rooted in hia hoair, 
after nine years enquby and dtliUera- 
tiou upon that fubjeit, tint it wou'd 
be torn from him only with his IdV. 
And therefore, though he w-.r willing 
to admit that the wort! hiurt*, r applied 
to the cafe of Nundcomar, diilnot con¬ 
vey the iuea that he h.ad conctived of 
that fatal event, dill he maintained, 
that as the poverty of our language did 
not afford any other word, more par- 
iiculafrly defcriptive ot the crime 
which he thought might faiily be 
brought home to the prifoucr, he h.ld 
Intcn reduced to the neoi ffity of calling 
it a murder. It he touU difeover any 
other word that would more forcibly 
convey his idea of the atrocity of the 
, pril’oner’s guilt, he never would have 
. iifcd the woid murJer —lie had been 
driven to it only by his not hav»ng been 
able to fiTid a nvorfc’ 

Ills private opi.''.ion, however, was 
not to Hand in competition with the 
opinion of the Houfeoi Commons, but 
to give way to it. It was not for him 
to confidcr how the Commons could 
have learnt in fome few days that the 
refult of nine years labour bellowed 
by him upon this fubjcdl, did nut fuf- 
nifli a ground for charging Mr. Haf- 
tings with having confpited igainfl: the 
► life of Nundcomar, as the only way 
to deftroy the accufation brought by 
that unfortunate man agamd Mi. Haf- 
tings.—It fudlced that the Houfe of 
Commons had «leclared its opinion on 
that fubjeft; w'hich opinion Ihould be 
alawtohim. And theref^e he would 
not in the courfe of the trial fay one 
word.abnut the convidtinii and execu¬ 
tion of Niyidcomar, Itt them be urged 
•ver fo forcibly by the Pnfoner againd; 
^be credit of that perfon^ unlcfs tbe 


Commons fhouM give him firefh in- 
ftrufliona on that head. 

Indeed it Licver wts his intention to 
offer any proof to tfeeir Loruiliips rc- 
fpeding the circiitnftancts cf t'.e con¬ 
demnation .md execution of Nundco¬ 
mar, except with a view to rebut the 
diferedit which Mr. IJadings might b« 
advifrdto endeavour to throw upon 
the aicufdion lirouglit agaiiifl: liim by 
Nundjom.ir, by Ihcwiiig that this man 
had afterwards been condemned and 
executed for forgery. 

Tint Mr. Mailings entertained an 
idea of difcrcditing the accufation of 
Kui’dcomarby fuch means, appeared 
from li' ■ own defence at the bar of the 
Moure of Commons, where he adlually 
df clarcd it. It was very natural theie- 
foie fur him who was to manage the 
impc, ciiment, to fupport the credit of 
Nundcomar, wiuife tellimopy was one 
of tlie «h’cf fiippoits of the picfent 
article of charge i elating to prtleuls. 

II 'wever, as tiic Commons had been 
picJifcd to ctiifure him for having men¬ 
tioned the dt'.th of Nundcomar as a 
charge* againd Mr. Hillings, he would 
not olrenipt in the courf. of the trial 
to fhevv that Mr. ilallings had any 
hand ill that death. Me would leave 
it to bejuppoftd that an execution, 
which at lead tor that time put an end 
t{i a charge then pending agaii.ll Mr* 
Hadingi, and which was ciini'c<|ueiitly a 
mod ufelul < vent to him, hail oeen ef- 
ftdied by a Fortuitous coioudence of 
circumdance'-, in which Mr, Madings 
h-ad no concern, but tiDirs w'liich, hap¬ 
pening lb very opportunely, he derived 
the gn-ateft advam.igi. 

He would fupDo'e even that it was 
one of tliofe drokes of Providence, 
w'hicli, .IS Mr. Hadings himfclf f.iid in 
his dels lice, the people of India fuper- 
fiitioiilly imagined always watched over- 
ins perfoii, and condu£lcd all his mca- 
fures to their dedined end : he W4S 
willing to fuppol’c that this Providenc# 
had cut off Nundcomar juft at the 
nuiment when his death could be moft 
IVrvicv.ible to Mr. Hadiugs. 

II vingmadc theic preliminary ob- • 
fervatioiif, Mr. Burke lead the refeiu- 
tion which was paffed the preceding night 
by the Uoufe ot Sommons *. From this- 
rcfolution, he faid, it appeared that he 
was redramed only from defending the 
credit of Nundcomar by piovinglhat he 
w'as taken off by Mr.Hadings.-—But he 
was not redrained from defending the 
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eredit ,6f Nutidcomar hy any othfr Mr. HaAini;* had, in his defence at the 


way. Thu*;, chough Ixe was rinf left at 
Kberty to inovt that a Priift; 

«f a great kttigdqm, wh ■> hafi uiuler 
his foie iranagt-meni a wve' u- i t' 
s,i(00,oool. a year, and who n w! 
tried for a paltry forgery, Uippoicd l.-> 
have bijcn committed e'even vrais H.-- 
forc his trial, and undrrtlie autlioiity 
ttf an j^nylifli Adi of Parliament p.if- 
fcd «kftrr the pretended romonll'ion 
of the crime, was proleciited, not with 
a view to fitisfy publi''judic*, but to 
fi .^0 ^hc coiiriV of't ; flill he was at 
liber'-y to repel the attacks made hy 
Mr. HaAings on the chat '«Aer of Nuiid- 
Com ir, by charg’iig him with other 
forgeries, which l>ad no connexion wth 
the pr' linded crime for which he fuf- 
fcred dca^'i. 

It was a maxim received in fome of 
the revolutions of philofophy, that 
when a limb was cut off fiom tlie hu¬ 
man boilv, the ftrtngth of the ovlurs 
were proportionaWv incrcafed. And 
therefore, faid M BuiUc, this one Inv.b 
bfvoun. e btingcu' t'ff, the olheis 
tvil! b pioportionalily ilrengtbei.cd ; 
%ndw< iliall proceed, even in oiii maim¬ 
ed ftate, with more vigour and energy 
than we difplayed before. 

He then begged their Lordlltips 
yirould not impute to the tloufi c i'Com* 
mons, ar to rt c r caulc, any part of 
that weaknef. ..^liich belonged foltly 
to him, their agent. “WMiateyer w'as 
em rpctic, right, and regular, Ihould tie 
Anpuicd to the Commons; what was 
fceole, wrong, or irregular, flioiild be 
jaid excluli vi ly at hia door. The Com¬ 
mons, in cenfuring him, did not ineaii 
to throw ttie feall damp upon the im- 
peac'.ment ; for though they had cen- 
fured and ddavowed iiiiTi, they had 
again lent l>im to profcculc the fame 
impeachment with the fame colictgucs 
againA the fame defendant, and at the 
fame bar at whicli he had originally 
opened it. They had railLd a theatre 
^ Jufttce, on which the eyes of all the 
world were fixed, and in which the ho¬ 
nour of the Commons and of the Bii- 
fiHj name were deeply concerned. It 
yyas for the Commons who had brought 
fht profeLjiition, becaiifc they were con- 
wnced'of the Prifoner‘o,guilt, to fpeak 
’’withronfidence..of it: but it was the 
province of their Lordfii’ps to believe 
notfiing'advanced by them, that Aiould 
pot be made out in proof. 

.llaviitg ftated thia, be obferved that 


bar of th^ Houfe of Commons, charged 
Nundcomar w\th having forged two let- 
1 »!S, one from MoNtJY Dkgcm, the 
o: - r from the N.d,ob Yetram til Dow- 
'i'.. B'lt it lo happened that Mr. Haf- 
tMigo defeated thole phsrgts at the very 
moment he brought them.—For hg 
Ihewed that tiv prennded forgery of a 
letter from Munny Begum was lupport- 
cd only hy his own teAimony.—“ f >■ 
“ have fince been informed, fays he, ' 
“ that Aie (Munny Begunil was totally 
“ unanjuaiKted with the ufe that had 
“ been made of her name, till 1 in- 
** formed her of it.’’—This', afftrtion, 
Mr. Burke fil'd, leAcd folely upon the 
authority of Mr. liaAings himfelf, un- 
fui^ported by any one witntrfs.—It was 
true, indeed, he u ferred to a witnets ^ 
for he laid 'n hi de'cnce^—“ Mr. Mid- 
“ dleton, whom flie conf'ilied on the 
** occ.ilion. can ad, A the rinlh of this 
“ Aoiy.’’—But Ml. lI.Angs ran no 
lilk in refeirutg to Mr. M'ddleton, who 
could not contraduft him—and for the 
very b.-(l reafon, bccaufe that Mr- Mid^ 
dlccon is dead. 

The other i barge refp.-fling the fpr- 
gtry of a btltr in tfie n.ime of the Na- 
bol) Yt -tram 1.1, Dowlah, was Aill 
more exiraordinary ; for though M;, 
llaAings did ip.-t luiitUe to call it 
foigery, he .idin tted that he knew 
nothing of the niatter, as appeared 
from his defence, wheie hefajs— 

“ have not yit had the cuiiofity toen- 
“ qune of the 'Wabob Yetram id 
“ Dowlah, wliether h's letter was of 

the Ume Aainp; but I cannot doubt 
f‘ it.” 

Mr. Burke adverted pe^t to the pre- 
fents and bribes t.ikcn by Mr. HiAings, 
To prove that to take prefents in any 
fliape, or on any account, was made 
penal in every fervant of the EaR-India 
Company, he re.ul the A£l of Parlia.. 
ment, by which the penally was 
cd ; and he quotei! a minute, written 
by Mr. Haltings bimfrif, in which, ^ 
fpeaking of the t ounty pffpred by Sujan ' 
til Dowlah till the Company’s troops 
that had alfiAed li'm in the rxtermiiia- 
tion of the Rot ilia?, he dfclared that 
the vnlmky dilcovery of this Ae‘t of 
Parliament' convinced hip, that the 
troops could not accept of this bounty } 

He faid he would be glad to lay afidd 
file AV, hut it was iniTiAiblr. ’ 

Mr. Burke remarked, thaIfKf troops 
eouid not accept qf a bounty from a 

Princf; 
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f rioce, who by iheir hraverr and blood 
had acquired oiillions, a fortiori^ the 
Cotnpany’R civil fervants v/cre pi delud¬ 
ed from takinp pteleiits- , 

But Mr. HaiUngSt it feemedt had 
made prefents and bribes a lource of 
rewnuet and had received them for the 
benefit of the Company. Bui thiSi ex- 
clufivc of the fh-imeful idea of making 
up an exdtiqufr ai bribes^ was a weak 
pietcnce ; for it was a maxim in law, 
that when a man pays a fum of money, 
and gets no confidtration for it, he can 
recover it by adlion "J'lius Mr. Haf- 
tinga could be fued by any individual 
for a fum fo paid to him ; and if it had 
found its way into the Company’s 
Treafury, Mr. H tilings, after having 
been compelled to reliind to the oiigi- 
nal donor, could recover of the Com¬ 
pany all the monies that had been lo 
lodged in their Treafury. Of this the 
Court «f Direflors were aware; for 
they ftnt out orders to the pnfoncr to 
receive no private fum on their account; 
and they bound themfelvcs to repay 
any that had been fo rectived- 

Mr. Bui ke took infinite pains to pur- 
fue through all their m-izes wh.it he 
called the arts of the prifoner to con¬ 
ceal the fums he had pi ivauly rcceiv, d, 
and to difgiiife them under falfe ac¬ 
counts. We cannot pretend to follow 
him through all his ftatements, inter- 
fperfed with various references to let¬ 
ters written by the prifonei on the 
fame accounts, and all cotilradiciory. 
He inftanced the accounts of/Areelacks 
of rupees, which were deferibed in one 
account as the joint property of the 
Company and the prifoner, t-wo belong¬ 
ing to the formert and onr to the latter . 
Ill another account the three lacks were 
deferibed as the fo!e property ol ttie 
Company -and til a third account as 
the exi lttfi’ve property of Mr. Haflings. 
Now it was pretty remaikable, that 
though at til ft the Company was repre- 
fented as the owner of two-thirds 
of this fum, Mr. Hailings took the 
Company^ bonds, for the whole.—And 
though in the third account he llited 
the money to be his t>wn, he faid he 
afterwards indorfed the bonds to the 
Company, meaning thereby to declare 
that they did not belong to him. Thefc 
different prevaricating accounts proved, 
he laid, that the views of Mr. Haftings 
in*^taking. the money originally were 
corrupi. 

Mr. Burke tcuehed next upon the 


■ bribe of three lacks received liy Mr* 
Haftings from Rajah Nobekisshn. 
The Prifoncr’s own account of the 
tranfa£lion was as follows:—“ In the 
“ year 1783, when < was aftudlly in 
“ want of a fum of money for my pri- 
“ vate expences, owing to the Com* 

“ pany not having at that time fuffi- 
“ cient cafli in their Treafury to pay 
“ my falary, I borrowed three lacks 
“ of rupeesofRAjAH NoB£Xiss£N,aa 
“ inhabitant of Calcutta, whomlde* 

“ fired to call upon me with a bond 
“ properly filled up: he didfo; but 
** at the time I was goina: to execute it, 

“ he entreated I would rather accept 
“ the money than execute the boiwl, 

** I neither ..ccepted the ufftr nor re- 
tiiiVd It, anchmy dcteimination upon 
“ it remained fufpciideti between the 
“ alternative ot ketping the money as 
a loan to be repaid, and oiiahing it 
** and applying ir, js / had done other' 

'' fnmt, to the Company’s life. And 
“ there the inatttr lelltd till I under* 

“ took my journey to Lucknow, when 
** 1 dctirminert tc. accept the money to 
“ the Conip.iny’s ufe,” &c. 

Mr. Burke f.oii, thrit the obfervation 
which was applied to the fair fex^ 

“ That the vvoir./ui who deliberates is 
“ undone,”—might be aponeil to a 
perUip to whou-i a bribe is offered ; for 
whoeverdtlibcratCti ah(iHt talking is lure 
to take it m the end, as w.<s ihecal'e 
With Mr. lirtftingN. riu' generojity of 
ihe noble-minde<l Raj.h Nolvkiflcn 
overcame him. This Nobekifltn was a 
Banyan; and there was any thing 
more flinty, inm-e griping, roorethrifty, 
or more careful to improve the value 
of money than a Jew, it was a GentOo 
Banyan, or Money Broker. And yet 
fuen .1 III n refnfed a bond for bis mo 
ney, an-' entreated it might be taken as 
a prr/enf. Their Lo'dlhips would of 
coui ic expedt, alter loch a tranfadtion, 
to hear of this Nobekiffen again; and fa 
they would, for he hail '•••ei' .ippointed 
to the colledlion of the revciiu A a 
large diftridl, and wos hebuid-hand in 
his payments to the Company, in at 
leaft as large a fum as was that which, 
no doubt for corrupt purpofes, he bad 
given to the prifoner. 

Mr. Burke next adverted 10 the prr- 
fent of looioool. teceiied by the Pri- 
funer front the Nibob of Oude, which 
he difcovered, becaufe, as be had laid 
himfelf, it was of a magnitude not to be 
^concealed, and wftich he defired the 
P s ~ Company 
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Company would give to him as a re¬ 
ward for his ferviccs, or, as he flioiild 
have faid, for his falle, fraudulent, 
cuvenous, and prevaricating ac¬ 
counts- ' 

The lafl; thing on which Mr - Burke 
touched was the letter written by Mr. 
Mailings from Cheltenham to the Coui t 
of Directors, in which he endeavoured 
to avoid givT.j; the aceouni which tlity 
prelTcd him to give, of all the fums pri¬ 
vately received by iiim for their iil’e, 
together with the names ol the petfons 
from whom he received them- This 
letter Mr- Burke deienbed as fnig£?ir- 
rts, as tai.tjuc iu its kind, anil not to be 
paralltle*d in theannais of inatikind- 
At ao minutes pafe four o’clock, 
Mr. Biiikefaid he W'luid not detain 
their X.or.jl!iiiis any longer that day: 
There lemiined, he faid, very little 
more for him to Ciy in the opening of 
this charge ; and he afliired them he 
ihoulfi be able to fty it in a very iliort 
fpace of time the next day of me'cting; 
and then he frid he woul 1 proceed to 
gjve in evidence, iriefr;<;;ai>lc pu-fifs of 
all that he had a'hdgcd .u hi.? opening. 

Mr. Burke then fat dawn, and. fkcir 
Xairdfliips .idjouined frruii ll.e Cali to 
the Upper Iloufe of PaViiaruent. 

Fortieth Day. 

Thursday, May 7. 

Mr. Burke refumcdthef ibitv^ ofthe 
bribes taken by Mr. Ilattings. Some 
of thefe, he faid, were, according to the 
Prifoner’s own words,“of a magnitude 
that could not be concealed and 
therefore as he knew th^rtfoine account 
•f them would reach the ears of llie 
DirtClcrs, he thou.cht he would hi’ve 
fome merit to plead to the Couit, by 
inakiiig the difeovery himfi-if. But he 
refolvcd at the fame tlrac to make it in 
fuch a way as would, in his opinion, 
baflle all enquiry, .anrl ultimately con¬ 
ceal what it appeared to be the objed; of 
the difeovery to rcve.d. 

Accordingly, the account he gave of 
the prtfents was fo oblcure, that the 
Court of Diredors could not fee their 
. way through it—if Mr. Haftings ever 
gave any explanation, it was to puzzle 
the firll account, and to add cbfcuriiy 
to that which had but tdb much before. 

His memory being weak, he was rc- 
dneed to the ueccfiity oi^ufjjing what 
might have been bis motives for con- 
. ceaKng at firft the receipt of the fums 
ip 4 |ueUioD, and tor making tbv Com¬ 


pany debtor to him for its own money—* 
and after having fubllituted guejfes in 
theropm of accounts, lie confefled, in 
his famous letter from Cheltenham, 
tfiat he was not fure that the motives 
which guejjed had inHuenctd him 
were thofc by which he bad adlually 
been inflin need. 

Mr. Burke faid, th.it when a myBery 
was thrown over accounts, to conceal 
from thofe who ought to infped them, 
he fufpcdlcd th.it it was ufed for the 
foie purpofc of covering a fraud.—He 
admitted that there might be occationa 
when the accounts of a nation might 
With propriety be kept from the eyes 
even of perfons filling coiifiderable of¬ 
fices under Govi-riimcnt; but there 
could not occur any one c.ife in which 
it would be proper to keep accounts 
from the knowledge of thofc who were 
at the bead of ihc; executive govern¬ 
ment. And therefore he prefiimcd 
tint Mi. llaftings was confeious of 
guilt, when he with-held from the 
Court ft D'leilorj the account of the 
ii.c-ipt and cxpc.iditiire of money 
which bclfiiued to the Company, and 
winch it was their department to di¬ 
re't an entrou!. Mr. H-Utings might 
bj fniti to with-hfld*the accounts in 
rpiell'cii fiotn the knowledge of the 
Diriiiloi-s, when he g.?ve them only 
fiicli accoiinti as they could not uncler- 
ftaiid, atnl wncii he explained them on¬ 
ly in focli a ni inner as to render them, 
if IJwfiihit., ftiil more obfeure. 

Conceallaent leemed to be the wifii 
of Lis heart: when he was called upon 
in India by the Court of Direiftois to 
give thofe accounts, his anfwer was, 
that .he would give them fatisfaiftorily 
on his return to Engl.md. But when 
he did return, and the Directors again 
prefied for the accounts, he referred 
them to India, where, he faid, were 
the only accounts of the prefents that 
were in exifttnee : to his own memory 
he could not triift one moment; but 
he believed Mr. Lai kins, the Compa¬ 
ny’s Accountant-General, was pof- 
felTed of all the particulars relating to 
thofe prefents. Thus did Mr. Haftings 
always fet one half of the Globe between 
the queftions put to him and his an- 
fweis. For when he was in India, he al¬ 
ways faid that it was in England he 
could fatisfy the wiflics of the Direc¬ 
tors; but when in England, he faid it 
was only in India they could j>rocure 
the accounts they were fo anxious to 
obtain. 

The 



L 37 J 


The Di«£lors having been thus re- 
ferrtd to Mr. Larkins, lent him orders 
to ti .’Mil'mit to them partU-nl.ir ae^)iints 
of all the fums of moinL-y privately 
reived by Mr. Iladn'gs for tlie life 
the Company, and p.*id into the hands 
of Mr. I.‘rki!i?. 

The aiifwer of Mr. Larkins w?.s to 
have difpelltd tljr niyll< ry which hunK 
upon this buliners ; but urifortimately 
, it left it involved in its nriirii.'d ohll uii- 
ty i for it was nothing leA than f^tu- 
fa^io^y.—The account coi>r.vr.etl in 
this anl'werniiKht be r.illtd Ccoj^?u/>/j:- 
cul and d.} otiolo^^ii hnt bv no intaiis 

fui'ffaElory. It It ited the jluccs where 
the money W’as paid, and the tn/ns 
when it was received, but faid not a 
fyllilde about tlieby whom it 
w'as given, or the l>urpofe for which it 
was advanced. 

Some th'iigp, however, were to be 
found in this anfwer, which would lead 
their Loidfliips to prcfiiine, tbit tiie 
account given by Mr. Larkois, t! ough 
it could not be thought to eont lin 
that Mr. Lai kins knew of the malli-r, 
VIMS veiy far from being a full account 
of ii.V the hi dies and piefmtn rectlvid 
by Mr- n.dlings. Some put of the 
account tr.infmittril by Mr. L.irk'ns, 
was dated by th.it gcntlcm.ui to ii,ive 
been rtad to him out of a Ptifi n pa¬ 
per, by 1 Perli.Hi Agent of Mi. II if- 
ting.s ; hut it d.d not Hate that the i'uin 
mentii lied in the part of the piper fo 
nad, was the enty one of which that 
paper contained an account. 

It vv,is evident alfo, from the account 
fent ovtr by i\fr. Lirkins, that Mr. 
Haliings hatl /itd a Sujieiinttndiulf/iwr’- 
of to lA'be.m all the Mfeiiir 

agents, employed in this liufiiK-fi', g'Vc 
paiticul.ir aecounf.s of the fiimh laifeo 
by Ihcin for the ufe of Mr. Hiforgs, 
or, to adopt f is own idea, for the Cu/n- 
pany- Mr. li. flings was too c.ucfui to 
tnift too nil ch to <?«/? m.an ; he hnd 
agents of every country, complexion 
and religion ; but no two of them were 
» acquainted witn the hufinefs which 
their principal was carrying on ; each 
thought hinifclf the only one tiuflcd 
in money mallei p, though the num¬ 
ber a^ually trailed w.is very confidc- 
rahlc. 

It appeared alfo, from the account 
Dftide up by Mr. Larkins, lh.it if it h.**! 
not been tor him, who had rcmiudtd 
Mr. Ilaftings, that he had promifed to 
fend home fomc accounis to the Court 
•f Dirc^lurs, even fume of the inetno- 


randums out of which Mr. Larkioi 
formed a p.)rt of his anfwer, w’ould 
never have been collcdled fiom fome of 
the Prifoner’s Black agents. 

Their Lordfnips ftnght well be fur- 
prifed that Mr. LarUine, info whofe 
hands, as the Company’s Accountant* 
Gencr.il, Mr. Ilaftings hoofed be had 
paid many of the fums received by him 
for the Coirpanv's life, Iboiild have 
made no obfervation upon the very fio- 
gular coiidtiel of the Pri.ftnuT, who 
paying into the Company’s Treafuiy 
the Company’s own money as he caiicd 
it, took bonds for that very money 
P'lyahlc to himfelf; thus making the 
Company hh dr^t'ir for their own money. 

Theie \Vri.s ont cireumftance more to 
be found in Mr. Larkins’ account, 
wli’ch mull eonvince their Lordihips, 
that the fylLm of bribery was carried 
on in a manner w’hich Ihewed that it 
would be .111 H.-rf ule,sn talk to dcftroy 
it.—Mr. !-arki'!‘> f.ud, that if he him- 
ftlf h.id Iveii fu'pctlcd of petjnrv, he 
would not h.ive ni.ide out the account; 
and even in that rafe he would not have 
do'ic it, if he Inui not had the petniif- 
ft 111 of Mr. 1 -J.iftipgs to reveal whit he 
knew of the biuir.ef.i. 

Such vv.-.s the bond of union by which 
ail lliofe weie engaged to each <i!her, 
who b.ul any Ihaie in the bulintfsof 
brines .ind peiulntioii, tli.<t the fenfe 
even of public duty could not Ilnike it: 
aiid even the Company’s /\ccouiitant- 
Gcncrnl would not traiifniii to his mal^ 
trrs tlieir uv. ii accouiils, if he had not 
firfl obtained the leave of Mr. Ilaftings 
to ob. y the l.swful orders of his lupe* 
rlo'‘.v. 'Thus did th> le genibmen cou- 
p'e .1 nice fcMfc ollioiioni with infamous 
pel i.'.'i ion, tiiivMle licit iity with public 
fi'Mci’Ciy, .in.l p.ilr otilm w.th mea- 
fiiie-i w!v h tended In deftroy the cha- 
la.’.tr and lumou. of their country. 

Mr. burke er.leicd into a riiimitedc* 
t-'.l ot the peculations in D'micliporef 
from uhoic Rijab oool. had been 
extorted, ilrloiichtd upon the bribes 
it’ccived by Gunga Govin Sing, and by 
Mr. H.iflliig'i's bUck agent Canto 
boo. The former was by contr.’ft to 
have railed a I.irge fum in another riif- 
trifl, but did not pay above one-h.iifof 
it: fo that beew^een two different agents, 
who were to have raifed 90,000k only 
55 C'oo). were ackiiovvledgcd to be p.iid 
into the Company’s Tre.ifury- The re¬ 
maining 40,000! eithtr found its way 
into the pocket of Mr. Haftmgc, or into 
thole of bu agcuis. 
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Me n^xl remarked upon Ihe condufl: 
of Mr. Haftitiga, who had complained 
to the Houfe of Commons that the 
enormities committed by Devy Sing, 
had been afciibed*to him. But not- 
withftanding the complaints of the 
Prifoner, the guilt imputed to him in 
thole tranfadions Ihoiild be brought 
home to him. And this led him to 
fpeak of the written teftimonies to his 
charaiSter procured lately tiom India 
by the Piifoner. One of them was 
from the Kajub of Dinachpore, who be* 
flowed the bigheft encomiums on Mr. 
HaUings, and bore tcllimony to his 
hoiio'.irabie,juft, and equitable conduft 
towards the laid Rajah, during his ad- 
miniftration in India. 

Mr. Burke begged their Lordlh'ps 
would give him leave to ft rte briefly the 
hiftory ot thatRaj^h.—-Tnis noble per- 
fon was the ton of the lute Rafail of 
Dinachpore, who having no Ugitimate 
male ilfuc, and being on bad terms 
with his brother, adopted his nalarnl 
fon, to exclude the brother from the 
fucrellion. This fon, at the death of 
his father, was fcarcely fix years old. 
It was not clear, that by the Uentoo 
laws the deecafed Rajah could have 
adopted this child, whilll he himiclf 
had living a legitimate brother. How* 
ever, the adoption was confirmed by 
the Englilh government, and Gunga 
Govin Sing was appointed to adminif* 
ter the Z. inindary during the noble 
youth’s minority. Under this Mini- 
Rer, all the friends and relations of the 
young Rajah were removed from about 
his pcrfon,aiid the infamous monfter 
Devy Sing was thought a proper in- 
liniment to be appointed by Gunga 
Guvm Sing, the friend or creature of 
Mr. Haftmgs, Governor to the young 
Lord, and to be entrufttd with his 
education. It was then, and in the 
gountry of his pupil, that Devy Sing 
did thofe aits of barbarity, which 
Ihould be given in evidence to their 
Lordlhips. The Rajah himfcif was 
plundered of upwards of jo.oool. and 
yet it was from a ptrfon fo treated that 
Mr. Haftings lud lately procured an 
honaurabie teftimony of hischara£ler*. 

But fo far were .the Managers from 


beirg alarmed by this tedimdny, that 
they would themfelves produce it ill 
evidejjlbe. The Rajah, as Mr. Burke 
li^ laid before, was fcarcely iix years 
old when he fucceeded to the Zemin* 
dary; and he was little more than 
eleven when Mr. Haftings left Bengal. 
Thus it was from a boy that this tefti* 
mony was procured, which related to 
the meafiires of government that took 
place wfiilft he was a child- 

The other honourable teflimony in 
favour of Mr. Haftings, was from a 
perfon who, it ftiould be made appear 
to ti.cir Lordiliips, had been robbed ot 
one lack and a half of ruftts. \ 

But though thefe tcUimonials had 
been obtained from perfons who could 
not be proved to have been plundered, 
ftill little dependence could be had 
upon teftimonies procured from natives 
of India, who did not dare to think 
difh rcRtly from their tyrannic rulcis. 

This was vouched by Sir idijali him¬ 
fcif, who, in one of his letters, which 
fhould be laid before their Lonlftiips, 
faid that no attention ought to he paid 
to the letters or petitions or addrefles 
of [.he natives of India in favour of their 
rulers.—“ Addieirt s,’’ faid the letter, 
“ are procured in England through 
** influence —in through fortt-' 

Having finiftied all his rcmai ks upon 
the different heads of the charge, Mr. 
Burke concluded with a liandfome ad- 
drtfs to the Court. 

My Lords, laid he, this proferu- 
tion is not biought merely for th# 
“ purpofe of bringing down ptiniih- 
** ment upon Warren Haftings, and 
preventing future peculations in 
“ India ; it ought io be confidered as 
“ a great cenjorial profccution, infti* 
“'tuted for the piiipofe of guarding 
“ Great Britain from the vices of Afia. 
“ The people of this country have of- 
ten been reprefentrd as unfocial, 
‘‘ cold, phlegmatic, and diftant s but 
“ their greateft enemies have always 
“ admitted that thc> weie open, honeftt 
“ candid '’nd ingenuous- But ftiould 
“ the fubjefts of Great XS^iBdn who 
“ ferve in India be fflT.red to pu'fue 
any longer the maxims of Alia, they 
will bring borne her vices as welt as 


* Here Mr. Bmke dilated exceedingly—-his intention was only to " open a pack.^ge of 

** guilt againft the culprit, in order Chat it might get air, be ventilated, and perform qaa» 
** rantine.” 

“ Mr. Haftings would call upon the mountains to cover him. A Court of Jnftice was 
«< an element in which lie ctiuld not live, and his only fanAuary was to appeafe the perie* 
Vsraucs of his profecucors." 


« her 
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w \kerv)eaUb, and both will over-rim 
*f the land. Thofe vices, if tly:y are . 
** fuffered to Ipread, will the 

*' genius and charadcr of the peo^, 
** who will hecome like the Afiatics, 
** referved, diflcmblinfs, plotting, trea- 
** chero'iB and peifidious. 

“ Bur, my Lurdc, it is not for our 
manners only or our morals trat we 
have to fear, but alfo for our liberty. 
Ifthci//m of the Eaft would cor- 
rijpl the former, its wealth would 
“ utterly cleftroy the latter^ An inteU 
ligent Poet hath laid— 

-^O/yam tn^tueniia potfflas. 

From the wealth ot Alia our liberty 
may apprehend its ruin—a deluge 
f‘ of Afiatic tpoilers and delinquents 
f* may pour into the Senate, and eor- 
** nipt the fources of our Conllitution. 
** To day the Commons are prolccu- 
“ ting Afiatic delinquents—lo-mor- 
row thole dtlinqueq's may be the 
Commons. Do you, my Lords, 
** Hand forward the defenders of cur 
Conllitution, and let the Libfrtv 
5 ‘ of the Commons be prelcrved by 
f‘ the Justice of the Lords.’’ 

Here Mr. ^urke concluded*'. 

The Managers, then withdrew to 
confult about tliemode of proceciling. 
»—They returned in a few minutes, and 
Mr. Adam fiid that the Managers liad 
jto propofe two things to their Lord- 
fhips’ coiifideration, with the adoption 
of cither of which the Commons would 
be fatisfird. The Kight Hon, Mana¬ 
ger who had juft concluded, had open¬ 
ed the charge generally, and it was in¬ 


tended that another Hon> Manager 
Ihould enter more minutely into Ibme 
parts refpedling the concealed bribes, 
upon wbi<. h the Riqht Hon. Manager 
had touched but (lightly. Now what 
he had to propofe was, t ither that the 
Manager to whom he alluded Uiould 
begin thent or elfe that the Managers 
Ihould produce their evidence as far as 
it re!-.ted to the fums received by Mr. 
Haftmgs from Munny Begum, and 
from theothc’is mentioned m the charge 
brougr.t by Nundcomar; and that the 
Hon. Manager li ould atterwards pro* 
cerd to open tlie detail of the ctbec 
briber,. 

The Lord Chancellor faid it was a 
mere point of Older, which he would 
leave intircly to the dd’crction of the 
Managers. 

Ti'cy agreed after fome converfatioD, 
to produce their evidence. 

Mr. Grey then laid, that the Cons 
mons would IhrW that there did exift 
fuch abides in India, wiih rilpifi to 
the taking of pieientB, I'nat the Cemrt 
pf Dirct'iors were obliged to fend out 
inllru^iicins on that head. Unfitly frr- 
bidding all their fervaats to take pre- 
I'cnts under any pretext. Thtlc in* 
flruflions were produced and rraci. 

A letter or minute was alfo readj 
which was written bv Lord Clive, in 
winch he pi pppicd, that a certain al¬ 
lowance ihould be allotted in tiitiiie to 
every Prefideiit or Governor ot Bengal, 
in lieu ofthe emoluments that he might 
cxpeol to make by trade, from which 
he was to be precluded, ;md in lieu of 


* Mr. Burke re,id from the Reports of the Baft India Selafl Commitree, a letter of Mr, 
Haftings: and in complimenting the energy and elegance ofthe comiiofition, allowed Mr. 
Hayings the merit ad coMdhumLm benevoUatiaiit audtiotum. 

The manner in winch Mr. Haftmgs had recorded the fums received, was next cenfured» 
« he liad exhibited accounts in all colours—black, white, piiu mez^oemto,' in all languages - 
Oeotoo, Peifian,and Engl.ftr i—yet, by fimple ruLs of comprehei.fion, they could not 
nnderftood Pne Hundred TDoufand Pounds li.ui been received by Mr. Haftings as a bnbe 
which he profked not to recoHefl; and declared he had not a rag of paper as a voucher tq 

ftjew for It_ Potts, PtlhJdaas, and Paia/trs, wei <= licenfed t® deal in fidtion } but accouiiiaiirg 

could not, with rules of arithmetic before them, remain in error. 

Mrs Haftings, it appeared, twd received the fum of Ten 1 houfand Pounds, as a graiutty or 
tomplimcHt, which had been applied by Mr. Haftings to the India Company. The acceptance 
if money by a Governor's wife was, by Aa of Pailiament, esprefsly forbidden; and wifely, 
the Romans, aware of the abufes that would enfqc, if the wives of Governors were 
permuted to receive bribes, did not fuffer them t« accompany their hulb.mds to ihe.r Govern¬ 
ments. This deterrpmaiwn was not iqade when the Rom.ins w’ire moft diftinguilh^J h>p 
virtue and patriotifm, hut at a period belt calculated to qorrea immorality and corrop^oo. 

■ Three provinces in India had yielded to the extortion of Mr. Haftings; and Sixiy-tigH 
Dniif.'mi of the Englilh tenitory had efcaped his rapacity; but car ftdt Herculem ; m was eaty iq 
f^e had not julbce intsrveqed, that he would have effefted to ^urpofe in every Province. 
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preffcnts, which he wa* not, nnder any 
pretence, to receive. An oath was 
alfo framed by Lord Clive, by which 
the tiovernor wastto bind himfelf not 
tu take a prefent of any kind, or fuf- 
ferit to be taken for him. And to fet 
atl future Governors an example. Lord 
Cl ive, who fr imed the oath, voluntari¬ 
ly took it himiclf at the Coiinc'l Roard. 
It appeared alfo. that Governor Vcrtlft 
and Governor C-ufier took the fame 
oath ; or, as it is called in the minute-, 

thfoathof Rut it Was proved 

by Mr, Hiidfon, one of the Clerks from 
the IndiftHoufc, thit he could not dif. 
cover, fi..m the Company's records, 
that Mr. Haftings h id taken this oath. 

The Mina^^trs next preduced b'^nds 
figned hy Mr. Hiftm};*, in whieli he 
crtvrnan'ed mt to accept of any prcfeiit 
whatevv r. 

They produced afterwards a letter 
from the Com t of Direilors to tl ci’ic- 
fidentand Con cil olBtngal,m wlileh 
they co.rpl'Mtied ih.it the more puns 
they hadiaki.n to prevent tiic reecipt of 
prefent.', the more they found that pie- 
feiits w'i’re r' ceived. Tiiey then com- 
BYitnicated their intention to apply to 
Parliament for their aid to hippn-efs 
this evl. 

And lafJy, the Manigers referred 
to the rcpulitiiig Ail ef 177+, which 
contains a p.'fitivcand peremptory pro* 
vifioti on the article ol prcfeiits, winch 
were forbid tindir penalties. 

Mr. Grey was going to produce a 
minute written hy JVli. [laftinps, to 
fh I'W in howflriil a ffiifc th itgentieman 
liimfelf inidei Hood that protilion of the 
A£i, but was Hopped by the Lmd Ch.-in- 
csllo:, who fiiuimg that it was fi-ve 
o’clock, thought it was time for the 
Houfe to adjourn. Amotion of ad¬ 
journment was accordingly made, ami 
their Lardihips immedittcly adjourned 
toibcir own iluiife. 


Forty-First Day. 

Mr. Grey begged leave to inform 
their Lordlliips, that before he IhoiiM 
resume rhe evidcnee, where it broke 
off on Thiirfday laft, h^ wifhed to fill 
a chafm that had been left in a part 
of ti c evidence on that day this he 
intended to do Jiy layinp before their 
Lorrfiiips a crpy of a letter wiitteii by 
the prilbncr to the Comt pf D;rec- 
toisj in which he admitted that the 


fdar 5 ', and other Alhwances fettred 
upon-the Governor-General on the 
•commendation of Lord Clive, were 
sufficient to enable him not only to 
niairitain the dign ty of his fituation, 
but alfo to favc in I'rrv years, as 
much money as would make his cir- 
ciimffaBces perftuly eafy and comfort¬ 
able for the reft of his life. 

Mr. Law, Counfcl for Mr. HalUngs,* 
di fired that the Ictftr, and not 3 

a of it might he given in evidence. 

Mr. Grey I’aicl he fe..red this r(,uld 
not be done—for after the mofi diligent 
fearch, the M 'iiagcis h.’ri no^becn able 
to find the original. A copy of it, 
however, was 111 the Report of the Se¬ 
cret Commitiec ot the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons, who muft havefeen the original j 
frr it could not be- fuppofed that they 
Would f.»liric.Jte a letter. 

Ivlr. L.uv objeded to the produdlion 
ofany ri-pit/of the IJnufeof C .mmons. 

Ml. Giey U.i;cd,that he could prove 
tiMt the letter of which he wanted to 
produce the copy, had really cxifted, 
but that it could not now be found. 
He was re'dy to admit at the fame 
time, th,.t hi \va, not able to prove that 
the copy whieii he wts about to ofiir, 
had adui.illy been compared with the 
d ig iirtl: but a cate had been juft put 
into his hand, from which it appealed' 
th.it a copy of a deeil bad been adir.it- 
teil as evidence, tho’ the pciCon who 
produecd it declared he could not 
twear that he had ever compared it 
will) the oiiginal. It was a cafe in 
ejecTnciir, in whteh there was a i]ueftioii 
of .1 deed, wluch was proved to have 
been tlellroyed by a fire; a witnefs 
fwoie that be bail made from the or'i- 
giml the copy which was produced in 
Court, blit he could not fay that it 
W.18 a re/iVf/r^/copy s however, he had 
alw.iys kept it by him as a true copy.—v 
In the pi t (cut cafe, Mr. Grey thought 
that if he llumM prove lh.it the origin-*! 
Utter to wiiieh he alluded, w’as iiQ 
w Ik re to he found, but that it had ex* - 
ifted, their Lordlliips would fuffer him 
to give the copy of it in evidence. 

Mr. Grey ibni ca'lod Mr. Iliulfon, 
one of the clirks of the India Houfe, 
wl'.o proved th.at he had learched very 
diligently In the Company’s records 
I'lir the letter mentioned by the 

Him. M-iiugi-r, hut without having 
been able to find it.—He faid, howi 
ever, that it was 3 tiiftont at the Jodi 3 
Houfe ti* keep a book of ahJiraSs of 
letters, containing the dates of all letf 
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tifTsrfccived from tndii, together with until he had had a perfonal interview 
■ (he name of the writer,' Sec. kc.—ln with Mr. llallings, upon whom he eti- 
this book be found the letter iirk^iuef- deavoured to prevail, but without fuc- 
tion mcotioued, but he was not ablOO refs^ not to coiintfVtance the appoint- 
find the original. meitt of Mwkny Begi’m. 

Mr. Law aiked, if the book of The Managers then ftiewed, that the 
abftrafts was written by the witnefs.— fuperintendance i.f the young Nabob's 
Mr. Hudfon anfwercd in the negatives education, and the diredlion t>f the 
he fiid it had been written by another Zenana or palace, belonged of right to 
desk now at the India Houle. his ow« mother. They f.iid, that for 

Mr. Law faid, that the clerk to the purpofe of concealing from the 
whom the witnefs alluded w-as the Court of Diredors this injury done to 
proper perfon to prove the book of ab- the Nabob’s own mother, Mr. H tftings 
Itradts. bad always fpoken of Mt’NNV Bs.cum 

The Man.agcrs were going to read as if Ihc was the mother and l\ui tnother- 
in evidence the copy, from the Report in-law of the young Prince. They 
of the Committee of Secrecy of the sailed Mr. Pludfon again, who proved 
Hoiife of Commons. But that he had carefully examined all the 

Mr. Law interrupted them, and Bengal corrtfpondence of the period to 
faid, that before they cntillrd them- which the lion. Manager alluded, but 
felves to read it, they mull firfl prove had not been able to find one word in 
that it was a true copy, atidconfisiUent- any of Mr. Ilaftinga's letters, that con- 
ly that it h.td b.ad really au uii«iual. veyed the moft dift.ant idei that the 
Mr. Burke fiid, th.it the Manager pref nt Nabob of Bengal bad any other 
would poftpone the proof of the oiigi- mother than Munny Begum. 
nal for the prefent; and that they had The Managers then proved that the 
hopes that they Ihoiild tic able to efta- excufes or pretences by which the pri- 
blilh it another time. Therefoive he fontr had endeavoured to rmder the 
would fny no more at this moment on appointment of Munny BtGUM not 
th.it fubjtft, than, barely to obferve, unacceptable to tlie Court of Diredtors, 
that, as the Committee of Secrecy, were all founded in 
commonly known by the name of Mr. One of thtle pretences whs, that flie 
Dundas's Committee, in whofc Report was to li.ive nothing more than the fu- 
this appealed, had conltautly fit pcrintcndaiiceoflhe Nabob’s education 
al the India flotife, there was no doubt and the management of the p.iUce, 
but they had found the original among beyond the walk of which he faid her 
the Company’s records, and this might authority was not to extend, 
be urged as a proof, rh.it the copy tak- But it was proved by letters written 
' en by that Commiitee was a true and by ihe Prisoner to Mi'nny Bhgum, 
faithful one. But he would waive the that Ihe was to appomt Officen to all 
further difcuffion of this point for the the d.ffcrcntot the State, 
pvtfent. who were to lender hir an account of 

The Minagers (hen proved, from a thei’- adminiftrutim. 
iriiiule recorded in Conned by Mr. Another pretence was, that the ap- 
Ilaltings, that the A6t of P.irliamcnt pointmer.t of Munny Begum would 
made for the purpole, among other he attended with a faving of three lack< 
things, of pieventii.g the receipt of/'re- to the Company. This appeared alfo 
(cnti, appeared to Mr. Uaftings himfelf to he s grounnlfs pretence ; for Mr. 
ft) clear and (o pof.tive on that point, llallings expended the whole oflhefe 
that it would not admit of any poffible three lacks in fabrics given to the 
'* coiiftnicliou that would counleiiaucc creatures and fav-mrites of Munn y 
an evafton of it. Begum, one of whom was Rajah 

The M.inagcrs next pfbved from the Gourbass, fon to the famous Nund- 

Company’s records, that Munny Be- comar, 

COM bad been a dancing GiRt i From tbefe, and a variety of other 
That it was much agiinft the will of circumftances, u*was to be prefumed, 
the prefent Nabob of Bengal, her ftep- that, in placing a woman, and such a 
fon, that Ihe had been placed at the woman, at the head of the Nabob’s 
head of the government; and that he government, inftead nn able, boneft, 
did not acquiefee in the appointment and Intell-gent man, fuch as he was 
Fart 11. ^ 
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to ^»y the or<f<*rt of (he 
Court of Direftors, Mr. Hrtftinjrs afted 
from eorrtiptt interefled, and fclji/h mo¬ 
tive#. • 

The Nabob Yetram ul Dowlah, 
nude to the reigning Nalwbof Bengali 
had folicited Mr. Haftings, as appear¬ 
ed from the evidence, to place him at 
the head of the aditiiniftraiion, and not 
a woman. 

Mr. Haftings refufed to grant his 
requeft, and alligncd to the Com t of 
Direflors (his reafon for his refiifal, 
that Yetram ul Dowlah was a per- 
fon whom it would be dangerous, to 
truft with power. 

To repel this objedion made by Mr. 
Haftings, the Managers caufed a letter 
to be read, in which Mr. Haftings, 
fpeaking to the Court of Direftors of 
this lame Yetram ul Dowlah, fajd, 
he was a perfon who bad not abilities 
to render himfelf forjnidable, had no 
dangerous ambition, and who, if he 
had, could not, in the fallen ftatc of 
the Nabob and his family, he an ob- 
jeft of apprehenfion to the Company. 

The Managers proceeded next to 
give in evidence certain orders tranf- 
mitted by the Court of Direfiors to 
Mr. Haftings, that he would caufe re¬ 
gular accounts to be kept, and deliver¬ 
ed annually to the Board, of the ex¬ 
penditure of the Nabob’s allowance, to 
the end it might appear, that it was 
not iquandered or improperly beftow- 
cd. 

Mr. Law faid, there was no charge 
againft Mr. Haftings in the article of 
impeachment then under confidera- 
tion, for of orders-, and there¬ 

fore he did not fee why thofe orders 
from the Court of DireAors fliould be 
given in evidence. 

Mr. Burke and Mr. Grey combated 
by turns this obje£lioii. Thefubftance 
of their argument was, that they did not 
produce the orders for the purpofe 
of proving that he was guilty of a crime 
by not obeying them ; that would be 
a diftin£l: crime and a dlftind charge ; 
but the objedt for which they wanted 
to produce thofe orders was to (hew, 
that tlieprifoner's difobedienee was the 
effefl of the precife ci;imc with which 
he vtn9Spedftcally charged in the arti- 
rlgthen under their Lo^fliips’con fide* 
.ratloiu.. viz. «m<///c».—:He had taken 
biribesTrom Mipiny Begum, and others 
about the NaV>ob’s Court; and had the 
aecuuRts, as ordered by the Court of 


D'redlors, been regularly kept, themif- 
manaAment and rqiiandenng of the 
income miift have appeared. 
It was therefore for the purpofe of con¬ 
cealing the frauds, which would other- 
wife have been l.iid open to the Direc- 
t rs,tb'.t Mr. Haftings had dtfobeyed 
their orders. It was with a view to 
fix yh\s prefumption of guilt on the pri-, 
foner, and not merely the crime of. 
difobedienee, that thr Managers wilh 
ed to lay thofe orders • before their 
Lordfhips. 

^ Mr. Law faid, that he v/ould waive 
his objeftion to the production of tbofc 
orders, provided that if after the evi¬ 
dence Ihould have been taken down, 
the Hon. Managers Ihould not be able 
to ftiew the relevancy of it, their Lord- 
ftiips would expunge it from their mi¬ 
nutes, and from their memory. 

After this the orders were read; and 
Mr. Hudfon from the India Hoille 
proved that no fuch accounts as had 
been direfted by thofe orders had ever 
been tranfmitted to the Couit of Di¬ 
re £lors. 

The Managers, after this, gave in 
evidence a'tranfaition, the tendency of 
which was to Ihew that the prifoner bad 
fuflered falfe accounts of other matters 
to be given to the Dlrcftors. 

It appeared that in the year 177I it 
was rcfolved, that on account of the 
non-age of the Nabob, who was then 
a child, his allowance fhould be it>du- 
ced from about jz lacks of rupees to 
about 15 lacks, until be (liould come of 
age. 

This reduftion was to t.ake place 
fr.'m the aid oi’January 177a. But 
when the general accounts of the fums 
paid to the Nabob were afterwards 
laid before the Board, the full allow¬ 
ance of 3a Jacks was Jlatedlo have been 
paid to the Nabob up to the month of 
December 1771, tho’ in point of 
the Prince bad received only the redu¬ 
ced allowance from the preceding Ja¬ 
nuary. « 

This miftake appeared to have ftruck 
Mr. Haftings himfelf, who defired the 
account might be referied back to Mr. 
Crofts, the then Accountant General, 
to be revifed by him. 

The way the matter was then fettled 
was this—-it was admitted that the 
full allowance bad not been pdid as 
fuchio the Nabob from January 1774, 
but that the ovexplus of the reduced al¬ 
lowance, confiftiog oi fifteen lacksy had 

been 
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been paid to him towards the difcharge 
of an arrear of nineteen lacksf due by 
the Company to the Nabob. 

To prove that a fraud lurked TklSf^r 
this ftateiuent, the Managers proved 
from the Company’s records* that 
fome time after this, Jfw/ocir had been 
paid tothe Nibob for the purpofe of 
liquidating his arrear, which when this 
“ fum was given, could amount to no 
more than four lacks, as the fifteen 
which were paid to him before, or 
were faid to have been paid to him, 
towards difeharging an arrear of nine¬ 
teen, had of courfe reduced the arrear 
to four lacks. 

But fonie time after it appeared again 
in the accounts of Mr. Crofts, that 
though the arrear was originallv no 
more than nineteen lacks ; tho’ fifteen 
were paid to him afterwards at one 
time, and five at another, which would 
have difebarged the ’whole arrear, and 
left a balance of one lack in favour of 
the Company, ftill the Company was 
ftated in tbeaccountstobe full nineteen 
lacks in arrear. 

Thefe fraudulent accounts, the Ma¬ 
nagers faid, were kept by Mr. Crofts. 
They then proceeded to (hew, that 
this Mr. Crofts was the creature and 
dependent of Mr. Haftings; that, after 
his account* bad appeared to be falfe, 
Mr. Haftings, knowing them to be 
fuch, bellowed upon Mr. Crofts a 
valuable and lucrative fituation; that, 
not contented with this, be gave him 
an additional falary of zoool. a year, 
and diredlcd him to draw for it for tiuo 
years back, and to charge an intercil 
of 3 percent, upon this arrear. 

This inftance of s^enerofity to Mr. 
Crofts, which occurred after his ac¬ 
counts had been difeovered to be falfe, 
Sir James l^rikine faid was to be impu¬ 
ted folely to Mr. Haftings ; forwhen the 
increafe offalary was voted, there were 
prefent in the Council only Mr. Haftings 
and Mr. Barwell { fo that, even if the 
latter had been at hoftile to Mi, Haf¬ 
tings as he was known to be under ms 
influence, ftill Mr. Haftings would have 
ha^ a majority in bimfelf, by means of 
his cafling votf^ $ si>d therefore this ex¬ 
traordinary was cyclufivcly hit 
own. 

The Managers were proceeding to 
pr^e a number of other inftancea of 
Mendiliip on the part of Mr. Haftings 
toward* this Accountant, whofe frau- 
44lg»t faidiwgrcfo well 


■known to him.—But the I.ord Chan* 
cellor alked them how they could prove 
all the fraudulent aiSls cf Mr. Crofts 
relative to the charge then under the 
conflderation of thevr Lordfhips, to be 
relevant. They might, he (aid, im¬ 
peach the credit andacconntsof Crofts ; 
but uiilefs thefe accounts related to the 
preAnt charge, he was at a lols to fee 
the relevancy of them. 

Mr. Burke faid, it was certainly the 
obje^ of the Managers to impeach 
the credit of Mr. Crofts,and they wilh* 
ed to Ihtw that there was an intimacy 
betw'een him and' the prifoner, which 
ar^ ued an underftanding between them, 
and a joint co-operation to conceal 
tbeir frauds from the Company.— 
With this view the Managers laid be¬ 
fore their Lordlhips various adfs of the 
parties; hut with refpeft to their relc-. 
yancy, that was a fubjedt upon which 
it was the province of their Lorddiips 
to determine; he faid at the fame 
time, that the Managers would nop 
prefs upon their Lordlhips any thing 
which they ftiould think irrelevant. 

The Managers! <ftly gave in evidence 
a letter from the Court of Diredlorf, in 
which all the accounts made out by 
Mr. Crofts, relative to the arrear, &e, 
were cenfured by them in the ftrongrft 
terms. 

A* Toon as this letter was read, thit 
Lords adjourned. , 

Fobty-Secono Day. 

Thursday, May 14. 

Mr. Grey informed their Lordlhips, 
that the Managers intended to lay before 
them this day, the accufatinn brought 
agaiiift Mr. Ifaftmga by Nune/eomar | 
hut that ti>ey wiflied firll to have fome 
pap'Ts rc'id, which would ferve to 
Ihew the high fituation thatNundcomar 
held in his country at the time to which 
the Managers alluded, and the higb 
opinion which Mr. Hidings himfclf 
entertained of him at that period. 

For this purpofe, fevrral papers were 
read from the Company’s records, 
from which it appeared that the Court 
of PireAors ordered Mr. (faftings not 
to give any office nr employment to 
Nundcomar on the removal of Moham* 
med Rena Khan} but that a very 
important d^ce was bellowed by 
the Governor-general on Rajah Gour'* 
daft, thei faa of Nuqdcomar,—That 
when thiA appolmment was eenfurej 
by the reft nt Ui<- Council, a« b«»g 
0 a 



tfeS the appointment of Nundcomar 
bimfelfj and confequently an a£t of 
difohrdience to the Company’s orders, 
Mr. H'tfttnifB undertook the defence of 
that unfortunate Aan, who afterwards 
fell fo much under his dil'plcafiire. 

Mr. Lawdrdred that another p»per 
might be read, from which he hoped 
it would appear to their Lordflt'ps that 
Mr. Haftings had received private in- 
firudliona from the Court of Direftors 
to employ Nundcomar, whkh mftriic- 
tions he was not at liberty to difclofe 
atthe lime to'the reft of the Council} 
and that this would account for the ap¬ 
parent ii'conlillenty of Mr. Haftings in 
employing a man, whom he thought 
unworthy oflruft or confidence.—The 
piper pointed out by Mr. Law was ac¬ 
cordingly read. 

Mr. Gtcy next gave in evidence a 
letter wiitien by Mr. Haftings, full of 
invcfllves againft Nundcomar, from 
which hefaid it would appear that the 
former had never faid any thing to the 
prejudite of the latter, until he had 
reafon to apprehend that Nundcomar 
would become his accuf* r.—This let¬ 
ter having been lead, Mr. Law remark¬ 
ed, that it was dated a year before the 
charges were brought by Nundconiar, 
and that confequently it could not be 
becaufe this man had become his accu- 
fer, th.it Mr. H-iftings had made an at¬ 
tack upon his charaiTler. 

Mr. Grey dtfired that the learned 
Counfel w'ould ftate his exprtflions ac¬ 
curately, and not put words in his mouth 
which he had never uttered. He did not 
(ay that Mr. Haftirig'. had net made <in 
attack upon the chanidler of Nundco- 
mar until the latter become his ac- 
cul'er-—"'’That he fiid w..s—that Mr. 
Haftings had never faid any thing of 
Nundcomar, until he had reafon to ap¬ 
prehend that the latter <uiould become 
his acenftr. 

The M tnagers next gave in evidence 
the dift'crcnt minutes of the Council of 
Bengal, rclat'ng to the proceedings 
which look place there on the intima¬ 
tion of ap intention .atid wifii, (.11 the 
part ot Nunt'comar, to bring feveral 
charges aa.iinft the GoveriHir-Gtncral. 
Theie minutes contaiiieil the reafoos 
given by the m-ijoiity of the Council 
t’pr bearing Nundcomar, ^nd the rea- 
fona afligned ov Mr. Haftiiig- for re- 
JHHl^luch a pri'cec big; and finally 
’Ip^^rwed, that the G .vi inor-Gene- 
ral difluiv&i tke lueciiug ui the Coua- 


cit, when he found they were determi¬ 
ned to call in Nundcqmar, and receive 
thedfSrges which he had prcflTcd tor 
Ig^ie to exhibit. 

The Managers were then proceeding 
to give in evidence the paper which 
coi t lined the charges brought by 
Nundcomar againft Mr. Hidings, when 
they were interrupted by Mr. Law, the 
prifoner’s counfel, who afleed if their ' 
ohjtdt in producing this paper, was to 
make it evidence to prove that Mr. 
H.iftings had a£lually received three 
lacks and a halt of rupees from Munny 
B:gum, kc- 

Mr. Buike replied, that''when the 
evidence Ihoiild have been received, the 
M inagers would Ihrw to what point 
th. y meant to apply it. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Managers 
W’ould not he more explicit, he miift 
contider ttie p .pers delivtreel byNimd- 
Coinar to the Council, as produced by 
the Hon. Managers to prove againit 
Mr. Haftings the receipt of tl.e fum 
above-ment oiied ; and if this was the 
lift; which was iutended to he made of 
it, he would refill it .is iiMdmillible evi¬ 
dence. Tlie grounds on which he 
thought it inadmifiTibie were, 

ift. That tbechaiges h<ad not been 
made upon oath. 

2. That they had not been made in 
the prefence of the perfon accurid. 

3. That the Council ha'vmg been dif- 
folved, and the Governor-Gtner.il, who 
was conftitiitionally an integral part of 
it, having withdrawn himtclf, it was 
no longer a Council competent to ad, 
and that coufeqticritiy the ads done by 
it in his ahfence conlJ not he cunfidcr- 
ed as the ads of thr Council. 

4. That Nundcomar having been 

convidtd of forgery, was not thnt kind 
ofwitnt-fs whoni a Court would admit 
to give evidence, though his evidence 
fiiould in every other rtfped he unex¬ 
ceptionable.—Heohftrvetl, that though 
fhc con-viblioa oi Nundcomar was fubfe-' 
quint to the produdlioii of his charges 
againft Mr. Haftings, yetthe commiffian 
of thi Clime tor which he fuft'ered waj 
prior tothat period ; andincontempla¬ 
tion of law the infamy had relation to 
the crime, and not to the puni/hnient \ 
and as the crime was committed before' 
Nun.ltomar biought his charges, fo 
he miift be confidered as infamoui*>«£ 
the time, though his didti^' 

lake place for years after% 

Mr. Fox replied, that with refpedl to 



tfee object x^shkh tbe Managers bad in 
view, it was' not of the fmaUeft^<mfe- 
quence whether the charges broiIg||iby 
Niindcomar had, or had not, beeno^ 
livercd upon oath. The gniit of Mr. 
Haftmps was to b'* made to appear by 
two ways— hypqfitive proof, when fuch 
could be procured—by cinumflantial 
^and prejumptive evidence, when proof 
pojitive could not be obtained. Now 
themannerin which Mr. Haftingsbeha¬ 
ved when the charges were brought by 
Nundcomar would, he fiid, have the 
efFefl of fixing upon him a ftrong^re- 
J'u/}tpUo 7 t of guilt; and to do this was 
one objecl: which the Man^gers had in 
view, in offering the evidence to which 
the learned Council objeiSted ' what 
other life they might make of it here¬ 
after, they were nut bound to tell 
him at this moment. With refpcdb to 
what the learned Council had faid of 
the conviftion of Nundcomar, the 
Managers had nothing to fiy; they 
were not aulhoriftd by their conftitu- 
eiits, theHoufe of Commons, to invef- 
tigatethe me^ns by which that convic¬ 
tion waseffedted. " But, faid Mr. 
“ Fox, to jollify myfelt for what I 
** may have already faid on that fiib- 
“ jedt, 1 can only fay, that if I were 
permitted to fpeak 7 ny <nun fenti* 
“ mentson that point, I would life the 
prccile words which the Houfe of 
" Commons has ordered me not to 
“ life; hut which, though thoroughly 
*' convinced ill my own private opinion 
“ of the truth of them, I will not ufe, 
** becaufe thofe who have fent me hi- 
“ ther, have given me orders to the 
** contrary.” 

Mr- Burke contended, that the Ma¬ 
nagers had a right to make what ufe 
they plcafrd of evidence which it was 
fit for their Lordfliips to receive. He 
niaintainrd atfo, that the objedlions 
urged by the learned Council againtt 
the adtriflibilily of the evidence in qne- 
flior, ought not to be endured. It the 
charp;t’s brought by Nundcomar were 
maue in the ahfcnce of Mr. Haffings, 
he, of all men, ought not to urge that 
as an objection againft them, becaufe 
he rfbfented himfelf, that he might not 
hear the charges : it was his own adf. 
As little ought he to fay that the Coun¬ 
cil w.is not competent to receive the 
chad's, becaufe it was difiblved. But 
Vm> dilfolved it ? Was it irot hirrfelf ? 
And why did he diffolve it? Was it 
not for the purpofe of ftnothei ing an 


accufation brought againft himfelf?-* 
He ought to be afliamed to urge, th.it 
becaufe the evidence of Nundcomar 
had not been given lypon oath, it ought 
to beconlid-.red by their Lordihips as 
inadmiflible.—This felf-fame Mr. Ha- 
flings had faid, in bis defence bcfoie 
the Houfe of Commons, that it was 
contrary to the rellyr/ous tenets of the 
Hindoos and MuJ/ttlrntn to cath\ 

but now he would have their Lordfhips 
rejeil the evidence of Nnndcomir, a 
Hindoo, becaufe it had not been given 
upon oath. 

The objedlion, that the chargee wens 
made in the abfence of Mr. HaftingSj 
did not apply 5 for though he was not 
prrfent, liecrfufe he ivould not be pre- 
fent vvhen they were made, he was fo 
little ignorant of the contents of them, 
that he fentthem himfelf to the Court 
of Diredlors, and figned them with his 
name; not itidetd to admit the truth of 
them, blit fo far to authenticate the 
chiirgcs, .ind the proceedings in Coun-. 
ci! to which they had given rife. The 
condiidl of Mr. Ilaftings in refilling the 
produdlion of that which he himfelf 
bad authenticated, he confidcred aa 
audacious. 

Mr. Law comphiined of this expref* 
fion as indecent when applied to a gen¬ 
tleman 01 the Bar aiffing to the bell Af 
bis judgment for bis client. He faid it 
mull have been to him it was applied, 
and not to Mr. Haftings; for it was 
he who had ufed the arguments which 
had offended the Hon. Manager. 

Mr. Burke would not rctrart the ex- 
preflion. 

The Lord Chancellor fan!, that he 
made no doubt that when Mr. Burke 
had conlidered it coolly, he would be 
of opinion, that delicacy lliould pre¬ 
vail ill a cafe of this kind. 

Mr. Burke replied, that if he was 
profeciiting fome poor f>iemilefs and 
Jorlont Iclon, whofe life might be tha 
foifcit of a cunvifiion, be trnfted he 
Ihould not dn>p a fyllahle againft him 
thatthemoft fciupuKuis delicacy could 
think unnectflary to the profecution: 
but he iclt very differently when he 
law a mm with the moll powerful 
friends and connexions that wealth 
conld produce,.^row daring in pro¬ 
portion to the magnitude of his crime, 
and in that very magnitude feek for 
impunity. Their Lordfliips never 
would I'lffer a man to aviil himfelf of 
bis ov/n wrong, or to prove th.it hew.it 

innocent 



iiwocent of OM .crittic by fliewing that 
he was guilty of another. This wa» 
what the prifoner was aiming at* when 
he objrdted to the competcBcy of the 
Council to receis^ the chargesj though 
the incompetence, if any there was, 
had been occafioned by himlclf; for 
he diflblved the Council for the pur- 
pofe of creating that very incompe* 
tetice which he now with fo much w<>- 
dtjly, not audactoujaff 5 f endeavoured to 
urge. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, if he un* 
derftood the Hon - Managers right, with 
refpeA to the evidence which they of¬ 
fered, they did not want to reft fo much 
upon the contents of the paper that they 
wanted to have read, as upon the cir- 
lumfianres of Mr. Ilaftings’ behaviour 
wlun the charges were otfried, and 
from which they inferred the prefump- 
i’oth that he was conlcious of guilt. 

Mr. Fox replied, that though he 
maintained the contents of the paper 
might be evidence, ftill what the Mana¬ 
gers had at th<it moment in view, was 
what the noble and learned Lord had 
juft dated. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Hon. Ma¬ 
nagers had faid this much a little fooncr, 
he would not have ftarted any objection 
to the produdlion of the paper. He 
was therefore ready to admit it now, 
provided it were underftoed that the 
idea of making any ufe of the contents 
of the paper as evidencf was totally 
abandoned. 

Mr. Fox replied, that he would not 
enter into a contrail, the like of which 
had never been heard of in a Court of 
Law-~nameJy—“ that evidence which 
was admiffibU fhould be applied only 
to one particular point.’’—Whatever 
evidence was offered by the Commons, 
and was determined by the Lords to be 
admiflible, that the Managers would 
give: it would be for tbpir Lordfiiips 
to apply it legally, 

1 he Lord Chancellor obferved, that 
the Hon. Manager was right: their 
|!.ord|hip8 would fufferevidence to ap¬ 
ply that only to which, from its na¬ 
ture,,it ought to apply. 

^rd Stanhope alked, what was the 
part of the charge vyhich he expedfed to 
be able to prove by the {{Imllbon Of the 
propofed evidence? 

Mr. Fox replied—" the receipt of 
the three lacks And a half of rupees," 

Mr* Law, on bearing this, renewed 
||ip objeflion to U«-^However| aftcf 


forae little converfaiioiii it was given 
up, and the Managers were going to 
proedW, when 

^Mprd Kenyon rifing ftid fomething, 
hut in fo low a voice that we could 
not hear him. We heard him, how¬ 
ever, a little after, move their Lord- 
fhips to adjourn to the Upper Chamber 
of Parliament. 

Their Lordfhips accordingly ad-« 
journed to their own Huufe, and fat 
Ibme time in debate; fo that they did 
not return to Weftminfter-Uall. 


Forty-Third Day* 
Wednesday, May ao. 

To render the abftradl which we are 
going to give of this day’s proceeding 
more intelligiUe, we muft go back a 
little, ai)d inform our readers, that at a 
meeting of the Council at Calcutta, on 
the 13th of March 1775, the Governor 
General being abfent, Nundcomar was 
called in and examined by the Council ; 
and delivered to them feveral fpecific 
charges againft Mr. Haftings. 

At a meeting of the Council on the 
lift of the fame month and year, Mr. 
Haftings bi'ing in tfy; Chair as Gover¬ 
nor- General, the examination of Nund¬ 
comar and the charges brought by him 
were read as minutes of the preceding 
meeting of the Council, Thefe Mr* 
Haftings afterwards tranfmitted to the 
Court of Diredors, and ligned with hia 
own hand, not, as be faid, that be ad¬ 
mitted the legality of the proceedings 
which he witnefted, but merely to au^ 
thenticate them. 

At the laft lilting of the Court, the 
Managers offered in evidence the char^ 
ges delivered by Nundcomar on the 
1 jlh of March 177^. The Counfel for 
Mr* Haftings ubjeded to the admif- 
lion of this* as evidence, and the Lords 
adjourned to take into confidcration 
the arguments urged for and againft it. 

Accordingly this day, the Lords 
having previoully taken their feats 
in Weftminftcr-llali, the Lord Chan* 
eellor rofe,and thus delivered thg 
iblution of the Peers, •verbatim* 

** Gentlemen oftheHoufeqfCommom^ 
" The Lords have decided, that it 
** is not competent for the Managery 
" of the Commons to produce the^xav 
" mination of Nundcomar, as tender^ < 
** in evidence—the Managers 
bayingwr stated any 



I M J 


** tWnff as a ground for admitting fuch 
evidence—which, if provcd,*^uld 
** render the fame admilTible. 

** And this refolution they have 
** commanded me to deliver to you.’’ 

The Lord Chancellor having twice 
read their Lotdihips Refolution, the 
Managers begged leave to withdraw 
Jbr a little time.—On their return, Mr. 
Burke faid it was with no lefs furprize 
* than concern, he had heard the detcr- 
tninatioD oftheirLordfhipson thishead, 
becaufe it would have the effect of 
throwing many difficulties in the way of 
the profecution. However, it was tor 
their Lordildps to pronounce, it was 
for him to fubroit. 

He then delired that the minutes of 
the Council held at Calcutta on the 
aift of March 177;, might be read. 

They were read accordingly ; and it 
appearing that Mr. Haftinps, in a mi¬ 
nute delivered .it that time, refer¬ 
red to the minutes of the Council 
held on the 13tb, Mr. Burke defired 
the latter might be read. 

Mr. Lawobjeded to this. He faid 
that what was now propol'ed, fell with¬ 
in the obje£lion he had already made 
to the reading of tile original minutes 
of the ; for this was doing at fe- 
cond-band, what their Lordfhips had 
juft determined could not be done at 
firft-hand. If the charges ftated in the 
minutes of the Council held on the 13th 
were not admiffible in evidence, the 
repetition of them in the minutes of 
the Council held on the 2 ill, did not 
make them admiffible. 

Mr. Fox obferved, that the minutes 
of the fecond Council were admitted to 
be evidence : thefe minutes ftated that 
fome other minutes taken at a former 
Council were read, which other mi¬ 
nutes contained the charges brought 
by Nundcomar.—Now as the Council 
referred to thefe other minutes^ it was 
aeceflary that they Ihould be read, or 
the former muft remain unintelligible. 
^ Mr. Law replied, that if they were 
produced Jolely for the purpofc of ren¬ 
dering the minutes of the Council of 
the 21ft intelligible, and it was under- 
ftoud that no inference was to be dr iwn 
from them that could affeft his client, 
he wouM not objed; tp them, othcr- 
>^wii'e h^muft call for the judgment of 
the Q^irt. 

*^Mr. Fox faid, that in the fir ft place 
their Lordfhips. having fu^ered the 
foioutes ofthefeebad Council to be 


read, admitted them to be evidence ; 
and it necelTarily followed, that if this 
admiffible evidence referred to fome 
paper without whii% it could not be 
underftood, that piper ought alfo to 
be given in evidence, .md the whole 
Ihould be taken together: What In¬ 
ference could be fupported by the evi¬ 
dence thus rendered complete and in- 
tellgihle, it was their Lardfhipa pro¬ 
vince to determine. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that what¬ 
ever Mr. Hallings had faid, whatever 
he had done, conneded with the fub- 
ftance of the charge then under confi- 
deration, might be admiffible evidence 
in fupport of the charge. 

Mr. Fox upon this obferved, that 
Mr. ILaftings was prefent at the fecond 
Council, when the minutes of the pre¬ 
ceding Council, containing tbe accufa- 
tion brought by Nundcomar, were 
read; he afterwards figned them, and 
tranfmitted them to the Court of Di- 
reftors. This circumftance fufficient- 
ly connedted him with the minutes of 
the charge, and coafequently made 
them good evidence againft him. 

Lord Kenyon moved their Lord- 
fliips to adjourn to the Upper Houle 
cf Parliament, and ti.ey adjourned ac¬ 
cordingly. In .ibout an hour's time 
they returned to Weftminfter-Hall ; 
and the Lord Chancellor fpske as fol¬ 
lows 

“ GentlemenoftliellouftofCommcKSy 

“ The Lords have lefolved, that the 
“ circitmjianceQfW\€ Consultation 
“ on the 2 1 ft of March, and at which 

Mr. Haftings was prefent, docs not 
“ of itfelf make the matter of fuch 
“ confequence that the Confultation of 
“ March i3lh Ihould be read.'* 

Mr. Burke obfeived, that, worded 
as their Lordfhi|,’8’ opinion was, be 
could not fay that he ptrfedlly Under¬ 
ftood it; but if he uudeiftood it right, 
and t'iC Court would then re¬ 
ceive it, it implied, that, though 
the nvay in which the Commons had 
offered the minutes of the Council of 
the 13th (lid not make them admiffible 
evidence, ftiil there was a way in which 
they might render them aumiffible. In 
that cale be muft^fay, that tbe Com¬ 
mons not only did not undei ftand the 
law, like technical or fi’oftflional men, 
but that they bad always laid in a 
claim to be coniidered as a body ac¬ 
quainted only With the general princi¬ 
ples of natural juft’icc. They therefore 

claimed 
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chimed the fame afliftancc from theif 
. tiordiliips, which was f ver granted to 
men who were pleading their own 
caufe by lhem(eIvs,andnot by Coun- 
fel. If therefore there was any way 
by which the evidence ofFcrid by them 
might be rendered admiffible, they 
called upon their Lordlhips to point 
out to them that way. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it was 
neceflary that Mr.Haftings Ihould, by 
feme of his o^v», give a degree of 
admiflibility to the charges offcied by 
the Hon. Managers, which of them- 
felvcs they did not intrinfically pofTcfs. 
Whatever was or dene by Mr. 
Haftings was evidence againft him ; 
but if what was faul by other perfons 
againft him, without bis own know¬ 
ledge, was to be admitted againft a de¬ 
fendant, then Jlander and calumny 
might be adduced as proofs of guilt. 
He did not mean by this to fay, that 
what vv:is urged againft Mr. Haftings 
was ilander or calumny ; he fpoke on 
this occalion in general terms, without 
any allufton to ^ny particular cafe. 

Mr. Fox Would not admit that it was 
neceflary to prove fome aS done by a 
perfon accufed in reference to the evi¬ 
dence offered againft him, for the pur- 
pofe of rendering it admiflihle. Not to 
do what a man was bound to do, was 
no lefs a fnbllantive crime, than to do 
fometbiiig that was forbid. Guilt was 
no lefs attached to omijfon than to com- 
mljfion. It was not, therefore, in his 
opinion, necellary for the Managers to 
ffiew that the pritbner had dene tome 
adl in conftqnenceofthc ch.iruts brought 
by Nundcomar to fltew that after hav¬ 
ing had notice of thefe charges, he did 
notkingt .'ind took no one ttep in confe- 
queiiue of them, was of itlelf fufficient 
ground for a prefumptiont that he felt a 
confioufnefs of guilt. The Managers 
Wanted'not to prove by the produ6tion 
of Nundcomar's charges, that they 
were well founded ; Hill lefs did they 
want to prove that a thartre was to be 
taken'as evidence o\ guilt. But they 
wiftied to give the demeanor and con- 
JuS of MT.HuMagBunder thefeebargest 
as evidence of a prefumption of guilt, of 
the weight of which prefumption, bow-' 
ever, their Iordfhipsowere afterwards 
to determine. 

It is not Dcceffary that charges fhould 
be brought by perfons legally authonfed 
fo to^do, or even that they Ihould be 
founded, to entitle a profecutor togive 


4« 1 

in evidence fhe behaviour of a mah* 
when fuch charges were made in his 
hea d^. Surely then the Managers 
sllgnt give in evidence that the prifoncr* 
whofe duty it was to enquire into afts 
of peculation and corruption, not only 
did not enquire into them, blit when 
charges of that very nature were brought 
againft bimfelf, no matter whether true 
or falfe, he did all that lay in his power' 
to ftifle the enquiry, and never once . 
attempted to defend himfelf againft the ^ 
charges, or fomuch as to deny them.— 
It was on this ground that he would 
beg leave to offer in evidence the mi¬ 
nutes referred to 19 the minutes of 
Council of the aiftof March, and not 
merely becaufe they had been read to 
the prifoner *. this, he conceived, jtook 
them entirely out of their Lordftips’ 
laft determination, and left the Mana¬ 
gers to offer thefe minutes upon other 
grounds t\\^}^thofe which their Lord- 
fliips had already determined would not 
make them admiffible. 

Mr. Burke faid, that by a fpccial Aft 
of Parliament, the Governor-General 
was bound to pay obedience to the or¬ 
ders he fliould receive from the Court 
of Direftors. That Court fent the pri¬ 
foner ordci's to mak?! enquiry relative to 
ails ot peculation and corruption.— 
This he was bound by law to do ; but 
when his colleagues in obedience to 
tbofe orders fet on foot enquiries, which 
at laft reached the perfon of the Gover¬ 
nor-General himfelf, that man, inftead 
of concurring with them, as he was in 
duty biHiiid, and as a regard for his own 
honour fhould have prompted him, did 
all that lay in his power to prevent 
them from proceeding, by diffolving 
the Council, andabfenting himfelf from 
their meetings. His abfenc-, inftead of 
.iflbrdmg a reafon for rejedting the in¬ 
formation brought againft him, fhould 
be rather confjdered as an aggravation 
of his guilt, for his ablencc was volun¬ 
tary and cotttumacious. 

It was not ignorance of the exiftence 
of the charges that had prevented the- 
prifoner from anfwering them 5 for lie 
had heard them read, and had figned 
them. But he would have it thought 
that it was by the contempt in which he 
held Nundcomar, his accufer, he was 
reftrained from anfwering the aptuf.!- 
tions brought by him : He forg^ how-* 
ever, that he had faid to the Cohrtiif 
Diredors, that he confidered Sir Jom 
Qlavering, Col. Monfjtt, and Mr, Iran- 

ck, 
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cist ashUacfuferst and NundcomearQTAy tAN's cafe to the prefent* Poifoniof 
as their infirument. —Sureif Ik could wa» a crime contrived and executed 
not have held fuch men as thefea^a- ufually with great % crecy; and confe. 
Umph or confider a charge brougnniy quently if could ragely. be traced to its 
them, eren if it was falfc, as fo light aotl^or but by circumjlances, The caf< 
and trivial as not to be entitled to an. was exactly the fame in When 

anfwer. Mr.Haftings wasaccufedof ihis’crime* 

Now tho’ this charge was brought I’c did adts which) coniidered in them* 
^y the Commons of England* who con* feivest were not criminal—''he dilTulved 
ndered it of fo much weight as to'make *he Council, and refufed to be prefent 
a it the ground of an impeachment, was at the meetings of his colleagues. But 
Mr. Haftings inclined to anfwer it?— why did he do this? The prffumptioni 
Mo. He was fully fatisfied with efcap* was ftrong, that he aded To with a cor« 
ing from punifhment even at the ex- rupt and criminal intent, to ItiBc en- 
pence of honour. He reBed his defence quiry into his own conduit. Here then» 


upon quibbles and legal objections to 
evidence, and not upon the merits of 
bis caufe. He appeared not to look 
for any thing more honourable than an 
Old Bailey acquittal; where, upon 
fome defect in the evidence, the prifo- 
ner is acquitted by the jury, receives a 
fevere reprimand from the judge, and 
carries away with him the execration 
of the whole Court. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that if the 
Hon. Managers could ihew that evi¬ 
dence bfTered could apply, by connect¬ 
ing it with fome criminal aCt done by 
the prifoner, they would make ufeof it. 

Mr. Fox faid, that if the Managers 
Ihould attempt to do that, the evidence 
ought to be firft before their Lordfliips, 
as-it was from the detail of the evidence 
connected with the prifoner’s conduCt 
under the charge, that the Managers 
could Blew the application of it. 

Mr. Burke infiited that it was not ne- 
ceflary that any one of the aCtsforming 
the links of a chain oicircumflantial evi¬ 
dence, leading to the proof of a crime, 
Ihould be in itfelf criminal. In laying 
down this pofition, he bad the autho¬ 
rity of A Judge who was (till alive, he 
meant Mr. Juftice Duller. In his 
addrefs to Captain Donnellan after 
conviction, he Bated the feveral circum- 
Bances, which, in the opinion of the 
learned Judge, had put the proof of his 
^guilt beyond a doubt, via. the letter be 
bad fent to Sir William Freeman—the 
diBcrent accounts he had given of his 
conduft—the rinling of the bottle.— 
Now, faid Mr. Burke, the fendin^^ a 
Ibtter to a. gentleman, and the rtnling 
of a bottle, are aCls in themfclves not 
criminal i nor was it criminal in,a man 
^Ufo turn his oWn accufer; but from 
Thefe aCts, in themfclves harn^lefs, was 
to be deduced the guilt of the accufed* 
He begged leave to apply the princi¬ 
ples of Judge Bailer in Capt, DoBNei,- 
Part U,, ' 


as in the cafe of Captain OonnEllan, 
were aCts in themfelves barmlefs, lead- 
l"® proof of an heinous crime. 

It this kind of evidence was now to b« 
renBed,^ if’circumftantial evidence was 
to be rejected, and none to be admitted < 
that was not pofitivoy then he would 
give joy to all EaB India delinquents. 
He would fay to them, “The laws intend- 
ed to reltrain you are mere fcarecrows 
—Plunder on, and accumulate wealth 
by any means, however illegal, profli¬ 
gate, or infamous, yop are furc of /«- 
pttnitj\ for the natives of India are de¬ 
barred by their religion from appearing 
againft you out of their own country, 
and circumBantial evidence will not be 
received againft you. Plunder tliercr 
fore, plunder at will, impunity is fujre 
to await you.” • 

Mr. Fox reminded their J^ordnilps, 
that the eyes of the world were upon 
them, and their own and their coun¬ 
try’s honour at ftake. If their Lord- 
Ihips adhered to the principle laid down 
by them, there was no doubt but they 
yvpuld fecure impunity to all peculators 
in India j for all that fuch perfons would 
in future have to do, would be to take 
no notice whatever of any accufation^ 
and then they might bid defiance lojuf, 
tice. According to the new principle tq 
which be alluded, ■ aCtjl of emiffion no^ 
being confidcred as evidence, it would 
of conrfe be always in the power of d' 
delinquent to fecure himfclf from pu- 
niftiment i and therefore, wheji in fu¬ 
ture charges Ihould be brought agdinli 
individuals in India, inftead of making 
any defence againft them, they would 
take no notice A all of them j and (bit 
emiffion, which in rfafon and common 
fenfe ought to be cbofidered as a tacit 
confeflion of guilt, would be the moft , 
effectual way to fet juftice apd pynifli- 
ment at defiance. 

Their Lcrdlhipsihould therefore pon- 

4?C 



we11.on wb.^t they were g()ing to 
ietcrmine, m upon their determination 
te would dependf ‘ whether delinquents 
^India (liould«in future be placed be¬ 
yond the reach of public jiiftice. Par- 
jiantent/iry i nri peachments were firft 
ordained to the end that perfons who 
.Innight be too powerful for the ordinary 
pourfe of lav/> might be brought tojuf- 
4 ice ill this’ extraordinary way : ami 
therefore it never conld have been in¬ 
tended by.tlie wife framers of our con- 
llitution) that the High Court of Parlia- 
Itneut dioulcl be bound by any rules but 
hy t hofe oft heHigh Court of Parliament 5 
And conleqiiently that it fliould nut be 
fettered by thoie rules of law which 
prevail in inferior Courts, and which 
between man and man may be extreme¬ 
ly proper ; but in cafes HUe,the prefent 
'would tend rather to defeat than pro¬ 
mote the ends of public juftice. 1 ‘iat 
jtijiilia ruat calum 'a fine maxim, 
but it might be carried too far. The 
ohjefV of thofe who brought the im- 
peachirent, and thofe who w'ere to try 
it, was to do///,'>//rtn//a/jiifiice between 
the public and the aceufed. Whatever 
rule of evidence would promote that 
great end ought to be rigidly and ftrift- 
lyobferved by their Lbrdihips: What¬ 
ever rule of law ftood in tite way of 
fuch fubjtautial jullice, could not, and 
ought not to be binding’upon them. 

' Mr. Law rofc merely to prottll in 
Eis own name, and in that of all the 
people of Great Britain,* againft the 
•do^rine with which the Hr.n". Manager 
had concluded, and to olfef to prove 
, that the High Court of ParliarhVnt was 
bound by the fame lults of evidence 
th.st obta-n in the Courts below'. ‘ 

‘ The Lord Chancellor laid, that their 
Lordihips had twice already given their 
opinion upon the cv.dence which wns 
offered : if the Commons wiflicd them 
to confi'Itr it ag.iin, tfccre muft be iu'r- 
thcr conlultation. 

' And for this purpofe their Lordfliips 
adjourned. ' ’ ’ 

Fokt\-Thikij Day. 

Tt!UK.sj>Ay, May zi. 

-The Lord Clvincclloraiqnainted the 
JMtanagets, that llieir l.ordlliips having 
taken'into co'ofideratitfp the queftion 
^hicb arcjfe the preceding day upon the 
a^.iflibiluy of the Minutes of the 
Council of the 13th of March 1775,1131! 
ooic tp the fpllovyi.i^ rcloluttuu :-7"77 
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That the confultation of the 13th of 
March cannot now be read.” 

•MryBurkc fatd, that though he was 
foj^aiiwo bear that fuch had been their 
R^dfhips'determination, hedecived no 
fmall degree of confoiation from the 
word now, which he was glad to find 
made part of it: for he conlidered thii 
as a word rather of limitation than of 
txchijion-, and confeqnently he tinder^ 
ftood by it, that though their Lord- 
fliips faw no reafon for admitting the I 
propofed evidence Now, yet they w'uuld 
not reje<a it, if caufc fliould be fliewn 
hereafter why they ihould admit it. 
He trufted that the word now^ which 
formed pait of the refolutionT r^ad by 
the noble and learned Lord, would not 
be found to refemble-fhat now de> 
feribed by the Poet— 

“ Which MOW is, and (hall /«»• tver laft.” 

Having premifed this, be faid he would 
acquiefee in the judgment of their Lord- 
fhips, until he fhould be able to (hew 
them caufc tor rcvcrfing it. 

. He then defired that the Minutes of 
Council of the 20th of March might be 
read. They were read accordingly. 
And fromtbefe it appeared that Canto 
^ABoo, a native of.India, in the fer- 
vice of Mr. jilaltiriga, had been ordered 
by bir John Clavering, Col. Monfun, 
and Mr. Francis, to attend the Coun¬ 
cil \ that he had not obeyed their fura* 
nions at fit ft ; and when he afterwards 
attended the Council, he afligned for the 
reafon of his non-attendance at the firlt 
fummuns, that he had received an or¬ 
der from the Governor General not to 
obey jt. 

. This point being eftabliftied, Mr. 
Burke went back to the minutes of the 
13th of March, and defired that they 
might t/ien be read. 

Mr. Law refifted the wilb of the Ma¬ 
nager i he faid their ,Lordihips had re¬ 
peatedly givep judgment on this point, 
and he cl.iimed the benefit of it. 

This produced another debate, dif¬ 
fering but little jn fubftance from tlrat4i 
which took place the preceding day pn 
the fame (ubje£);; and therefore wq 
fnajl be the Icfs diffule in our ^cegunt 
of 

Mr. Burkeinfifjed that the Commons 
had now intitled rhcpjfclves under the 
deciliun of their Lordihips, to read 
thofe minutes. They had noiy codtii^- 
ed the charges brought againft 
Huttings with the pcrfonal coodpd ot 
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tkit gentlemin. An enquiry had been 
fet cn foot into a< 5 is of corrtif^ion and 
ft'eulaUtm in which Mr. Haftiiigs^ was 
implicated; Canto Baboo, the prU 
foner's Banyan^ bad been mentioned as 
beinji; concerned in, or having fome 
knowledge of fome of thefe adts, and 
was therefore ordered to attend the 
.^uncil; but more particularly, becaufe 
lie had made fome endeavours to get at 
a letter fentby Munnt Begum, figned 
with her hand, and fealed with her feal, 
in which fome of thofc afls of corrup¬ 
tion were mentioned. This Banyan 
however at hrft contumaciouQy reftfted' 
the order given for his attendance by 
the majority of the Council; and when 
at laft he did attend, he faid, that his 
reafon for having refufed to obf-y the 
former funimons was, that he had re* 
ceived an order from the Governor 
General, forbidding him to attend. 
This, Mr. Burke laid, was a ftrong 
ground for the admilhon of theevidence 
offered by the Commons to prove that 
the prifoner had endeavoured to lliilo 
the accufat'on brought againft him, by 
doing all. that lay in his power to keep 
back the teflimony of thole who could 
give information on the fubjeft. This 
proved a prefumption of guilt againft 
the prifoner, and laid the belt ground 
for the admiflion in evideyee of that 
aecufation from which he had fhrunk, 
and wiiich he had endeavoured to flide 
and fupprefs. 

Mr. Fox maintained, that the evi¬ 
dence which had been this ddy read, 
took the minutes of the 13th of Match 
fo completely out of the' different deti- 
fions made by their Lordlhips, that he 
tiuiled they would now admit, on the 
grounds of what they had heard this 
day, that very evidence which they had 
rejected hitherto, not becaufe it was iii 
itfelf inadiniilible, but becaufe their 
Lordfhips did not conceive that fuffi- 
cient grounds had been eftablifhed, on 
which its admiffibility might he flip- 
ported. Theevidence given this day 
thcwetl, that Mr. Haftings, finding a 
fehuge brougiit againft him, endeav- tir¬ 
ed t I fiippref-* that charge, by keeping 
bacik le evidence which was thought 
neceffary to the fuppart of it. Now, 
f hat their Lordftiips might fee the degree 
of guUt which this act might fix upon 
iiifi^prifoner, it was abfolutely neceffary 
'that they fhoqld hear the charge read,' 
which he had,* as it ^ad hqeh this day 
proved,, endeavoured to ftiBe* 
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Mr. Sheridan oVferved; that there 'wai 
a very ftriking diftinetion between the„ 
materiality or weighf of ev'denre, 

\X% admiJJtbilUy. 'i»his diftindtion woultlji 
appear the‘more marked by a r^fertnein 
to the pradlice of the Courts below,-— 
There the n/at^riality or the force of!.; 
evidence was lelt to thi- jury; its ad* 
■ruijffibility on the contrary was left to 
the judgment of the Gjwr/.—Their Lord- 
fliips ought not therefore, in iheprcfent 
inftance, toconfidcr ibetuei^ht of t he cV»a 
dence, but folely its admiJJihiUty • W’hen 
the whole was before them, and they 
were called upon for judgment, then pf 
cour e th-y W /iild weigh the credit^ akd 
try t\\t force of the evidence ; but\n 
the pref.nt ftage of the bufiner!<, its ei- 
miffib'nity alone ftiould be conlidere«m 
If they infitted, however, upon the fori 
mer, and wiflicd to know the whole 
.force of the evidence, before they pro^ 
nounced upun its admiflihility, it would 
be no d’fficiilt matur to connedt the 
minutes of the 13th of March with the 
condudt of Mr. H-iftings, and to prove 
by his fubfequent cotuiud that he him-' 
felfconfldered the charges ftated in thofe 
minutes, as but too Well-founded s 
this would appear flrikingly by his cotf- 
du 61 ; towards Hundcomary whom, for 
the piirpofe of dtftroying the weight 
of his aecufation, he caufed to be in'* 
didled for a confl>iracy. 

Tht Lord Chancellor afltpd Mr. Law^' 
what he had to urge agan>ft the adroifi^ 
Ron of the minutes of the 13th, now 
that fome new ground feemed to fiai>^ 
been laid for the admiffion of them,' 
wh'ch had not been eftabliflied when 
their Lordfhips made their laft deci-a 
fioni 

Mr. Law faid be was ih pofTeflion of 
their Lordfliips' decifion,' and" would 
claim the benefit of it. They had dea ' 
dared that the minutes in queftJoa 
could not now be read, and by that 
judgment he wodd abide* 

Mr. Burke conjured thdr Lordfhips 
to weigh Well, and terioufly confidef 
the queftion whi''h was then before 
them. If, in a bufinefs of the tnagni* ’ 
tude then under their confideration, 
they adhered to thofe rules' which in a 
catife at aifipri^s^ might be the gardes 
of their rieliberations, thry would de«* 
ftroy the very cflence or juftice,' by aHf, 
ill-timed and ill-jitdgvd adherence to '' 
forms. They fhonld conftdcr tl.e na- 
tur&of thc.couiitry in wliirh the crimes',- 
iqipnted to the prifoner were eomniit* 

H 4 tell, 
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4 nd 4 he nature of iti coonexion 
iittbtbfs. Tfie capitals of other Ern¬ 
ies had nfually been crowded with na* 
'jWSfrom its moft diftant provincesded 
jither by curiofitycor intereft. In the 
iapital of the Britiih Etnpif'et to which 
i.COQstry containing 24 millhnt of in* 
Mbitants belongs) one might expeft 
%at( from (Imilar caufes, the ftretts 
fir'ould be blackened with fwartns of In¬ 
diana I but they were retrained by the 
Religion and cuftoma of their country* 
\yhicb would not fuffer them to Come 
|o 'Europe, without a facrihce of their 
■jcajlt or rank in life, which would as it 
were excommunicate and baniih them 
fi^m fociety. Only one finale Hindoo had 
cr been in London, whofe name was 
\ul/hamDofi\ he returned'home Mr. 
'ui/kam Dojst but no longer a Hindoo ; 
^or, by having left his own country, he 
was driven from his call, and had no 
further rank among his countrymen, 
btu was an outcaft even amongft his 
own relations. The only way then by 
which the government of this country 
could know or redrefs the grievances) 
ofthe natives of India, who would never\ 
appear at a Tribunal in England to 
complain of their Governors, was by 
receiving in evidence the complaints of 
tbefe people, recorded in the books of 
the' Eaft-India Company, and tranfmit- 
tcd to Europe. This was tlic only com - 
munlcation which the nature of the 
religion and cultoms of Ilindoftan ren¬ 
dered pojp.bie between the European 
Governors and the governed. If their 
Lorddiips cut off that only communi¬ 
cation, which mult be the cafe if fuch 
evidence as was now offered was reject¬ 
ed, then they would leave the oppreffed 
natives of India to be plundered and 
ruined without the polfibility ofredrefs: 
and fuch conduct on the part of this 
country, would amount, in reafon and 
in jultice, lo an abdication of the Go^ 
•ve'rnmeni of InJia. Our poliellions in 
India were not to be governed by nif 
priur rules: nor were Governors to be 
Jeft at liberty to plunder the wretched 
natives, becaufe tfaefe poor people did 
not know that the rules which prevail in 
Xlfe determination of fuits in England, 
pHade it necclTary that the evidence 
DhoUld be upon oath. ■ ■ ■ ~-This circum* 
l^nce might be unknown to them when 
they made tbeir complaints; and it 
miffht be as much unknown to them, 
that the complaints preferred by them 
even iu the Couhdl-Cbamber of C|^i- 


cutta, before three out of the fiue mem¬ 
bers of that government, Could not be 
confideiCd as made in CounciU and mult 
coopslfbently be palTed over without 
reorefs, becaufe, forfooth, the Gover¬ 
nor, who contumaciouily, and for a bad 
purpofe, abfented himfclf, was not pre- 
fent. 

He reminded their Lordlhips, that 
their conduft was now open to 
view and conftderation of all mankind; . 
and to the judgment of mankind even 
the higheft tribunals upon eatth mult 
bow. But it was not the •world alone 
that looked on; the Sovereign op 
T ttE World, the Father and Refuge 
of the whole human race, the'Avenger 
of wfongs, and the Protcdor.of the op- 
prelTed, was* a party in this biilinefs : 
tbeir Lordlhips, as his Vicegerents in* 
the judgment-feat, were bound to da 
jultice; to Him they were refponlible 
for their conduA; and though they 
fliould difregard the opinion of the 
world, yet the fear of God (hould ever 
be before their eyes, when they were 
excepting the facred truft of admini- 
fteringjullice. 

——Si mortalia temnitis arrna. 

At fperaie Deos mtmores fandi atque ne- 

^andi> ■ 

The Lord Chancellor wilhed the 
Managers would ftate all the grounds 
on which they thought the minutes of 
the 13th might be made admillible evi¬ 
dence. 

Mr. Foxfaid, there might be many 
grounds which would occur in the 
courfe of the proceedings upon,vthe 
prefent article, though at this moment 
they might not occur to the Managers, 
It was fuHictent if they Bated one 
ground on which thefe minutes might 
be made admilHble, That ground 
was the interference of Mr, Haftings 
to prevent the attendance of his own 
fervant. Canto Baboo, when the Coun¬ 
cil wanted to examine him ' refpedling 
one of the charges againft Mr. HaBings 
recorded in the minutes which the 
Managers wiflied to have read. On 
this one ground the Managers craved 
their Lord lb ipV judgment. 

The Lord Prefident (Earl Cam'- 
den) faid, that the judgment' wbich' 
their Lordlhips bad already pronoun¬ 
ced,was miTUnderBood by the Counfet 
for the defendant,' if be imagined it 
Went the length of declaiing that 
minutes in qucBion vvere in no cafe ad* 
milfiblt, AH that fheir Lord/liips 

meant 
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meant to fay in that, judgment was, it in bis power, to fortify bifl opjnioj^ 
that at the time when it WMS pronoun> with the authority of living Judges* 
ced, nothing had been ftatefr by the Lord Mansfield, in .1 cafe reported ' 
Hon. Managers, or given in evMe.nce Burrows, obferved, that the diftindtioiif; 
to prove that the Lords ought to'flif- between admi£ihHt and credible evi-"^ 
fer the minutes to be read. But fincc deuce was buiit on very fubtle rcafon- ■ 
that judgment was given, the Hon.. ing ; for his part, he felt himfclf indi* 
Managers had certainly laid before netl to overlook the diftin£lion, and to 
their Lordfhips fome evidence relative concur with thofe, who, of late years.t.. 

Canto Baboo, which might make it had judged it bglltq admit all evidence 
proper for them to review the judgment which copld poflibly have any rclevan*i 
they-bad pronounced. At the fame - cy to the catife, and fuffer it to go to 
time hC wiihed the Hon. Managers the jury, taking care to accompany it 
could find it convenient to ftate to the with fuch remarks as would prevent it, 
Court a//the grounds on which they from producing improper efTeCls on the 
conceived the minutes of the 13th of minds of the jurors. Such was the 
Marchfeugbttob(f received in evidence, fubftance of the opinion read by Mr* 
The Managers hearing this, heggtd Fox, delivered, as he faid, by a Judge 
leave to withdraw for a while to con- who had fo long pregded in the firft 
■ fult.—On their return, Mr. Fox faid, criminal court with fo much bonoutL 
it would give the Managers great plea- - to himfclf and advantage to the pubS 
fure if they had been able to comply lie, in which however, to the regret of 
with the wiih of the noble and learned lift country, he no longer prefided. la; 
Ixird. But they conceived that the this opinion Mr. Jullicc Alhhurft and'; 
principle on which they now called for Mr. juftice Duller had concurred, 
their Lordfhips’judgment, would oc- Mr. Fox then read another and a more} 
cur fo frequently in the courfe of the y^pcent cafe, in which Lord Kenyon 
trial, that they wifhed once for all to/ as Judge, and in which he conformed 
have adecifion upon it; and this they' to, and adopted the opinion of, hisabli;» 
were fure would fave a great deal of predecefTor Lord Mansfield, 
time and trouble*to the Court. Having ftated tnde different argu^. 

He faid, an Hon. Manager had flievvn ments, Mr. Fox preffed their Lord< 
with true piecilion the riiftindJion be- fliips to give judgment with rcfpcCb 
tween thteffeS of evidence and its ad~ to the admilfibility of the minutes pf 
miffibility ,—In Courts where the jury the 13th, on tire ground of the evidence 
pronounced upon the former, and the given this day from the minutes of the 
Court upon the latter, the Judges 20th. 

. knowing what effe£ls improper evi- After fome little converfatibn, their 
dCt^e might have upon the minds of Lordihips adjourned to the Chamber 
men not fufficiently inferined to he able of Parliament, to take the cafe into- 
to afeertain the evidence which they confideration* 

ought to rejcCl, and that on which they Mr. Law took an opportunity before 
ought to found their verdiCt, never the rifing of the Court to obferve, that 
fuffered inadmiflible evidence to be gi- Gu’Jkam Dofs, mentioned by an Hon. 
ven at all, or heard by the jury. But Manager ru have loft his cajl by com- 
when evidence was in itftU adiniffible, ing to England, had had au caft to lofe>' 
no matter how flight, how frivolous, for he was no more than a common 
or how incredible it might be, the Judge Ihip-bnilder atBombay. 
was bound to fuffer it to goto the jury, Mr. Burke maintained that What he 
whofe province It was to determine had ftated refpeifting Gulflum D 6 fs w-aa 
the degree of credit to which it was in- founded in fa 8 —but tho’ it was noti^ 
titled. But this caution was not nc- thereprefcntation of his cafe, as given 
ceffary in fuch a Court as was that in by the learned gentleman, would proVe 
which be then had the honour to ft^nd: all that .b^ wanted, to prove, as well 
they need not be afraid to hear admif- the ftatement which he himfelf had 
fiblc evidence, however trifling or nu- made} for it »ould (hevv that no Hm- 
gatury it might prove, becaufe they duo who had aiiy caft to lole,’had ever 
were themfelvrs the verjperfons who ventured tocometo Englandf aTidti».,C 
.Jirere afterwards to decide upon its no Hindoo could come to it xvho wag 
v/eight And efffSt not the outcaft oY his country. Thia 

he Viii happy,' he faid, that b« had would have ckadly theiafiic weight aa. 

ff piwf 
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ll^ypiroof that no Hindoo had vi filed 
^land but and that for fo doing 
I’had forfeited bis caft 

-If— 

r . Forty Fourth Day. • 

*. WSUMESDAY, Miy *7, 

‘.''The Lords took up fo much time in 
Rebating in their own Houftr the refo~ 
Potion propofed in confequence of the 
l^opimon givtn by tbe iwcWe judges, 
^«pon tbe quertion ’* ftated to them ref- 
fe|)eftitig the evidence offered by the 
LManagers on the aifti that it was paft 
o'clock before their Lordihips took 
_ their feats. 

k' The Lord Chancellor then informed 
l-thc Managers, that their Lordfiiipshad 
' direfled him to communicate to them 
i tbe fol'owing ReiBlution of the Houfe. 

** That the minutes of cnnfultation 
'■** of the i^th of March, from the time 
that Mr. Haftings quitted theCoun* 
“ cil, could not he read in evidence.’’ 

Mr. Burke remarked, that a Refoln- 
don formed upon principles which had 
?.nt been Rated, and which he could 
lot difeover even by eonjeSure, could- 
sot fail to embarrafs the Managers in 
:vcry ftage of the profecution. But 
;his was not what was to be confidered 
^ the ivotfi confcquence of the Refo- 
Ution ; it would operate as an encoit- 
‘o^ement to future Governors of Ben* 
^al to amafs wealth by oppreflion and 
leculation : for it would bold out to 
hem the moft cettain and unbounded 
mj>u»ity. Their Lordfliips, no doubt, 
lad good grounds for their proceeding 
n this point; but be feared that the 
,are ftatement of their decifion, unac- 
:ompanied by that of the grounds on 
vhich it was formed, wbuld not ftrike 
he worlti as founded in true policy. 


Peculation in India would be nofongee 
pfa£tifed^8 it ufed to be in India, with 
cautiQp and with tecrecy; it would inr 
future ftalk abroad in nooB<day, and 
a£t without difguife, becaufe, after fuch 
a decifion as had been juft made by their 
Lord/h'ps, there, was no pofi^bility of 
bringing into a Court the prooji of 
peculation in India. Though thejj^ 
proofs Ibouid be JIgnedby the delinquentf 
and tranjmiited by him to Europe ; 
though he flioiild reafon upon tliofe. 
proofs, and endeavour to fhow that 
they were infuflScient } though he 
fhculd record the accufation atvd bis 
defence in the archives of the Eaft fndia 
Cohipany^ ftill thefe inftruments and 
records were not to be received ag.iiiift 
him as evidence even of a prrfumptton ef 
guilt. How far then fiich a decifion 
was confiftent with the future happinefa 
of India, with good government and 
found policy, the world at large 
would JUDGE. 

It was not his intention, he faid, to 
trouble their Lordfhips any farther for 
the prefent, with arguments to ftiew' 
that the examihation. of Nundco- 
mar before tbe Council ought to be 
received in evidence ; 4 }ut there was a 
document mentioned in the minutes of 
that Council, to which he prefumed 
their Lordlhips’ decifion could not be 
fuppofed to extend ; and therefore he 
triifted that though they would not 
fuffer the examination itfelf to be read, 
they could not refufe to permit him to 
give as evidence a letter delivered to the 
Council by Nundcomar, which letter 
was written by Munny Begum, and' 
contained a charge that Jhe had given- 
Mr..#Haftings fwo lacks of rupees for 
the office of guardian to the Nabob of 


* Tbe Qiieftion was as follows: 

« "Whether it be competent for the Managers to produce an examination wicboUt oath by' 

‘ the reft of the Council in tbe abfence of Mr. Haftings, the Governor^ ch.irging him with 
> corruptly receiving three lacks 54,105 rupees, which examination came to Ins knowledge, 

' and was by him tranfinitted to the Court of Directors, as a proceeding of the faid Council- 
I lois, in order to introduce the proof of his mifdemeanor thereupon; it being alledged by' 
t the Managers for the Commons, that he took rto fteps to clear himfelf, in the opinion of 
' the faid Diredlors, of tbe guilt thereby imputed, but that he cook aflive means to' prevent 
' ibe examination by the faid Cuuncillorsofhisfervant—Conte 

To this the Judges gave the following anfwer: 

** Tint it is ml tmpeunt for the Managers to produce an examination withndt oath by the' 

1 reft of the Council in the aWence of Mr. Haftings, the Governor, charging him with cni - 
roptly receriving three lacks 54,105 rupees, which examination came to his knowledge, aiuf 
was by him tranfmitted to tbe Court of Diredldrs, as a proceeding of the faid Counc'.lUus^ 
' in order to introduce the proof of his mifdemeanor thereupon.” 

On its belngjnoved, “ That the Houfe do agree in this opinion,” it was carrlied in the afBr-f 
satire; snd i|,.was ordered, That the Lord Chancellor do ac^aim the Managers fur thb 
CoauQoas,^1b tlie faid deto-mination.” 

■ Beogale 



Bengal. The luthenticity of this letter 
'4)i(l not depend upon the tredit of "^nxudir 
-comar, but flood enfreJy on its%iwti bot' 
lorn. It wag, ftri£lly fpeaking, notoply • 
a part of the charge made by Nundco- 
mar, but was a feparate.and fubftantive 
charge in itfelf. Its authenticity could 
not be doubted ; for that bad been 
proved by Sir John D'OyJey, Mr. Au- 
andaPsKSiAU Moonshee, who 
had trandated \t, and after baVvng ex¬ 
amined the Jeali pronounced it to be 
the feal of Munny Btgum. 

Here then was an authentic inftru- 
nient, containing a charge of bribery 
brought againft Mr. Haftings by a wo¬ 
man, whom the prifoner would not call 
the hafejl and viltjl of all human kind, 
(epithets which he had beftowed on 
Nundcomar) for he had raifed her to the 
higheft office in the State, and declared 
her to be the fitted perfon todifcharge 
the duties of it. What objeftion then 
could be flatted againft the produflion 
of fuch an inftrumcnt as evidence f 

Mr. Haftings himfelf had/{ever once 
fo much as injinuatedt in all which he 
wrote on the lubjeft of t^undcomar and 
his charges, that this letter was a for- 
trery. Nay, when he himfelf fent Com- 
miffionersto her, loprocure anf'wers to 
certain fpecific queries which he him- 
fclf had drawn up, there was not a 
word of inftruftion to the Commiflion- 
ers to enquire whether that letter was 
or was not£-enuiae. This circumftance 
alone was f'ufficient to prove, that he 
did not confidcr it as ti forgery, but as 
an authentic paper, aflually fcaled and 
fent by Munny Begum herfclf. 

He was aware that it bad been alrea¬ 
dy dated, and probably would be urged 
again, that the figning and fcaling ought 
to be proved by ocular witnefTes, or 
that the indrument could not be re¬ 
ceived as evidence. 

• The principle on which thisobjedion 
was founded, reminded bim' of fome 
rules of evidence laid down in times 
remote from the prefent, by a body of 
picn who governed or were faid jn have 
governed Europe in former days;— 
The perfons whom he meant were the 
Clergy. 

As charges of gallantry againft that 
body were conftdeied in a very hei* 
nou» light, fo the proof of them was 
made proportionably difficult. F'>r it 
jssas ordained that when a Prejbyter 
was accufed of gallantry^ the faft inuft 
J)e proved by thifty-tp/o pcPEAlt wit- 


nefl^s; and by seysitty-two, if thf 
charge was brought againft a Bi/hop<-^ 
This rule of evidence was enfidered 
by the whole body of the laity as chI- 
culated to keep but of Court, and from 
the knowledge of the Judges, things 
that were known to all the reft of the. 
world. 

PreciMy the fume would be the con-' 
fcqueoce of the rule laid down by. their 
Loidftups, and o*f the objtdtiOHS urged 
by.the Counfel for the prilbner—They 
would keep out of Court document#) 
and charges which were matters oh 
public notoriety. 

The rules of evidence, to .be jufit 
ought to be fuited to the nature’ of I'be 
cafe } nor were Judges in one Court to 
be governed by rules eftablifhed in ano¬ 
ther, the conftitutioii and objedls of 
which were diil'erent. 

The grounds of juftice ought not to 
be narrowed. It was a wife maxim— 
Boni judicis ejl ampliare jujlitiam. 
It was another wife maxim— aliud 
natures aliudfapientia (licit. From the 
former he would dr.w this conclufion, 
that a Judge ought not to//■/{«• juftice 
by rules of evidence that would defeat 
the very ends of juftice. From the fe» 
cond he would infer, that as mui/dom 
and nature could not be at variance, 
whatever rule of evidence was not 
fandtioned by, the Irdter, muft be 
condemned by the former. 

Now plain nature inculcated, that 
the cafe muft govern the rules of the 
evidence, and not the rules of evidence 
the cafe. It laid alfo, that rules . 
which might be highly proper in one 
fituation of things, might be highly 
.improper in another; that they might 
be fuited to one country, and impradti- 
cab’e in another. 

Thelawof England mightbethought 
. by fome to be formed on principleg 
'that would narrow and feitcr juftice, 
becaufe it was not applicable to all the 
cafes that might be brought to be tried 
by it. 

But this was not the cafe. The law 
of England was extrepiely provident, 
and eftabliihed different tribunals for 
different forts of caufes, and governed 
by different rules of evidence. 

Thus we foind the Common Law 
Courts governed by far different rules 
from thofe which obtained in the Spiri¬ 
tual or Eeclejiajlical Courts, where partr 
ly the Civil, partly the Canon Law prc» 
vailed. 

The 
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Tlfe Court 6f Chancery duJ tlie 
;:| 5 iouft oF Admiralty had their diftinft 
#utieil' of* evidence. But left there 
ijhuuld occur a cafe to which none of 
Ttrt'es of thefe Courts could applyi 
Law and the Conftitution had pro- 
-’Wded another tribunal, not bound by 
^ny rules but thofe which attached na- 
lUrallyupon the cafe, and that tribunal 
■^^as the High Court ofPARLiAMaNT, 
ttrhere their Lordflnps, who were the 
jfudges, were to decide upon found 
-'principles of natural juftice, and not 
filtecordinp to certain narrow rules laid 
down in other Courts. 

Their Lordihips, he faid, wferc not 
eonfuiered by the Conftitution as 
learned in thi hrm. They were confi- 
dered merely as Barons, Swords¬ 
men, and Catai.iers (with whom 
were mixed the Biiliops, whofe learn¬ 
ing was of a different nature from that 
of the LawI fitting to admiiiiltcr 
juftice according to the diCtaUs of 
plain fenf'i and principles of rquily. 

To thofe diftates, and to tliofc prin¬ 
ciples, he faid, they miift recur, if they 
Cxpcftetl to do juftice to the people of 
India; and he would venture to affirm, 
thht they would find it neceffafy to 
lAake ordinary rules of evidence give 
Way, if ihey wilhed n<'t to Itop the 
courfe of that very juftice, which, he 
was fure, it was their inclination as 
much as It was their to adminifter. 

They would find, he faid, that the 
Legiflature of their country wa'i fre- 
<qiiently obliged to make the ordinary 
rules of tvideitce bend to the naiure 
ind necrjjity of a new cafe. It was a 
rule of la\V, *-• That no man fhould be 
fuffered to give evidence in a caufe 
in which h*e was interefted, either in 
relicvmg himfcif frdm a debt or a 
f* burden, or in recovering a debt.'* 
One would imagine, that if theie was 
in nature a rule without an exception, 
it was this. 'I'hcre were, neverthelcfs, 
inftaiices in i#h'ic1i the very nature of 
the cafe required that this rule Ibould 
be difpenfed with. He begged leave to 
ftateone. 'fhe Aft of Parliament by 
■which a man is enabled to fue the 
cdtmty for what he may have loft by 
being robbed between fun-rife and 
'fWo-fet, declares tnat evidence of 
iSfi'e perfoii fobbtfd ftiall be received. 

TtJB# wits a man permitted to be a 
witneft in acaiife, in the event of which 
he had an intereft. Why was the 
ordinary rule otjaw laid slide in fuch a 
iCife? Beciut'e ii it was erd'orced, the 


Aft of Parliafncnt would be nugatory*, 
and a daad letter; for the nature of the 
cafe might not admit of a fecond wit- 
ntfs, it not being a very common prac¬ 
tice for felons to rob in the fight, of 
many witneffes. 

All then that their Lordlhips. ought 
to require was~the very heft evidence 
which the nature of the cafe would 
mit. 

If thev fliould require in a caufe in ) 
which Gentooi were Complainants* 
the fame k»iid of evidence that they 
would r-quire from Europeans, iX. waa 
morally jmpt fiible that any perfon . 
accufed by ibenh or in their behalf, 1 
could ever be conviClcd. In England* ^ 
in the Courts of Common Law, the 
perfonal appe.irance in Court of the f 
witneffes was abfolidelyneceiriry. But ' 
when GitXTOos were to be the wit- • 
ntffes, their perfonal attendance in ^ 
England was rendeied impojjible by 
their religion and national cuftoma. 

To prove thia aft'ertion, Mr. Burke 
read a paffage from a Report to the 
Houfe of Commons by the Committee 
of Secrecy, of which fume noble Lords, 
whom he then faw feated among their 
Lordlliips, had betir Members before 
they were raifed to the dignity of the 
Peerage. The paffage ftated, that the 
Committee having examined feveral 
perfons well acquainted with the reli¬ 
gious principles and cuftoms of the 
Gentoos, found that thefe people were 
taught by their religion to confider the 
efement of •water as sacred }- and that 
'as it was impoffible for them to make 
long voyages without unavoidably poU 
luting and prophaningvilx&Whty deemed 
to be lioLV, lb no Gentoo could come 
to England, without doing what would 
make him forfeit his cajlor rank in life s 
~and that if any Gentoo were to be 
prevailed upon to come to England, he 
was to be confidered as a perfon difre^- 
garding all OBLIGATIONS of RE LIG ION*' 
and confequcntly NOT entitled to CREDIT 
or isl WITNESS.' 

Mr. Burke reminded their Lordlhips 
en pajfant, that on Friday laft he b.'d 
afferted that no Centco could come fo 
England without forfeiting his call; and 
that the Coiinlei for the prifoner had’ 
partly contradiifed him at the time. 

The p-iffage that had been juft read 
would enable their Lordfliips to jud gft 
hetween him and tlic Counfel on thia '' 
point. 

Having made this remark by the way, 
Mr. Burke purrutd. bU atguments. 
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Here their tiorrffhips, he ,faid^ would *11118 ohjejlion wa* admitted, ao 4 
fee the neceffity of different rules of their Lordfhips would not fuffer iht 
evidence when Chriflians apd wh^n letter of Miinny Be^uin to lie read; 
Gentoos were to be examined. What The Managers then deiired that Mr* 
gained the former credit, was their per- Francis might be examined. Their 
fonal appearance in Courts, and the ohje^ was to prove the delivery of thig 
delivery of their teflimony upon oath% letter to the Council,and the behaviour 
Rut the appearance of a Gentoo at of Mr. Haftings when it was read, 
Lordfhips' bar would be the pre-. Mr. Francis was accordingly fworn ; 

-cife ctrcumflance that would take from but as he faid.the examination of 
him all credit, render himfelf/H^/noKj, Nundcomar, &c. had been taken down 
ai.'d his teflimony confequently inad- in variting^ the Managers were not Aif^ 
ifliblc. fered to examine him to the contents of 


But even in India ihcperfanal appear-' 
’■nee of Gentoo witnefles was not to be 
xpe£lcd or procured, when thofe wit- 
neffes were fettiales. For it would be 
infamy and degradation to a woman of 
ebaroMer or reJpeSabilityt of the Gentoo 
religion, to hefeen in a court of law. 
And therefore even Sir Elijah Impey 
himfelf,in a code of rules or laws drawn 
up by him for the Adowlet Court, was 
obliged to make the rules of Englifh 
jiirifprudence give way to the adherence 
inRexibly obferved hy the Gentoos to 
the religious and civil inflitutions, cuf- 
toms or prejudices of their country. 
He therefore appointed certain females 
to go to the Ladies who fcrupled to 
appear in Court, and take Vcntiv declara¬ 
tions even vjithout an oath. 

Their Lordfhips then furely would 
not require of Gentoo ladies what Sir 
Elijah Impey had found by experience 
was impra£licable ; and therefore they 
would receive their teflimony, though 
not delivered perfonaiyi,. -t, or even 
upon oath. If their Lordfhips were to 
adhere to the Evi^glifh praftice when 
the declarations or Gentoo” ladies were 
to.be given in evidence, they would 
outlceuji and, as it were, excommuni¬ 
cate one whole /ex in Indo/tan, 

The legal evidence of Gentoo ladies 
was either their examination taken down 
by fome females appointedforthatpur- 
pofe, or papers hgned and fealed by 
.them, and lent to the proper tribunal. 

Such was the letter fent by Munny 
Begura, and as fuch he humbly offered 
it to their Lordfhips, as evidence which 
he was not precluded.from giving by 
their lall dccifioii, as it flood upon diffe¬ 
rent grounds from thofe of the accufa- 
tion brought by Nundcomar. and which 
the Managers were not at liberty now 
‘td'give in evidence. 

The Coonfelforthcprifouerobjefted 
to this evidence } he fard it was part of 
thofe mioiitea which their Lordfhips 
had refolvednot to admit. 

Fart It. 


the written documents, which could be 
more accurately afeertained by the 
produflion of thofe documents them- 
.felves s and as the Managers were pre¬ 
cluded by their Lordfhips’ deedion 
from producing thofe documents or 
minutes, they laid they had no further 

« ueflion to put to Mr. Francis, who 
ferefore withdrew. 

The Managers then caufed to be 
read, a letter written by Mr. Haftings, 
in which be referred almoil in every 
paragraph to fome of the proceedings 
of the Council refpefling the charges, 
brought hy Nundcomar, and the mi¬ 
nutes which theipLordfhipshad refuibd 
to receive as evidence. 

Mr. Burke f'lid, that as often as he 
Ihould think that be had new ground 
for the admiffton of thofe minutrs, he 
would humbly pVefs their Lordfl.ips to • 
receive them. He conceived that the 
letter which had been juft read, afford¬ 
ed him that new ground ; for it .could 
not be iinderftood, if the minutea to 
which they every inftant referred, were 
not read : he therefore deiired that the 
minutes of the 13th of March might be 
read. 

But this was over-ruled. Their Lord¬ 
fhips, not confidering this as ntw 
ground, adhered to their former dect- 
fiuns. 

Mr. Burke then caufed the minutes 
of other confultations to be read, from 
which it appeared that Sir John Cla¬ 
vering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. 
Francis, fo.far from wifhing him to 
fubmit to the mortification of meeting 
Nundcomar face to face, propofed 
that, if he plrafed, h^ might abfent 
bimfelf from Cduncil, and that fo far 
from being bis accufers, and uflng > 
Nundcomar only as an inftrume^t^efe 
three Gentlemen had refolved, tnat if' 
thewitneffes produced in fiippoftofthe < 
charges againft Mr. Haftings did . not 
make good the lame, they fhoiiM> be 
profecuted with all the rigour of the tawi. 

I Froopi 
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'Ffom'thefe minutes alfo it appeared 
that Mr. Haftings frequently diffolved 
the meetings of Quincil, to prevent his 
Colleagues from proceeding in the en¬ 
quiry againdbim. 

From a letter .written by Mr. Ha¬ 
ftings it appeared, that though he de- 
feended, in a vindication of himfclf to 
the Court of Direftors, to take notice 
of fuch a triJliHs; circiimftance as a 
charge about a palanquint he took not 
the leatt notice of the feriaus charge 
contained in- Munny Begum’s letter, 
namely—that he had taken from her a 
BRIBE of TWO L.SCKS OP RUPEES.— 
it appeared alfo that he did not in the 
fmalieft degree attempt even to infinu> 
ate that this letter was a forgery, 

Mr. Burke finding it was then Jive 
o'clock, raid he would not trouble their 
Lordihips with any more evidence th|| 
day ; but that on the mdrrow he woura 
caiifc Mr. Goring to be examined.— 
This Gentleman was a Commiflioner 
fent by Mr. H-iftings to procure anfwers 
from Munny Begum to certain queries 
framed by himfelf. 

Their i.orddrips hearing this imme- 
liiately adjourned. 


Forty-Fifth Day. , 

<• Thursday, May 28. 

Mr. Grey, on the part of the Com¬ 
mons, faid, that before he fiiould call 
Mr, Gortng, he would give i» evidence 
a Conrmifiion made out to that Gen- 
tleg^tn hy the Council at Calcutta, to 
go“to Moordieilabad and inflitute an 
enquiry relatiec to certain embez-x.le- 
m*nts of the public money, which were 
faid'to have taken place under the ad- 
mmitlration of Munny Begum. 

Mr. Law obje#;levl to the reading of 
this Commifiion, becaufe he laid it did 
not appear to have any relation to the 
charge then bel'oretheirLordIhips, and 
ought not to be admitti-d as evi*lend'c, 
linlel's it could be I’o connected with 
Mr. Haftings and the charge, .is to be 
taken out of the decision to which their 
iordihips had lately come. 

Mr. Grey obferved, that this oVgectioB 
-was one of the bad conlcqucnces which 
gPew out of the principles laid down by 
the learned Oentleiftan—namely, to 
'jurlge of the rffckl of evidence before it 
wa^ad> and upon that cfFefl to ground 
« pf^that it was inuJtmijJihle. 

Mr. Anftruther iiilifted that the evi- 
tlcfice to which Mr. Law objedted, did 
i{i»t come witliih thepiinciple of their 
Lvidlhips’dccilioii. The piiuciple, if 


he unjjerftood it ri^f, was this—that 
a paper which was not evidence per ftt 
could qpt be read, unlefs it was made 
to appear that it was conneAed with 
fomething fatd or done upon it by the 
prifoner, in which cafe alone it could 
be g'ven in evidence. 

But that principle did not ap ply to 
the p^er offered to their Lordftiffr^ 
the llQn. Manager ; it was eVidenc^ 
^er fe ; for it was part of a confultation 
in which Mr. Haftings had had a ihare. 

The Lord Chancellor concurred ip 
opinion with the Managers, and t 
commiffion and confultation were ai 
cordingty read 

The refult of Mr. Goring’s enqui^ 
ries, in confrqutnce of this commiilion 
was afterwards read, and it appeared 
that Munny Begum had admitted tha 
(lie bad given large fuma to Mr. Ha¬ 
ftings and to Mr. Middleton, to the 
amount of three lacks of rupees, as 
allowances for entertainments. 

The report made by Mr. Goring 
having been afterwards read at the 
Council Blaid, Mr. Hillings moved, 
that certain queries he drawn up in 
writing, and fenttg the Begum ; hut at 
the fame time he propofed they (houtd 
not be delivered to her by Mr. Goring, 
or in his prefence, allcdging for the 
ground of his obje6lion to that gentle¬ 
man, that the Begum flood fo much in 
awe of birr, knowing turn to be fup- 
porled by the majority of the Council, 
that (lie w. iild not dare to fpeak her 
mind freely, ifhe was within hearing of 
her. 

The reft of the Council agreed that 
the queries (hould be committed to 
writing, and delivered by fomc gentle¬ 
man whom Mr. Haftings had named. 
But they inftfted at the fame time, that 
Mr. Goring lliould. be prefent at the 
delivery of the queries. However, to 
remove all ground for a fufpicion that 
the Begum might be awed by any one, 
the majority of the Council propofed, 
that not one of theCommifiioners Ihould 
fpeak a word to her, but barely deliver 
the queries, and afterwards bring back 
her anfwers in writing. 

To this propoHtion it appeared that 
the Council agreed. 

The queries propofed by Mr. Ha¬ 
ftings, and to which the Begum was to 
anfwer, admitted the receipt of *fbe 
money, at leaft it did.not deny it} and 
went only to thefe points—Whether 
any application had bveit made to her 
on his part for money ?—Whether th« 

account 
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accoQDt flw gate waa the confequ«ncc 
of terror or influence, or was^iftated 
by her o'tm free will ? 

The CommilBoners proceeded |o 
Moorlbedabad with the queries, and 
fent back the anTwers under tba band 
and feal of the Begum i 

The Managers were going to give 
thofe anfwers in evidence, but were 
^;f^^rupted by Mr. Law, who objefted 
to the produ£tion of ttiem. He faid the 
Hon. Managers mult conneft them 
with fomething faid or done by Mr. 
Haftings either before the queries were 
fent, or afterwards in consequence of 
jtbofe anfwers; otherwife they could 
^ot be evidence,and the Managers were 
precluded by their Lordlhips' deciiiun 
Ifrom reading them. 

' This produced a tedious and dry 
debate about the admiffibility or inad- 
*iDiflibility of evidence. The Managers 
contended that Mr. Hillings hiving 
agreed to fend the queries, the anfwers 
to them were fo connefled with his own 
a6l, that they ought to be received in 
evidence. 

Mr. Law maintained that this was a 
moallrous propofilion. To refute it, 
iie fuppofed a caf^—that a man was 
accufed of having committed a robbery, 
at a certain fpecifiid time—that on 
being accufed, he declared he was at 
that very precife time in the houfe 
pf another man. He fuppofed tiiat on 
application to that other nnan, it ap¬ 
peared that the perfun accufed had not 
been in his houfe. Mr. Law then 
alked triumphantly, if it was poflible 
that any one Ihould contend that the 
anfwe-r given by that other man, con- 
tradi£iingthedeclaration of the accufed, 
could be admitted as evidence that the 
latter was guilty of the robbery ? 

The Lord C'hancellor faid, tint fuch 
an anfwer would not be conclulivc evi¬ 
dence of guilt, but it would be a cir- 
cumllance againft the perfon accufed. 

Mr. Grey obferved, that fo far were 
,.tbe Managers from being barred from 
'giving the Begum’s anfwers in evidence, 
becaufe the prifoner had not adletl up* 
on them afterwardst that upon that 
very circumftance of his not having 
»€icd upon them, or done any thing in 
confequence of them, the ManauerS in¬ 
tended to build a ftrong prefumption of 
his guilt. 

• Mr. Sheridan having fupported the 
opinion of Mr. Gtey, faid, that Mr. Ha- 
ftinga had done, fometbing 6 eft,re ibe 
^fwers arrived, which connected tbem 


with him, and made them good evi¬ 
dence—^.That fomething, he faid, was, 
that'Mr. Haftingsr as it appeared from 
the minutes of the confultation, had 
agreed that the queries fiiould be fent. 

Mr. Law replied, that Mr. Haftmga , 
had confented only on condition that 
Mr, Goring (hould n-1 be prefent at the 
delivery of the queries s this conditioa 
not having been obferved, the fendinj' 
the queries was not the aft of Mr. 
Haftings, but of the Council._ The 
word agreedf which appeared in the 
minutes, no means meant that the 
minority had gone over to the majority, 
and that the oppofttion to the roeafure 
was given up ,* it meant no more than 
the words rcfol-ved or orderfdt and was , 
del'criptivc of an aft of Cotoicih in which 
Mr. Hillings was not to be fuppofed to 
have voluntarily acquitfeed. That this 
was the true meaning of the word 
agreed" m the Council^books, ap¬ 
peared from all the minutes of confulta¬ 
tion in the Company's archives. 

Mr. Grey maintained that the word 
“ agreeif in the confultation on which 
be was fpe.iking, w'as dcllriplive of the 
unanimous afts of the nvholt CouncUvad 
not of & majetity of il. This wisevij 
dent from the conchiHon of a conlulta- 
tion which had been read this very day, 
wiiere it was ftated, that a propolilion 
had been carried hy the Majority^ 

Mr. Shtridan lupporlcd this idea, by 
contending that it was evident the word 
“ agreea" meant the unanimous cun- 
curreiice of the Mi-mbers ot the'^un- 
cil; and it was evident from this'qir- 
cumftince, that a compromife might oe 
fairly concluded to have taken place 
between Mr. Haftings and the other 
Members Irom whom he had at firft 
ciifferrd.—Mr. Haftings propofed ori¬ 
gin illy, that Mr, Goiing fliould not be 
prefent .it the delivery ot the queTiea. 
Mr. Francis propofed a kiiwl of a middle 
way j and that was, that Mr. Goring 
Ihould be prefent, but that neither he 
nor any other of the CommiCionTi-a, 
ihould fpeak a word to the Begum, lefli 
(he ihould be thought to be overawed 
or influenced, but that they ihnuld 
barely deliver the queries to her, and 
bring back her anfwcrs under ditr own 
band and feal. €n confequtnce of this 
kind of middle way, or compromiie, the 
Council was brought to ** agr^e d 
to adopt it nnanmaujlyt and not merely 
by a majority. 

Mr. Plumer, one of the Counfcl for 
Mr. Haftings, argued for a little time 

i a iBi 
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Aigport'of Mr. Law’s objeaion, and country where an nath is neter admi- 
ayed the judgment of the Lords upon niftered Vi*.women. ’ 

' This fa£t, howpver,.the Counfel for 

The Lord Chancellor appeared to Mr. Haftings were difpofed to centro- 
uitk there was no great weight in the vert, and mentioned in particular the 
l^edtion,'and repeatedly alkcd the cafe of Utira JSr^a«r, who was examin- 
lounfel whether they intended to per- cd upon oath by Judge Chambers.- 
•vere in urging it. The Counfel In fpita of this folitaVy example of a 
(fufed to give it up. ' female oath, which Mr. Burke affirtned 

»Th'e Lords then adjourned to their had been exiorted by force, he c 9 l!f^ 
wn Houfe,toconfideroftheobjeaion; tended that in India no woman above y 
nd returning at a quarter paft Jive the very lowed: clafs was ever feen in 
’clock, the Lord Chancellor informed public; and that he could produce 
be Managers, that their LorSfliips bad feveral inftances of women, who, ratner 
efolvedthat the Degum’s anfwersev^Ar than be feen by a man, had put them- 
0 be read. felves to death. The original letter. 

They were read accord'ngly, and therefore, of the Munny Begum, which 
hen their Lordfhips adjourned. he now produced to their Lordihips, 

- was the very heft evidence which could 

Forty-Sixth Day. poflibly be obtained from a woman in 

■Weonesdav, June lo- ' India, according to thofc jjvinciples of 
Mr. Burke requefted leave to read an honour which from time immemorial 
•vtratl of a letter from Charles Goring, have obtained Ip Hindoftan, and which 
2 iq. to Warren Haftings, Governor of the legiflature of this country had been 
Bengal,-which he wilhed to produce as forced to refpeit- “ We have armies, 
ividence, that the prifoner had been faid Mr. Burke, wc have fleets to de- 
juilty of peculation in receiving from ftroy, to ravage, to depopulate that 
Munny Begum a bribe of a lack and a miferable country ; hut the arm of in- 
'jalf, under the pretence of an enter- jufticc is not powerful enough toeradi- 
Uinment. cate thofe inveterate, prejudices which 

- Mr, Law, Counfel for Mr. Haftings, have funk into that fecond nature, epf- 
abjeJteU to the produrJlion of this letter, tom.” 

on the principle, that written leftimuny Mr. Burke then called Major Scott, 
could not be adduced in evidence. who was examined as to a paper given 
The Lords retired to deliberate on in to the Committee of the Houfe of 
this qiieftion, and returned in a few Commons a few years ago ; but his 
minutes with a decillon a^ainjithe rele- evidence not meeting the Hon. Mana- 
vancy of the teflimony propofed. ger’s wiflies, he called the Clerk of the . 

Mr. Burke thm offered to produce. Commons to prove that the Perfian 
not a copy hut the very Perjian original letter, together with the tranflation of 
of the Munny Begum's h-tter, bgned that letter, was the fame which had been 
by her,—authenticated by the Nabob prefenttdtotheCommittecaftheHoufe* 
her foil,—attefted by the feai of Charles of Commons on the 8th of May 178*. 
Goring, Efq. who was ready to fwcar Mr. Burke next propo^j^d to read the 
at their Lolrdflrips bar to the authenti- Charge of Bribery agalnft Warren Ha- 
city of the letter. ftings, Efq. by Rajah Bundafs. 

Charles Goring, Efq, was then The Counfel for Mr. Haftings con- 
brought to the bar, and Mr. Burke tended, that the Honourable Manager 
requefted that the following qiieftion ought firft to,, inform their Lordihips 
might be put to him; I dtfire to for what purpofe the paper containing., 
know whether any converfation pafled that charge fhould be produced, 
between you and the Munny Begum, Mi. Burke replied, that it was pro- 
xelative to the lack and a half which ihe duced in order to infer from the de- 
■f^ve tq Mf. meanor of Mr. Haftings, when he vya$ 

To this qiieftion, as irrelevant and made acquainted with that charge, a 
nugatory, the Counfel^or Mt. Haftings proof of his guilt, 
objected. ^ ■ The Lord Chancellor faid, that bis 

Mr. J^urke replied, that nothing demeanor ought firft to be proved* 
could be mqre pertinent than the quelV Mr. Burke replied, that the Managers* 
tion—nothing ftronger than the evl* yrould purfue the mode pointed out 
dence propofed; that this Perfian by their Lordihips, but that they 
fetter was the cnoft complete teftimony^ could ao( help cqnfidering xii^prtpoJU- 
which a vfoxnan could give iu Icdia, a rous' 
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This'word brought up Lord Kehyon* 
who laid that he could not 'f>atientlf 
fuffer a word of that import to be ap¬ 
plied to any proceedings of that Uoufe. 

Lord Stanhope vindicated the Hon. 
Manager on^' this point, obferving that 
it wa;-- evident he had no deiign to fay 
any t-iing uirrefpedlful of that Houfe ; 
and propoitng an adjournment, 

. Burke begged leave to explain. 
The Eiigiifh meaning of the word fre- 
pojleroui was equivalent, he faid, to the 
vulgar exprefljon of putting the tart 
before the horfet which, was all that he 
intend d to convey by laying, that the 
mode .of proceeding pointed out by 
their Lordihips vrui^prepojlcrous- 

Lord Kenyon filently acquiefeed in 
the interpretation given by Mr. Burke. 

Satisfied by Mr. Burke’s explanation, 
and fully convinced that the meaning 
which he attached to the woird prepojle- 
roKJwas purely their LordHiips 

ordered the Honourable Manager to go 
on. 

Nothing pofitive in the way of cri¬ 
mination was brought forward, but a 
paper was called for by Mr. Burke which 
was to have led tofome fublhintial mat¬ 
ter, relative to th* charges againft the 
prifoner ; but this not being ■ to be 
found very readily, and it being then 
near five o’clock, their Lordfliips ad¬ 
journed. 

Forty-Seventh Day. 

Thursday, June ii. 

'Major Scott wis again called by the 
Managers. He was aiked, whether he 
was not the Agent of Mr. Haftings ? 
This queftion he anfwered in the affir¬ 
mative. ' He was next aiked, whether 
he had not received nuritten inftrudtions 
from Mr. Haftings for his government 
in all cafes refpt£ting his principal? 
His anfwer was, that he had. He was 
• then directed to produce thofe inftruc- 
tions, and he produced them accord¬ 
ingly. They wete in the hand-writing 
■y of Mr. Haftings. The Clerk, by order 
of the Lords, read them. 

The agency of Major Scott being 
thus eftabliflied, he was aiked, whether 
be had not delivered to a Scieft Com¬ 
mittee of the Houfe of Commons a pa¬ 
per purporting to be ,a letter from 
Munny Begum, in which flie acknow¬ 
ledged that the had given Mr. Haftings 
* a lad and a half of rupees for enwr- 
tainments. He admitted that he bad 
delivered fuch a letter; .but^be did not 
^Oliver it as coming from Mr. Haftings, 
fif as ip any degree aSe^ip^ fbat yep- 
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tleman. He confidered it at the time' 
as a paper of no confe-quence.—He wad: 
then aiked, why he bad delivered to A; 
Committee of the Houft; of Commons a; 
paper which he couiidered to be of nt>‘ 
conf^quence —In reply he faid, that aitf 
it relat’d to a tranfadlion which had 
taken phee fo far back as 177$, he; 
could not have fuppofed it applicable to 
the enquirythen before the Committee. 
Mr. Burke defired'then, that the wit^ 
nefs would give fome reafon to (hew 
why he had delivered a paper, which he 
did not conceive to be applicable to.thc, 
enquiry then before the Committee.— 
To this queftion a direS anfwer wail 
notgiven.—The witnefs faid he did not 
fee at ihe time of what ufc fo fooliA a 
thing could he. 

Mr. Bui ke defired the witnefs would 
fpeak more iclpefAfully of a proceeding 
inftituted by the Houfe of Commons ; 
a proceeding fet on foot tor the purpofe 
of afeertaining what adts of corruptioia 
and oppreffion had taken place under 
the adminiftr.ition of a Governor- 
General of Bengal.—Such was the 
proceeding which the witnefs prefumed 
to call a fooVJk thing- Major Scott faid, 
he did not mean to apply this expreffion 
to any proceedin;’ of the Houfe of 
Commons ; he applied it folely to the 
fubjedt the Begum’s letter.—He was 
aiked, whether he had read the paper 
he delivered to the Committee. He 
faid he might have read a pturt of it, but 
he did not think that he had read the 
whole of it—He remembered that in 
what he bad read ot it, the Begum 
complained that Mr. Goring had ufed 
her hardily to make her fign feme 
paper, or accounts. 

The Hon. Manager aiked, whethei 
he had not delivered the letter in 
queftion for thepurpofe of leflVning th« 
credit of Mr. Goriifg’s evidence, whiefc 
be knew to be againft Mr. Haftings? 

Mr. Law', Counfel lor the prifoner 
faid it was nothing to the prefent trial 
with what view the paper bad bcei 
delivered, as it was clear, from wba' 
the witnefs had faid this day, that hi 
bad not prefented it in the name, or ii 
the behalf, or with the knowledge o 
Mr. Haftings., 

Mr. Burke infifted that he bad : 
right to alk, wh.1t was the objedt fo 
which the wiinefe had delivered th< 
paper in queftion ; a paper 'in whici 
there was an acknowledgement, that i 
lack and a half of rupees had been givei 
to Mr. Haftings. ' 

ioltfted, that uplefs a pro 
feeuto 



Kittor conM eftablifk in evidence the 
llBr^es brought by him againft a de- 
pidantf it ought to pafs iwjlander and 
'^nmnyi it was tl^e proof alone that 
&«ild (hew the charges were natjlande- 
mu and calumnious’ 

J Mr* Burke replied with much indig¬ 
nation*. that be was aftoniOied the 
learned gentleman dared to apply fuch 
epithets to charges brought by the 
(^mmons of GatAT Britain, whe- 
^er they could or could not be proved 
by legal evidence. It was very well 
known that many /t« 9 i could be proved 
to Ae fatibf.idion of every confeienUous 
|nan by evidence, which, though in its 
own nature good and convincing, 
.^yvould not be admitted in a Court^ of 
Law. But it would be a ftrangc thing 
indeed, that a charge fupported by 
evidence which was every thing but 
legalt (hoiild be faid to \ut,fmderous 
. and calumtiiouSf merely becaufe certain 
rules of law.' declared that evideiue not 
to b,e admidihle in law, which would 
carry convdlion to the breafl. of evciy 
man who read it. 

The evidence offered by the Mana¬ 
gers was not fabricated by them ; if it 
was fl.mderous, the llaniier was upon 
record, in the archives of the E ft-lndia 
.Company, from which the Commons 
'had taken it. 

Mr. Law faid.he did not mefn to ap¬ 
ply to any proceeding of the Houle of 
. Commons, the terms Jlandtrous or lh- 
■lumnious ; but he had the aulboi ity of 
the Houfc of Commons to ih clarc, th-’t 
the Hon. Manager had ufed (lindiii us 
and calumnious exprtffioi'b not w'>r- 
IrapUd or countenanced by the Houfc. 

Mr. Fox took tire at this aireitioii. 
He laid, it was higldy irregiih-r and 
indecent in an Advocate, to .illude to 
traitfaftion that h-sd taken pi ice 
yvitbin the w^lls ofjlie Poufe of Com¬ 
ptons. But it was Hill more indecent 
fo allude to it for the purpt-f? of viif- 
Rating and mifrrpi efeuting it. II.- fai.i, 
’fthal when their Lordll.ips would do 
‘the Managers the honour of looking 
into the Journal of the Houfc of Cotn- 
) pions, they would find notbin'g there 
ghat could warrant the exprelliona 
'which the learned Counfel had pre- 
.jlUmed to drop* The Honfe of Com- 
. owns bad not ufed one (ingle word that 
(»>uld in th« moft diftant degree be 
^onftrued to convey the idea thrown 
but by -lthe learned gentleman* The 
d’gnity of Iloiife which he had the 
/fconour id reprefent at their Lofdfliips’ 


bar, would not an eyprefiion to 
pafs UD^ticed, which charged the 
whole body of the Commons with hav¬ 
ing fent up flandtrs to the Houfe of 
Lords in the (hape of charges* As little 
would it fuffer any man to torture its 
Journal into a libel upon one of its own 
Members} and ftill lefs would it fuffer 
its Deputies tp be ftiltd (landerer^ and 
calumniators, merely becaufe they 
fered in evidencethofe very documents, 
on the authority of which tlie Com* 
mons had pronounced the charges to 
be well-founded, and had fent them to 
their Lordlhips as articles of Impeach¬ 
ment againft the prifoner* He iniilteJ, 
therefore, that their Lordlhips fliould 
give their opinion on the cxprciliuns 
ufed by the learned advocate* 

Mr* Law replied, that be knew it was 
not fur him to allude to any thing that 
had palTed in the Houfc of Commons, 
unlels be had been made acquainted 
with it in a particular way ; and even 
thin, he was to mention it as a thing 
that he had hecud, rather than as a 
thing which had adnally paffed in an 
affemhiy, with whufe proceedings it 
w.,s prope^tto fappofe he had no means 
of making himii-lf acquainted. It was 
from the mouth tif the Hon. Manager 
hiiiifelf, at their Lordlhips’ bar, he had 
heard what had paffe<l in the Houfe of 
Commons; and ii ws'j from the cir- 
cumltance of its having betii Hated by 
him, chat hchad ventured to mention it. 

Mr. F >x faid this was a new mif? 
reprefentatioii, tor tlx* Hon. Manager 
hul never faid a word at the bar of 
their Lordlhips' that could convey an 
idea that the Managers had ufed Jlan- 
derous and calumnious expreHions 
agamd the priiuner.— Mr, Fox laid 
aft< rwards, that he would not conient 
to proceed in the trial, until their Lord- 
Blips lliould have given an opinion re- 
fpecling the exprelBon ufed by the 
learned Counlel. If their Lordfliips 
ffiould decline giving Au bpinion, he 
mult beg leave to return to the Houfe 
of Commons for frclH inftruftioos. 

The words inaputed to Mr. Law were 
taken down and read to him, and he 
acknowledged that tl)ey were pretty 
nearly the fame that he bad ufed. 

The Lords were going to retire to 
take the words into conlideration—but 
the , Lord Chancellor faid that wit))i 
which the Managers were fatii^fied. He 
(aid'that,it was contrary to order ii^ 
the Counf^ to advect to any thing that 
had paliltd in the Houie of Commons ^ 



that It was indtemt tpgipplir the 
terms fiauder or ealumny to any thing 
that was faid by their authority ; and 
that fuch expreflions mud not be ufed. 

The Managers then went baek tb 
the examination of Major Scott. They 
aiked him again what he conceived 
would be the efTed, with refpeft to Mr. 
‘^iififtingsyof'the produAion of the paper 
which he bad delivered to the Select 
Committee of the Hoiife of Commons, 
though he thought it was a paper of no 
confequence ? 

Mf. Law objedied to the queftion, 
becaufe ne faid it was abfolutely 
immaterial to the trial in which 
Mr. Hafttngs was at ifltie with the 
Houfe of Commons, what Major Scott 
conceived about the meaning or cffedl 
•f a paper not before tbeir Lordihips. 

The Managers however perJifting 
in their queftion, the Lords adjourned 
to the Chamber of Parliament to take it 
into conlideration. After about an 
hour’s abfcnce they returned to Weft- 
minfler-ball, and the Lord Chancellor 
informed the Managers that their Lord¬ 
ihips had refolvcd that the queftion 
ought, not to be pyt. 

The Managers then purfued other 
grounds to enutle them to read in evi¬ 
dence the papers dtli\ered by Major 
Scott to the Select Coinmittec.—They 
proved from the Major’s own mouth 
that he had appeared before the Seledt 
Committee in the capacity of the agftit 
of Mr. Haftings ; that he never told the 
Committee that he attended as a private 
gentleman ; that lie delivered the letter 
in queftion \>fhis own accord and una/ked- 

The Managers contended, that under 
this evidence they were entitled to read 
the letter, as it appeared now to have 
been delivered by the prifoner’s owh 
agenti aijiug under bis ihftrudions. 

Mr. Law repited, thatthe inftruftions 
did nut go to this letter; and that as 
'there was no proof that it had ever 
been feen by Mr. Haftings, it comld not 
be brought in evidence againft him. 

Mr. Burke inlifted, thatthe Managers 
were fully entitled to read the letter, 
for they had traced the delivery of it to 
the avowed agent of Mr. Haftings, 
who, by havi^ delivered it unnjkcdt 
moft probably intended to ferve him by 
the produ6i:idn of it. They bad proved 
alfo yefterday, that Mr. Bab«r»bolding a 
public office under the Company, had 
fenc a tranjlation of thi s letter by the pojh 
andhept a copy of it: Itwas always to he 
prefumed, and fo it was conlidercd ia 


law, that when it was proved that ale1:i| 
ter had been put into the poft-ol!ic1^,-'ii 
had been afterwarc^* delivered acc(’i;di(|^ 
to its addreft. On this prefumptidtt^ 
they had fent a notice yefterday to 
Haftings, to produce that tranlhtioq^ 
feat to him by the poft { and they calledT 
upon him now to produce i^ 

Mr. Law defired the Hon. Manager 
would ilrft prove the receipt of it, be¬ 
fore he called upon Mr. Haftings to 
produce it. ^, 

Mr. Burke faid, he could not proven’ 
pnlitiVely thea^uai receipt of the letter' 
■by Mr.-Hading*, but ftill'it was fairijp 
to be prefumed he had received itV 
and the fuppreftion of it was a crime in 
the prifon*.r, who ought to have tranf- 
mitted it to the Court of Dire-ftors. 
Hem-ever, to fupply the want of thi*. 
pojllive proof, Mr. Burke laid mention 
was made of this letter in the i itbRegort 
of the Seleft Committee of the Houle 
of Commons, and it was ftaled as the 
ground of a criminal charge againft 
Mr. H-<ftings. Plaving preiniied this, he 
alked Major Scott, whether he bad not 
fent the i i*b Report to India to Mr.Ha- 
ftings. The Major acknowledged that 
he had fent it, but was not able to fay 
that it had rt.tcbtd him. H-; had fent 
it with a letter ; and Mr. Hidings after¬ 
wards acknowledged in one letter the 
receipt of many from the witnefs; but 
whether that which accomp.uiied the 
nth Report, was one of tbofe fo ac¬ 
knowledged to have been received, he 
was not aide from memory to afeertaia. 

The w-tnefs, in arifwer to a queftio* 
put to him by Lord Porchefter, ad¬ 
mitted, that Mr. Haftings bad not 
found fault with him for having dclt* 
vered the paper in queftion. 

Mr. Burke then caufed the general 
powers given by the prifoncr to Maji+r 
Scott, to be read •, and it appeared that 
they were very broad indeed, and ru- 
thorifed him to ait in p.very thin© 
that concerned his honour and cha¬ 
racter, or the oig’nitt of ms ab- 
ministration. 

Mr. Burke then obfetved, that hav¬ 
ing eftabliftied' this agency—-having 
fliewn that its powers were abfolutely 
utjrejlrnined %nd unlimited, except 
merely as to a refignation of the govera* 
ment—having proved that this agent 
had delivered the letter in queftion, ia 
the capacity oFagent to the prifnlier, in¬ 
to the hands of the Seltit Committee of 
the Houfe of Cummoni—having provtd 
thatthe Report made by (hatCommit¬ 
tee, 
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cmt^ihtitig anlrna<!v«fion» upon 
P&,^obj«<a tnatter of that letttr, had 
Ibtecu feat by this agent to Bengal for 
perufal of the prifoner—and having 
proved that Mr. Baber had lent to 
the prifoner by pojlt a tranflaiion of 
4 bl> verv letter—the Managers, be con- 
^ded,‘had now laid fufScient grounds 
'to intitle them to read it in evidence. 
Mr. Law maintained a contrary opi- 
but as he had argued,the cafe 
i^ffickntly ycfterdriy> lie declined the 
:-taik. of re-arguing it this day. 

- The Lords then adjourned to the 
Chamber of Parliament to debate this 

J meftion j but as it was then half paft 
tmr «’clock> they did not return to 
,Weftminfter Hall. 

Forty-eighth Pay. 
WEnNFSDAY, Jn-’ic 17. 

As fpon as the Peers had taken their 
feats the Lord Chancellor faid, “ Gcn- 
“ tlemcn “Managers for the Hoafe of 
** Commons, and you Gentlemen who 
areofCounfel for the defendant, the 
“ Lords have refolved that the Perfian 
Letter written by Munny Begum, 
“and the trandation of that letter, 

•* which were otFered to be read in evi- 
“ dcnce on the laft day, ought not to be 
“ rcai. Gentlemen of the Houfe of 
Ctnr.moiib, you will orocecd to make 
“ gold your Charges.” 

Mr. Burke, after confulting a Ihort 
time witli Mr. Fox, addri.fled their 
Lordfhips.—He lamented that the de- 
cifioii of their Lordftiips, thus nakedly 
com'ounicated, without the reafons on 
which it was founded, was to the laft 
degree perplexing to thofe who were 
to conduil the profe'tution. He made 
no doubt but the decilion was founded 
upon fome good technical principle of 
law} but as their Lordftiips had not 
been pleafed to ftate what was that 
principle, the Managers were left to 
grope for it in the dark { and being 
unable to afeertain prccifely th'- nature 
of it, were reduced to the neceffity of 
oufffmg what it might be. 

He laid, it would be of greaf advan- 
i tage to the Managers to be^made ac- 
/ouainted with this principle, as it 
wooUl ferve to guide them in the fu- 
cooduft of the Impeachment, by 
^'ihewing them what paper might be 
ebnfidered by their Lordfhips techni- 
iuUj ai.ewdence, and what not. 

At prefent the Managers, who knew 
xudy What might, in teafon and //a/«- 
Jenftt be coalidercd as good and coa- 


cljofiv^e e^idencej but who were 
uninformed refpeding that kind of evi¬ 
dence which might be technically vciiAr 
miftible, though fully convincing in the 
eye of rec^oth might probably give 
their Lordihips a great deal of trouble, 
though very unintentiona]ly,by offering 
over and over again, fuch evidence as. 
the confcieoce and underftanding*Bf 
men not • technically learned would 
not reje£t. 

In the cafe on which their Lordihips 
had Isft decided, the Managers offered 
in evidence a paper prov^ to have 
been written by Munny Begum, hnd 
to have been tranfmitted to Mr. Haft- 
ings. They offered alfo a tranflation 
of that paper, delivered to a Commit- 
,tee of the Uoufe of Commons by the 
very agent of Mr. Haftings.—They 
proved that the.fe papers had been fent 
to the prifoner, m the i ich printed Re¬ 
port of that Committee; and that, 
when he'drew up his defence, he muft 
have bad them before him. 

That papers fo fubftantiated fhould 
have been rejei^ed by their Lordihips, 
Mr. Burke faid, muft be a matter of 
aftonijhment to all t^e thinking part of 
mankind, who fhould happen to 
be unacquainted with the technical^ 
grounds on which their Lordihips had 
refolved not to receive thefe papers. It 
was his duty, however, to fubmit to 
their judgment, and to prefume that it 
was juft, eventhougb in bis own private 
opinion he ihould think it humiliating ' 
to the Houle of Commons, and to the 
nation. 

Li ft, as he was, without any intima¬ 
tion of the grounds of the decilion, he 
could, as he had already obferved, on- 
ly gttefs at them. 

He might guefs then, that the rea-l ' 
fon which had induced their Lordfh'pi 
to rejeft thofe papers asevidence againO 
the prifoner, was, that Major Scott, tht 
agent of Mr. Haftings, had declared 
that when he delivered them to the . 
Committee of the ‘Houfe of Commons, 
he flelivered them without any previous 
communication on that fubje£t with 
bis principal, and without any autho¬ 
rity from him. 

Here he begged their LordQiipt 
would take care bow they encouraged 
a mode of proceeding which might lead 
to very bad confequences. 

In the cafe of Mr. Haftings,, he faid, 
there ap^ared to be a fyftem of 
voveals. The prifoner unce appointed 
an agent, who, mhis name, made a 

formal 



Ibrittal reiigrisitioit of the Governnr^ent 
t»f B'ctlgaU But the principaj. after-^ 
wards difavowed thfe a£l of tiis agenti 
and ftrenumiily reliAed it, thougtvth^ 
ruin of tbe Britifli empire in the Ead 
might have been the confequence of 

At another time he delivered at the 
bar of the Houfe of Commons, f as his 
»A/h} a written defence againft. the 
ycharges then pending agaiiift him in 
that Houfe* But afterwards at their 
Lordfhips’ bar, he dlfavowed this de¬ 
fence, and produced evidence to prove 
that it had been drawn up by others, 
and not by himfelf^ and that therefore 
he ought not to be accountable for the 
contents of it. 

In the cafe immediately before their 
Lordfliips, it had appeared in evi¬ 
dence, that M^jor Scott wia the agent 
of the 'prifoner, and that his powers 
were as dnlimiud as words could 
make .them, except in one point only. 
This agent delivered to the Committee 
of the Houfe of Commons the papers 
of which he was then fpeaking, cer¬ 
tainty with fame view, and probably 
to ferve his principal, for he delivered 
them unajked. Butjiow he'difavowed 
all authority fur fiich delivery, and de¬ 
clared, that, though by his iiittriic- 
tiona from the prifoner he was to have 
confulted Mr. Sullivan and another 
gentleman in ail cafes relating to the 
prifoner’s intereftf he had actually «*e- 
livered the papers in qiieftion without 
having confulted them at all: and thus 
did' he urge to their Lordthips a breach > 
of bis iiihrudioiiSj as a reafon that 
ftiould induce them to think, that in 
delivtViRg thefe papers to the Coni- 
mirtce he ought to Ik? conOdered as 
afting in his priva e t'bara6ter, and not 
in his charadter td A^mt to Mr. Halt- 
ings; and that conicqnenlly this a6l of 
hiu ought nut to be binding upon his 
princKial- 

How far that reafon ought to opc- 
i*rr*te,' and whether it ought in fairnefs 
■ to iVreen the prifoner trqm the tonfe- 
quehl'es of' this af't of bis afrenti he 
laid he would le-*ve the impartial 
world to judge. To that tribunal he 
refigned it, with'this additionjl obfer- 
vation', that their Lurdihtps had heaid 
Major Sco'tt declare upon oath,, that to 
tire day on which he w'as I ail ««amin* 
•edi Mr. Haftings had never once dif- 
svowed the' aft in queflinn done by 
hit agefit» or once cenfured or found 
feult with him for having done it^ 

.P^iiT Ui 


Having premiied thefe obfervationss 
1 Mr. Burke faid. he would next offer to 
their Lordlhips the miniites of the‘ 
confuUation at which it was -refolvedt, 
by Mr. Haftiiigs and*the other Mem¬ 
bers of the Council at Calcutta, .that/ 
Munny Begtim and Rajah Gourddft 
fhoidd he reffored to the officrs under 
the Nabob of Bengali from which they 
had formerly been removed by the 
Council; when Mri liailings was in the ' 
minority. 

Thefe minUtes were accordingly read;: 
and the appointment of theic two per- 
fons proved. 

. He next- gave in evidence a letter 
from the Court of Direftors, ih Which 
they cenfured, in the ftrongvft terms; 
the reftoration of Munny Begum and 
Kajah Gouidafs. 

After this, Mr, Burke offered in evi¬ 
dence the .accounts kept by Rajah 
Gourdafs ami the Begum, and tran^ 
mitted to Calcutta, of the expenditure 
of the Nabob’s revenue. „. , 

Mr. Law objtfttd tolliis evidence*) 
be faid, that their Lordiliips bad al¬ 
ready pfondunced upon it, and de¬ 
clared ir to be inadmiffible. 

Mr. Burke infifted that the evidence 
then offered was not liable to the ob- 
jeftion ufgtd againll it by the learneti 
(irentleman. It confided of official ac¬ 
counts, kept by the proper officer; 
regularly tranfmitted to Mr. Haftinga 
at Calcutta, and' by him feiit home to 
the Court of Difeftors.—With .this 
evidence Mr. Uadings was clearly con- 
nefted, as they had aftually pafleti. 
through his owu hands. 

Mr. 'Fox contended, that' the. ac-, 
counts offered ih evideijce ought to be 
received : The nature of them, hefaid^, 
was this—R ijah Gourdafs, Ir* giving, 
an account of the expenditure of the 
public money in his depanment, was 
endcavojurmg to tsculpitc Mr. Haft¬ 
inga from the fufpictun of b.avin^ 
taken hubes : but though aiding with 
that view, be ftated th;it a l-ick and a 
half of rupees had been paid by him' 
to Mr. Haftingi.-!-_Nowcither this cir- 
cumllance fo.ftated was eitjicr true or 
falfe. If true, it would proVe that the 
prifoner bad aftually taken av.brlv, 
or prefent, to that amount.Wf falle* 
it would protle that Rajah Gourdafs, 
had invented a caiumny agaipft thi;- 
' Governor-General) and'./or tbe pur- 
pofe of covering ai»''cmbe'i»!epwjnjt, of 
the piiMic raohey, charged Mr. H'ii- 
iogs, in hU accounts; with a fuiii 
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lirhtch the latter had never received.— 
if the firft wa« truet it would eafily 
account for the Kajab’a reftoration to 
office t—if it war falfc, and that no 
money had been paid to Mr. Haftings 
by Rajah Gourdafa, as ftated in the 
accounts, then it would appear that 
Mr- Haftings had appointed a man to 
a place of great truft, after he had him- 
ftlf full reafon to be convinced that he 
had embezzled the public money. _ 

Mr. Law replied, that Mr. Haftings 
had reftored Rajah Gourdafs at the ex- 
prefs defire and requeft of the Nabob; 
and it would therefore be a great hard* 
Ihip indeed, if an aft of kindnefs done 
to a great Prince, Ihoold make Mr* 
Haftings anfwerable for the evil afts 
done four years before by the perfon 
reftored. 

Mr. Fox admitted, that it would be 
hard indeed if fuefa was to be the con- 
fequence of an aft of kindness. But 
the queftion was. Could this be confi* 
dered as Could any man of 

common undemanding pretend to fay 
that it was an aft of kindnxss in Mr. 
Haftings to reftore a man who had 
brought a /a^f charge againft him, 
and who, to fupport that Jkl/e charge, 
had made out jal/^ accounts ? ’ 

The world muft be convinced, that 
in this cafe Rajah Gourdafs h.id either 
told a truth or a falfebood of Mr* Haft¬ 
ings. If he had told a truth, their 
Lordihips ought to funer the evidence 
of it to be read : if he had told a falie- 
huod of him, Mr* Haftings. who, be* 
fore he reftored him, was fully appri* 
xcd of the faft, was anfwerable to his 
country for having reftored a man to 
the very fame important fituation in 
which be bad not only embezzled the 
public money, but bad made out falfe 
accounts to traduce the ebarafter of 
the Governor-General. 

Mr. Fox faid he would leave it to 
their Lordfiiips to determine whether 
this could poffibly be confidered as an 
jtd of KiNDNb.S 3 ) and whether it was 
not much moie likely that, it was a 
ciiminal connivance atcmbezzlennents, 
fp confidcrabte a ihare of which was 
ft^ated in ^e accounts, whether or not 
‘ their Lordfiiips would judge, to have 
fallen to his nwq fiiar£, 

Their Lordihips withdrew to the 
Chatbber of Parliament, at half paft 
|WQ 0'V:}odt^to confider whether the 
evidence td^red was or was not ad- 
miflible; ' Thty debated, in their own 
Houic, till four u*ulock>And then drew 


up a queftion upon it, and put it t* 
the twrive jfudges for their opinion. 

The Judges faid, the queftion was 
cf importance, and therefore they beg¬ 
ged to confider Jt, Their Lordihips 
granted it, and^ adioumed the fur¬ 
ther proceeding in the trial to theWed- 
- nefday following. 

FoTety-Ninth Day* 
Wednesday, June 34. ^ 

The Lords having been employed in 
debating fome prop^tion in their own 
Houfe, did not appear in Weftminftev 
hall till two o'clock. „ 

The Peers being then feated, and the 
prifoner having been brought to the 
bar, the Lord Chancellor, from the 
wooifack, informed the Managers, the 
prifoner, and his Counfel, that the Houfe 
had refolved,*' that the accounts o|&t- 
ed in evidence on Wednefday laft, 
not be read.** 

HlsXiordlhip then defired the.Ma*' 
nagers would proceed with theii evi- 
dence. 

But before any of them bad rifen to 
fpeak. 

Lord Portchefter addrelfing the Houfe, 
faid, that he had drawn up two quef- 
tions, which he wifhed to put to the 
Judges in the prefence and hearing of 
tbofe who condufted the profecution, 
and of the prifoner and his counfel, 
who were interefted in the defence. 
He was then proceeding to read the 
qiieftions,when the Lord Chancellor in¬ 
terrupting him, faid, that if his Lord- 
Ihip had a motion to make, the difciif- 
fion of it could not take place in Weft- 
minfter-hall, but in the Chamber of 
Parliament, to which it would be ne- 
ceflary that Houfe Ihould adjourn. 

The Lords accordingly aajourned 
almoft immediately after they had 
taken their feats to their own Houfe, 

, where they continued debating till near 
fix o'clock, when, without returning 
to Weftminfter-balhthey fent a mclTage 
to the Houfe of Commons that they'' 
bad adjourned the further proceedings 
in the trial to Tuefday. 

Fiftieth Day. 

Tuesday, June 30. 

The refult of their Lordihips* deli- 
^ beration on the queftions which Lord 
Portchefter was going to put to the 
Judges, when he was ftopt by thf Lord 
Chancellor, and to dilcufs which the 
Houfe adjourned to the Chamber of 

Par 



)Farliatii«i)t» waa not communicated to 
the Manager! or the prifa^er.' As 
neither of tbofe parties had pat the 
<}aeftiont) or called for judgment up^n 
them, the whole buflnefs was confider- 
cd as of a nature foreign to the trial, 
and confined folely tq^the internal rc> 
gulations adopted by their Lordthips *• 

After the ufual proclamations, and 
the appearance of the piifuner, the 
r Lord Chancellor called upon the Ma¬ 
nagers to proceed. 

Mr. Fox then informed the Houle, 
that the Managers dclired the clerk 
would read 'a letter, printed in their 
Lordfliips’ Appendix to the Trial, writ¬ 
ten by Mr. Goring, containing accounts 
given by Munny Begum of pnfents 
made by her to Mr. Mailings f, which 
letter was fent to, and received by the 
prifoner, whilft be was Governor* 
General. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Hon. Ma¬ 
nager meant by the produflion of thofe 
accounts to prove that the contents of 
them were true, he would moll cer¬ 
tainly objedl to the admiflion of them 
in evidence. 

Mr. Fox faid, that whatever might 
be the ufe which he intended to make 
of the accounts, he had an undoubted 
right to give them in evidence. The 
queilion whether they were admillible 
or not, came now too Kite ; for their 
Lordlhips had already admitted them, 
and caufed them to be printed with the 
reft of the evidence: they were adlually 
before the Houfe. To fupport his opi¬ 
nion by the higbeft authority, he faid, 
that on the eleventh day of the Trial, 
the 29th of February 1788, the con- 
fultation in which the letter that he 


now wanted to produce was recorded*, 
was given in evidence to prove an ar¬ 
ticle in a different charge from that 
which was st prefect under the confi¬ 
de ration of the Hodfe. To live time, 
a part only of the confultation was resd* 
becaufe it was very long; but their 
Lordfliips had caufed the whole-of It to 
be printed as read. 

He remembered well, he faid, an ob- 
fervation that was made at that time by 
the noble and learned Lord on the wool- 
fack, for whofe opinion be at all times 
entertaiillM a very great refpefl, but 
more particularly when it was given 
in a folemn and public manner, fo as to 
be placed beyond the poflibility of mif- 
conception or miireprcfentation. The' 
obfervation to which he alluded would* 
be faid, be decifive on the prefent oc- 
cafion. 

When fome objedlion was made by 
the Counfel for the prifoner relative to 
the confultation, in which the accounts 
that the Managers wanted this dry to 
produce, were entered, the noble and 
learned Lord making ufe of an exprel- 
lion undoubtedly very ftrong, but not 
more ftrong than true, faid, “ that 
though only a part of the confultation 
was read, the whole of it was before the 
Houle ; and the Lords could not, even 
if they would, Hint their eyes to it, but 
mull f^uffer either party to read any part 
of it, for the- paper in queftion was ac¬ 
tually in evidence." 

This di 8 ttm of the learned Lord, 
whofe opinion neceffarilycarried weight 
with it, received additional weight from 
the publicity with which it had been 
delivered. For undoubtedly opinions 
delivered publicly always carried with 


* The fubftance of tl« determination of the Lords on the preceding day (June 29), aftdr 
going into a Committee “ to 4 h|uire into the ufual method of putting queftions to the 
Judges, and receiving their anfwer in judicial proceedings," reading a great number of pre- 
pedents, and a long debate, was, “ That the proceedings on the trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. 
had been regular, and conformable to precedenr in all trials of a timilar nature.*’ 

-t- The following are the pardculars of the articles of prefents infer ted in the above accounts. 

Rupees. 

At Colfimbuzar, through Nur Sing Baboo, youngeft brother to Canto Baboo, 
for entertainments when a Goveinor arrives at Moorlhedabad, —- 150,00a 

Un account of in veiling the Begum with the adminiftration,' In the form of a 
« Nuzzerana, at Calcutta,viz, through RauntooBaboo, from the Begum’s private 
«treafury, —. — — —- 100,000 

*' Through Maha Raja Nundcomar, at the written deftre of ijjie Begum, on the 
fzth of Afliiri in the Bengal or Fufil year 1179*" — — 100,000 

Total, 350,000 
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, fra more ^utliority than thofe that 
^re given hi private-^ Nt’thiuB con- 
^tboted more to m<iintain purity of 
,# 3^tr^5-<r's ch.'iratfterjthan n public deli' 
•ii^ry of his opinions ; for in t*iat c-ife 
|ney were given fubjeft to the ccnimcn'Sf 
the praifct or the cenfurr of lln‘ 

*fVj Jnd therefore a Judge fo deli¬ 
vering opinions, and under the appte- 
ITcnlion of public Cciifure, would always 

Cake care to wrieh wdl every diiium 
^hich he knew be could not lay down 
tVithout being li-ihle lo fee Umifelf ar¬ 
raigned for it at the tribunal of public 
opinion. 

*, T|ier//i9'//OTofthe learned Lord which 
be had juft quoted been canvaliVd, 
j’n 1 made the fubjed of public 
licnt; but l e believed there was not 
i man who had heard it, who had not 
led ired it to be founded in l.aw and m 
eafon. 

Mr. Law r marked, that the cojj- 
U't uion in wi.id: tht .•'.'.•counts in q'iff- 
ion weie cnterLd, cont.oiicd m.'.ny i.'c- 
'a; eons matters, iii no di grec coiij t. t- 
0 with the a'tticlc of iOipcar l.i.u'iit 
i.n before tlu-i' Lordili'p.j anntiiere- 
>re he could n u fee ai.y ground ou 
diich t! o.'ie parts of the roidiiltalion 
•hit li were fo)ei'.',n lo thin artirle could 
e nfkred in cvidi rcc, estep-t on th.it 
' authruity o. been mV they iiM'e n. the 
tn. ■ ooi.. Lint as ti.u would be .i 
id ground, of rathe* no grouiKl, he 
,oig 1* tli.it the Huufe Avoiild .idtjtie 
III.- general rule of law obinv^d in 
I do'.ii" ; v.’Kich vv'is, that wntn .i 
uinfcl fullered a paper to lie re/u', in 
lich there wer*' .uticleG th it rright 
conTideie.! as loreign m the pciul in 
jc, or ot a nati’.'-e that would, and 
ght fd render them IlibK'm 

idence, the co.nfrni tf the Cotu.h! 
juld be taken with tiii.s liovt.itiou 
jl rtfervation, “ tiiat he fluuild af- 
wards be at liberty to objtd to the 
idifig of fuch part-s of the paper ?s he 
uild conceive to be irrdrv,int.’'— 
le account-- wtiieii Ibi I Ion.Manager's 
.nted to introduce ■ 7 reading the 
slultalion III quelboi’j had been a1- 
idy ofiered huw tunes to thc'r Lord- 
p,-, and as otti.n dechiu J by them to 
ip^jrwi'Bble. And Ibey were fo in 
Tf very nature; for *bey were not 
dc'ont, or given untit r the f.in(^tiun 
1 obli^.iiniu of an oath. 

Jr; Fox obfci vet!, that Iherf was no 
t tif tne learned CcunIll’s fptech 
ch Calkd for an .piowr s he laid 


that he wpuM, howei^er, mak^ one re* 
mirkupiiu a fingle ptjrt of W. The 
leapneii Counfel had faid, that the only 
ground on which the Manager* couiq 
deiire that every part of the confulta-’ 
tjon Ibould be read, in which he would 
inllniiate there were many points that 
were irrelevant, w.is that of contipruily\ 
.Tn anfwer to this he would fay, that 
the Managers deiired tbat a part of ffie 
Confult-ition might be read now, bc- 
caufc the idwle of it had been already 
declared by their Lordihlps to be in 
evidence. 

I'he L *rd Chancellor faid, that the 
gencr. 1 l rule of praflice* w *8, that if 
H p'-ipcr containing both iclcvant and 
irrelevant lii.uter w.it' .admitted by the 
Court, the biro admiflion of it did not 
preclude either p.nly Irooi (Idting, in a 
later Wage of the bulinefs, <iny objedion 
t!Mt might occur to the parts which 
ll.ould he thought to be irrelevant. If 
be iiatl faid any thing on the eleventh 
d.'.v <if the ril.il that militated againtl; 
tljis.rule, he was ccit only wrong. He 
did not mem, howevi r, to fay, that ho 
had given any opinion, or tl 1 . 1 t he meant 
to give one now, about the relevancy 
or .iselevancy of any* part of the con- 
fu't-ltin. 

ATi. Fox faid, he w-<s glad the learn¬ 
ed Lord «1id not m-’kr it ii<-ctfl'ny that 
he Ihonld dcl.nd hi^ L irdfbip’.s </'(7.vr.’, 
evvii .iguiui his Lordil.'p’s opniion^ 
'rhe itiili’tn wai, tc.uiidci], as> he had laid 
hcfoie, in law and in uafun* and was 
fo jrlf-i-vuUnt, that it needed no de¬ 
fence. 

Mr. Burke obfei vfd, that no diih’m 
of any jMii>.ew.i.s evermore defeiilibie; 
but Vc would iri'itate ilic jirudent c.iu- 
tioi* of Ins ilon. Cclit,a'.;ai,ai:d not pre- 
furr.c lo detenu ad'iciiuii, which the 
Icariicu v’Sio h ;d delivered it was 
.'b much better able lo defend. He nadi 
re.id of a Frencnmaii who, being a^ 
y, nice, riefeiu'ed the govechn.ent of 
that republic ,»gainft the ocnfnre which 
fome other forc'gncr was beitowing 
upon it. '11.e iiexi: day he was taken 
up and carri'.rl tefore fi.mc of the S 47 
narors, who rrpr'mended him for hav¬ 
ing prt fumed to ui'.'eitake the defence 
of a govtrntncnt v ufeh knew heft how 
to dcfind iffelf. 'They rhen ordered a 
curtain CO be drawti ppj and ihewed 
to the aftoniftied Frinclirnan the dead 
body of the perfon with whom he had 
had the converl'atinn for which be had 
beta apprtbeuutd. Tlie body was 
■ ‘ ' ' banglhg 
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bf tJfe rwclt. Oiie oF the Se- 
nativrs then faid to the Fnriichfnani 
** Tilts man ha-f been banged for haviirf? 
dared to ccnfure the governmentsof 
Venice^ and you (hall be banged if ever 
you prefiime again to undertake its 
deff-nce.'' Warned by fuch a le(Ibn> 
jVlr. Burke fiid he wrould not atrempt 
to take out of the hands of the learned 
Lord the dcfcnceof a doctrine to which 
po one was fo equal -as the learned 
Lord himfelff 

The Lord Chancellor then framed 
the quedion which he was to put to 
the Ifoufe for their^pinion—and he 
Haled it thus : “ The coofo!t<*tion 
having hee.i once read, and no obj< ^lion 
having iKen made to it at the time by 
theCounfel for the defendant, are the 
Couiifel thereby baried ever .'»ftcr born 
making any objeftion to any part of it ?” 

Mr. Foxfaid, tliis was not the ground 
on which the Managers delirtd tl)at a 
particular part r>f the confiiHation 
iright he read—the true ground was, 
that it wa-i already in evidence before 
(heir I.oiddtips ; that it bad been en¬ 
tered by them as reatf, though for 
(hortnefs, a part of it only had heeii in 
reality read ; that it haring been lb 
entered, the Managers now defiCed no 
more, than tl»al what had been itidi- 
ftindiy read before, iniglit this day be 
read accurately, didindtly, and at lepgth. 

The Lord Chincellor then fra'ftied 
^bc queftion this way—“ A part of the 
ronlultation having been admitted and 
read, are the Managers entitled from 
that circumftancc to read the w/jole?'* 

Mr. Fox faid, he W'as extrtmtly forry 
that the learned Lord did not under* 
ftaiid him. The queftion as then 
framed by his Lordlhip was precileiy 
the reverie ot what he had fnid. lie 
flid not ny that bccaufe a/art bad been 
read, he might read the whole} but 
that the whole having been read al¬ 
ready, and befrtg in evidence before the 
^uufe, he might be now at liberty to 
read a part of that whole. He ground¬ 
ed his claim upon the well-known axim 
om— mat Its ronthtet tUinus^ 

Mr. Law. was framing the queftion 
another way, which would make it an 
intricate qu'eftlon of /aw, when 

Mr, Fox faid, he did not as yet (land 
upon a queftion of /aw, but merely’ a 
queftion of FACr.-^The way in which 
he would frame it was, he (aid; the 
moft ilmple imaginable, and would 
enable their Lordftiipa to determine it 


in a mbinent.—-Tt Wto thus » ** 
whole of the conlultation having bdeiK 
entered as read already, are the Malta* 
gers at liberty now^o read a part of si?’* 

The queftion being thus bramed, the* 
Lords adjourned to the Chamber of 
Parliament to take it into doniidera* 
tion. 

In about half an hour they returned, 
and then the Lord Cbancellqr told the 
Managers, that he was commanded by! 
tne Lords to inform them, that upon 
enquiry they found the Managers bad 
inaccurately ftaied the cafe, for that 
tluir Lordihips had ordered nothing to 
be entered in the Trial ar re’a<’/,that had 
not aclually been read ; and they at 
the (Utne lime oidered that Inch parts 
of papers a3 bad not a£lually been 
readjflioiild be printed in an Appendixi 
and not in the body of the Trial. 

Mr. Fox f.iid, that if the Managers 
had been miftaken in point of faSt the 
miftake wis very natural ; for the 
learned Lord had bimfelf declared fmtd 
the vvoolfack, and his woids appeared 
in the account printed by the authority 
of their Lordihips, that the very paper 
(which the Managers wanted this day 
to read) wa.s ai'iually in evidence. 

Mr. Burke remarked, that the Ma¬ 
nagers had icalbii to complain that a 
jutipment of t':c Houfc having been 
given in their favour laft yc.ar, by which 
it was declared that this very confulta- 
tion was aiftually in evidence before 
the Houfc ; the Managers wonting now 
to read a part of that conluuatioo, 
were deprived of the benefit of it, and 
told now that the whole of the papef 
was not in evidence. 

Earl Stanhope rofe, as he faid, to fet 
the Hon. Manager right. 'lAnjudgtnimt 
of the HoTtfey hir faid, had declare ) thC 
paper in queftion to be in evirtcnctf. 
Tilt jwdji meiits of theLWr/e were known 
by its rcfolutioHi^ The opinion of an j* 
individual Loid, however weighty it 
might be, and how'ever h'gh his rank, 
was not to he conlidered as a judg¬ 
ment of the ihufe. 

Mr. Burke thanked the noble Lord 
for the trouble he had taken to let him 
right. The di<lin£lioft made by bli 
Lordlhip was juft and proper i He would 
allow him, huiVcver, at the fame timei 
to obferve, that when the noble and 
learned Lord who preilded in that 
Uoufe declared* th^t a paper mas in 
ehiidenety effiphatically faid their 
LdidjUiipi could, not (hut their eyei 
" ’ aeainft 
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jpnu u } and tli« Houfe bearing this 
j^mUratioD} and without any objc^ion 
pcquiefciag in it, it was Tcry natural 
’ijhr the Managers, knew not upon 
;^at principles their L irdftiipe afted 
. 4 >r decided, to consider fuch a judgment 
'■Pf the noble and learned Lord as the 
JUDGMENT of the Hous£. 

Mr. Fox (till defired that the papers 
iWbich he had mentioned at firft might 
|be.read. The ground ou which he did 
rghU w<s diiFerent from that on which 
their Lordftiips had juft decided. The 
^new ground was, that he xvas entitled 
■to read tbofe papers, hecaufc their 
Lordftiips had cauibd them to be print¬ 
ed in their Appendix. 

The Lord Prefident of the Council 
(the Earl of Camden) faid, that their 
Lordfliipa had ordered every thing 
that had been received in evidence to 
he printed in the Trial; but that'fuch 
parts as had not been read, had been 
arranged by the clerks, and put into an 
Appendix, The Managers therefore, 
in order to entitle themfclves to read 
any part, becaufe it appeared in the 
Appendixt ought to ftiew that it had 
been placed there by order of the 
Hour**. 

. Mr. Fox feid, this doftrine would 
place the Man.igers in a moft curious 
fitliation indeed. For whenever they 
ihnuld dcfire that a part of their Lord- 
l}iip»’ Appendix ihould be read, the 
Counfel tor the prifoner, and the Ma¬ 
nagers, muft engage in a very fingular 
conteft indeed i they muft argue, not 
a qu^ftion of LAW, whether fuch a pa* 
per ought to be admitted in evidence, 
but a queftion of fact —whether their 
Lordlhips bad ordered it to be printed ? 
This furcly their Lordfhips could de¬ 
ter mine without any debate upon it at 
the bar. 

Having frid this, he begged leave to 
ft.ite the reafons which he thought 
Ihouid induce the Houfe to fuftfer the 
paper printed in the Appendix to be 
read-—He had always heard that there 
were two kinds of evidence which 
ought not to be received : one, which 
from the very nature of it ought to be 
coslidered as incredible {r the other, 
which from certain circumftances it 
was not thought fafe «o truft to the 
eyes or ears of the Jury or Judges.' 
But this day a third kind of evidence 
had been fuggefted, namely, that which 
Was not incredible—-which it was not 
vnj^e to truft to the eyes or cars of the 


Judges, for it had been printed by their 
order, aqd for their ufe and perufal* 
but which, notwitbftanding al) this, was 
not to be received in evidence. 

If the paper in queftion was not fit 
for the Judges to fee or to hear, why 
bad it been printed by their order ? If 
it ought not to be received, it ought 
not to have been printed. But as it 
had been printed, it was not uiiiit flTr' 
the Judges to read, and therefore it 
ought to be received this day, and read 
at the defire of the Managers. 

Mr. Burke obferved, that epilogue 
was generally coufidered ai^of fome ufe t 
it contained cither/<3/«r ox infiruSion, 
If it happened to contain neither^ it was 
iifclcfs ; and the time beftowed in the 
compolitton of it was thrown away and 
loft. 

The Appendix printed by the order. 
of their Loralhips might becoiilidered, 
if not ahfolutcly evidence, at leaft .is an 
epiloiTKc to the Tnal. It muft be fup- 
pofed then to be of Jomc ue'e, and that 
what their LordQiips haddire.^ed their 
clerks to compile, and cauie to he print¬ 
ed, was tit to be read, and to throw 
Ibme light upon the trial. If it was 
unfit to be read, and was of no ufe, then 
it was a wafte of the public money to 
print it j and it was foolilh and abfurd 
to make, at a great expence, a compi¬ 
lation of things which were of no ufe } 
fo.’’ it was a true maxim-<~ 


^Stultus labor imcftiarum* 

Either then this appendix was a com* 
pilation of papers (made under the au* 
tbority of the clerks of the Houfe)' 
which ought to be read, or ought not 
to be read. If they ought to be read, 
then there was no real objeAion to the 
reading of the papers called for by tjie 
Managers. If they ought ifot to be 
read, then the Appendix was fit only to 
be burnt. 

Earl Stanhope rofe to fpeak to order*- 
He faid it was not fit that the Houfe 
fliould fufter the Hon. Manager to fpeak 
in fuch a manner of its orders* ■ It was 
not an orderly or refpeflful language to 
fay what had been done by the order 
their Lordfbips, woj jit only $o be 
burnt. 

Lord Portchefter called the noble 
Earl to order. He faid, the Hon. Ma¬ 
nager bad been fpeaking all the time of- 
the AppendiXt which had not been made 
out under (he (tutJiority or orders of the 
Heufgt ^ 

Mr 
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' Mr. Fox faid he feared the nature After the Lordi had debated Ibmg 


#f the Appendix was not properly un- 
derttood. He, for his own parti con- 
fidered it as a very important papev; ’ 
and which derived its importance from 
this very circumftancei—that it had 
been compiled by the order of the 
Houfei to inform and inftru^t their 
Lordfliips in points refpe^ing the trial* 
and to enable them to do juftice be¬ 
tween the public and the prifoner. If 
he did net view the Appendix in that 
lighti he w )Uld certainly agree with 
his Hon. Colleaguci that it was a very 
ufelefs compilation! made without 
caufc! at a great and unneceffary ex¬ 
pence ; that it had occaiioned fliame- 
ful wade of public money $ and that 
if it was not fit timber to be ufed in 
the edifice of judice, it ought to be 
cut down and cad into the fire. The 
proceedings of this day, he faid, had 
taught him a leflon, whkii he would 
not forget during the remainder of the 
trial. Hitherto he had, for the laving 
of time, and for the fi-catrr difpatch 
of buHnefs, ''ontenlcd himl'elf with 
eauliiiig purts of papers to be read, 
under the idea that the whole was to 
be entered as leadj and that every one 
was to be precluded from urging any 
objection to the reading of the whole, 
or any part of them, in any future ftage 
of the trini, to which fucli reading 
might apply* But this day he found 
that an attempt was mhde to bar him 
from re-reading any more of thofe pa¬ 
pers than what was entered of them in 
the body of the Trial, as having been 
aiftually read: fo that he mult make 
out frefli ground at every paragraph 
that he might wiih to have read, over 
and above what appeared to have been 
entered in the body of the Trial. In 
confcquence of this proceeding, much 
as he wifhed to fpare the time of the 
Court, of the Managers, and of the 
Prifoner himf/'v be was refolved that 
whenever he fliould offer any other pa¬ 
per in evidence, to caufe the nuh^lt of it 
to be read, however long it fhould be. 

Lord Stanhope was going to make 
a fpeech in reply, when 

The Earl of Hopetoiin reminded hia 
Lordfhip, that Weftminfter-Hall vvas 
not the place where the Lords fliould 
debate, and moved (hat their Lordfhips 
ihould adjourn to the Cliamber of Par¬ 
liament. Their Lordfhips accordingly 
adjourned to confider, whether the pa¬ 
per called for by Mr. Fox ought to be 
read upon this ground—that it wa« 
jtrinted in the Appendix* 


time to determine whether the pafTage < 
in their LorSfbips’ Appendix^ offered 
in evidence by thi^ Managers, ought 
to be read, they returned to Weftmin- 
fter Hall, and informed the parties in- 
terefted in the queflion, that the Lords ' 
had refolved, tlrst the bare circum* 
ftance of a paper having been printed 
in the Appendix^ was not a ground for 
its being received and read in evidence* 

Mr. Burke then ohferved, that these , 
was mother ground on which he could 
entitle himfelf to read the paper in 
queflion ; which was, that this paper 
was conneifted with the letter of 
Munny Begum, which was already in 
evidence. To prove that this was the 
cafe, and that Mr. Haftings himfelf 
bad a£ted as if he confidered it in that 
light, be defired that the minutes of e 
confiiltation held on the 13th of July, 
1775, might he read. In thofe mi¬ 
nutes, be faid, their Lordfhips would 
find that Mr. Barwell had moved, that 
the whole of the proceedings, in con- 
fi-qiitnce of the commiffion given to 
Mr. Goring, fhould be inierted in the 
general letter to the Court of Direc¬ 
tors, and that they would find at the - 
fame time, that Mr. Haftings himfelf 
had feconded this motion. It would 
appear from the minute entered by 
Mr. Haftings, when he fecooded the 
tion,that he thought every part of thofe 
proceedings was neceflary to bis own 
jiiftification, and on that account he 
wifhed the whole fhould be inferted ia 
the general letter to the Court of Di- 
reftors. The Managers, Mr. Burke 
obferved, were doing no more in of¬ 
fering the papers in queflion to their 
Lordfliips, chan Mr. Haft ngs had de- 
fired ; nay, he had claimed it as a 
righh as a debt due to a man under 
accufatiun, that what he conceived to 
be neceflary to bis defence fhould be 
laid before thofe in whom he acknow¬ 
ledged the power of condemning or 
acquitting him was lodged. 

Mr. Lawfaid, that Mr. Haftings did 
not appear td have been any other way ' 
connefted with the papers in queflion, 
than that he had tra nfmitted them toEu* 
rope; and their Lordfhips had already 
determined th^ the bare adl of tranf- 
mi/Jion was not fuflicient to make the' 
paper tranfmitted competent evidence 
againft the perfon tranfmitting. 

To weigh this^fyedlion, the Lords 
adjourned |o the Chamber of Parlia¬ 
ment. 

i " Fifty- 





' JStflCV-FIItST t>\y. 
‘r.»tiR 81 JAY, July.!. 

As iqoil.^the Peers weH fcated> and 
tile Prifotier appeiiad at the i>ar, the 
Xord. Gtistncellor inrormed the M’^na- 
«r8, that the rtfolution of their Lord-. 
%ip8 was, that the Minutes of Coun-, 
tU offered in evidence «n Tuefday laft, 
QURht not to be read, 

Mr. Burke no loi!;:er infiflinp on this 

g oint, informed their Lo'dddps, that 
e was going to .«r/e in cvioence: the 
Ininiites of a confnltatio i of the Go* 
t[ernor-Gi'neraI and Council of Ben-- 
r^l, held the 3 ift of July, « 7 ? 5 ., 

Hfe he intended to make of this evi- 
dence» waa to overturn a defence fet 
up by Mr Haftii.gs, when he- vyas 
charged with having appointed Munny 
Segum, Rrjab Gourdais, and oLberss 
to fuececd to the different offices from 
Wiiieri he had improperly and unjudly 
rein-, ved Moliacimed Rtxa Khan. Mr. 
U things liad i'aid, i.n hia defence, 
thefe appointments bad been made by 
the Nabob inrall-lf, who bad by lett. r 
to the Governor-General urged his 
right to the management of his own 
affiirs, and the .ippointment of tiis 
own oilicers;—a right which, the Pri» 
foner faid, naturally btloniced to a So- 
VJJREIGN 1 ’rinck, and which /;i. couid 
not, without injullice, difpute or deny. 
~«Mr. Burke faid, that dl this would 
appear from the minutes which he was 
going to give in evidence, to be a mere 
pretencet to clothe a corrupt ad of his 
own with the name and authority of 
the Niibob; for their Lordihips v^'ould 
find that the Nabob was a mere cypher ;, 
tthat he had no authority in Bengal; 
ithat he a mere creature of the 
'Company, depending upon them for 
his daily,fubSftence, and incapable of 
dping any ait of power whatever with¬ 
out the confent of the Company. 

Their l.oidihips, he faid, would find 
this a defcripiion of the Nabob’s litu.i- 
tion, drawn by the very maft who had. 
’fince prefun-ed to defciibe him as a. 
/SOVEKEION PatNCE—hy Mr. Haft- 
jags, who . had given this defer-ptiou, 
,«pOn OATH ill an affidavit• fvrorii- 
in Bcng-l. 

'/ The hiftory of the tranfaftion which 
|;iH:.bdacei! xht;ajuiavit vt^s, this—Nuod- 
fCOtoac having charged the-Govern or-*. 
;.iQe(i.«r<d,wi{;h the receipt of b-.ibes, the 
•Jattef caulVdNundcotpar and Roy Ra- 
;4.ach*?T® iodiii^d for a conjpi- 

’ Radaclmrn was at u.at* 

TimeVakeeli orAmbAffador from th$. 


Nabob of Bengal, to the CJoverndf- 
General t^td Council at Calcutta s and> 
in that e&aradcr he claimed the 
PRIVILEGES which the/aw of nations 
nivcs to Minifiets from Sovereign 
Princes reiidint at foreign Courts, and 
whicli fereen their perfons from arrefta. 
and trials for mifdcmeanors.—This 
cLiim brought intodifcnfirioii the aflual 
iituation.of the f^aleel's Principal, 
the Nabob of Bengal, 

Mf. Burke having premifed this, de¬ 
li ed that the minutes of the confnlta- 
lion of the 31ft of July, 1775, might 
be read- They ivere read accordingly. 
When the rciioing clerk had got as far 
as the pU,:e w-herc the affidavit of Mr, 
Haftings w-as enterod, Mr- Law afked. 
It wii.it they were K-iing to. produce 
w^s the or'^jined alhdavii ?—^^Tlie an- 
fwer was la inv nt-g.itive. He then 
faid, rhat liit Managers tnuft fliew 
loint groumii to intitle them 11 read 
it.—Mr. Curke laid, that'it.^ippf.'ued. 
in the minutes of cOntalto’ion fi»iiicd 
’uy the Pnfoncr, ar.d ti-»nfr»itti:d to- 
him by thj Court of D:i:*<ftois.—Mr. 
Law reroarkedi that he might be war- 
r.mted in coni^nding th.it this copy 
of au affidav • onglvt not to be re- 
ceivtd in evideiu'c : howcvi.r, it was 
not his intention to .make any further 
oppofitioii. 

The affidavit was then read, and it 
appeared veiy clearly from it that the 
Nabob of Bengal was, in the opinion’ 
of Mr. Hafting.s, nothing less than a 
sovLp.EiGN Prince, aad that the whole 
of the government of his country was 
in the handi of .the Baft-lndia Company, 
upon whom the Nabob himfclf was in 
a ftatc of .lUfolute dcpcndance. 

It appeared alfo from the minutes 
of the 3 tft of July, 177.5, 
prtme Court of Judicature in Bengal,- 
having over-ruled the pica put. in by 
Roy Radachurn, that as a Minifter of 
Jbe Nabob he was not amenable to the 
Englifii laws, and having declared tbr 
Nabob not to be a sovereign Prince, 
apd not to be capable of iiivefting any 
one with the character of Ambassa¬ 
dor, Mr. Francis, th-cn a Member of. 
the Council, liated many inConveni- 
eneies that might anfe from this deci- 
fion of the Judges, and obferved that it- 
might expufe the Company to tbedan^*- 
ger ofwan with foreign powers, who: 
might recognize the Nabob for Sove¬ 
reign 6f Bengal, and make treaties witlt. 
him< 

Me# 
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Mr. Hatting? on tTji* occafion enter¬ 
ed a minute, in which he endeavoured 
to thew that .'here was no jrrouiid for 
the dangers apprehended by Mr. Fraif- 
cig ; and the ground he took was to 
fhew, that when Mr. Hafiings called 
the Nabob a Sovereign, he gave him an 
appellation which he knew did not be¬ 
long to him. For in that minute he 
l-rtatecl that the French, and all other 
^ European natinns connefted with In¬ 
dia, knew very well that the govern¬ 
ment of Bengal was fiihttantially and 
really in the Company, and by no means 
in the Nabob; and that Monf, Cheva¬ 
lier, the French Governor, had always 
faid, that if any thing was done contrary 
to fiiblitting treaties, by the Nabob or 
any of his people, if was to the Com¬ 
pany, and not to the Nabob, that he 
would apply for redre^^, and that it was 
from ihn farmer, and not from the lat- 
ttr, that he would expeT: it. 

Mr. Burke defined next that an affi¬ 
davit made by Mr. George Vanfittarr, 
to the lame ctte£l: with that made by 
Mr. Hattings, might be read. 

Mr Law faid, he could not fee how 
an affidavit, with which Mr. Hattings 
was in no degree dbnnedtcd, could be 
evidence againtt him- And even if it 
could be lb in its nature, where was the 
proof that this affidavit had been made 
by Mr. Vaiifittart ? 

Mr. Burke replied, that the proof of 
the affidavit would be very calily fup- 
plied by the gentleman whomadeit. But 
as this objection had not been forefeen, 
no notice had been given to Mr. Van- 
littartto attend.—(This gentleman is a 
Member of Parliament, but was not pre- 
fenf when this circuniftance was men¬ 
tioned.^ Mr. Burke faid, that rhe ob- 
je*^ ot the Managers in wittiing to read 
Mr. Vanfittart's affidavit was to fhew, 
that in the opinion of perfons thorough¬ 
ly acquainted with the government of 
Bengal, and the filuation of the Nabob, 
the power and authority of the coun¬ 
try relided not in ti e l.itref, hut in the 
Company. However, as Mr. Vanfittart 
was not in court, the Managers would 
pottpone f'-. the prefent the reading of 
his affidavit; and delired that certain 
refolutions of the Supreme Court of Ju¬ 
dicature in Bengal, in thecaufe of Roy 
Kadachurn, might be read. 

But Mr. Law interpofed an objec¬ 
tion. He faid, that in the ttrtt: place, if 
the paper called for was a judgment of 
a Court of Law, the recorii of tint 
judgment ought to be p:oduced. In 
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the next place, the Hon. Man.igers 
ought to Ihew that the parties to that 
judgment were parties in the prefent 
caufe-, for it was a Aile of law, that a 
judgment in a canfe inter AMOs affa^ 
could be given in evidence on an ilTiie 
between parties that were ttrangers to 
that judgment; ard unlrfs the judg. 
mrnt could be reciprocally by both 
parties, it could not be received as evi¬ 
dence. Their Lordlhips, he hoped, 
therefore, would not fuffer this judg¬ 
ment to be given in evidence in this 
trial—The patties to the judgment were 
the King and the Roy R.idachurn ; the 
parties to the prefent trial were the 
Commons of Great Britain and Mr. 
Hattings; confcqutiitly the parties ia 
thecaufes were not the fame, and there¬ 
fore neitlur of them ought to be fuf- 
fered to give this judgment in evi¬ 
dence. 

Mr. Burke fiid, he was furprlfed to 
hear a learned Gentleman lay down, in 
the hearing of lo many of his own pro- 
ftffion, and of the Judges of England, 
fo untenable and indefenfible a propo- 
filion as this—That no judgment of a 
court of law could be given in any cafe, 
or to prove any particular or collateral 
matter, unlefs the parties interefted in 
that collateral matter were partiestothc 
judgmentoffeied in evidence. Thisdoc- 
trine, he cont.-ndi d, could not be fuftam • 
ed fora moment, becaiifc it went toefta- 
blilh a principle that would overturn all 
law. The ufe which he intended to make 
of the judgment of the Supreme Court 
of Judicature in Bengal was this, and ic 
was an life which he was furc their 
Lordlhips would admit to be legal s To 
Ihew that' the Englilh Judges at Cal¬ 
cutta, who had taken pains to make 
themfelves acquainted with the nature 
of the Nabob’s real tttuation, bad, after 
a folcmn argument, determined that he 
was NOT A SovERKiGN Prince, and 
was, in fadl, nothing in the State. 
The application which he intended to 
make of this deciflon, was todettrny the 
pretence fet up by Mr. Hattings, wlio, 
when (contrary to his duly and Ins or¬ 
ders from home) here moved Moham¬ 
med RezaKlian, and parcelled out his 
places among Muiiny Begum, Rajah 
Gourdafs, anddlhtrs, falfcly alhdged, 
that the appointment of thefe perfons 
was not his a^, but the a6t of the Na¬ 
bob of Bt ngal, who as the Sovereign of 
the country had a right, and had 
claimed and exet cifed it, to manage his 
own affairs, and appoint Mmillers of 
! State. 



and Minifters of Jufticct in his 
own dominions. 

Their Lordiliips wouhl ftc by the 
decifion of the Ju^i'es. th.it this right 
of SovfcRiiiGN I Y was not to be tomul 
in the Nihnbj and that his rij^ht to ap¬ 
point Mimllers of State, and o! joilit c, 
Wis no wlure to lie found but in the 
wretched oefenee fet up i»v Mr. H ift- 
in}.'.s, to cover \.\\K‘corrii^!iJ'i from wliit h 
tills appointment had llowed, .uul who 
had vioUied li’S duty to the Comp,my, 
audthe pofitivi oidcrs of tlicCompsiiy- 
For this purpoft, the jiidgiient of the 
Supreme Court might be adduced in 
fcvidcme, though it in'ght have been 
givi.n in acanle inier alios atla- But 
the k' tintd Gentleman knew very well 
lh.it thise.infe wms i>ot of that deferip- 
tion : lor Mr. llalbngb was not in the 

il ftiife of the word a strangilk to 
th.n judgment, but Apariy to it.—'1 be 
Icar-'.cd Gentleman had indeed endea- 
v mi'vd to prove that he w^s not a par¬ 
ty to it, by calling the caiifc in the name 
of rhe King againll; Koy Radachurn.— 
But this was a llnft to which nothing 
but the poverty of his caufc could have 
driven the learned Gentleman. It was 
true that the profccutioii ran in the 
name of the King; but it w.is well 
known that Mr. llaftings was the real 
fre/.^utor; that it v/a.'s Mr, llaftmgs 
who had preferred the indicimcnt ; 
and that it was for the very puipofe 
of gelling rid of the fpeciiie cb.irges 
of bribery and corruption, whicli the 
M iiiagers were now endeavouring to 
bring home to him, that Mr*, llaltings 
bad brought the profeculion ; and 
therefore he tnuft in reafon, in fnife, 
and in juflice, be confidered as a puriy, 
ami nut a Jlrangrr to the judgment 
which the Managers wanted now to 
^ivc in evidence. 

Mr. Law obfetved, that if the judg¬ 
ment given by the Supreme Court was 
lo be confidered in the bgl't only of an 
opi.iion ofpcTfons iiitiniuely aciiinint- 
ed with the nature of the Nabob’s litua- 
lion, he did not fee bow Mr. ILrAings 
could be alfeded by it. 

Ttie Lord Chancellor alked tvhether 
Mr. Haltings had acted upon that opi¬ 
nion i 

Mr. Burke rcplieik, that he bad, as 
appeared from his minute in anfwcr to 
tnat of Mr. Francis. 

Mr. Burke having read, a.s part of his 
fpeech, the ti’Ie ot what had hitherto 
been called the judgment of the Court, 
it aij>peare(l that in the Company's 

\ ' 


books it W.IS.called Refolutiofit of tfi? 
Judges fn the cafe of Roy Rad.iehurn. 

Mr. Law obfcrvctl, that this did not 
Appear now to be a }nJgK:e'it of tfiC 
Court, but merely a declaration of an 
opinion on'» collntcriil point. 

Mr. Burke faid, that it w.is fubfl.in- 
ti.illy a jitdy^meni upon the plea put in 
by Roy Radachurn, to the jurisdic- 
•\ ION of the Court, from which he main-' J 
t.iined tli.it he was exempted by his < 
pubik ebaratter of Ambailador from 
the Nabob of Bengal. 

The Lord Cliaiiiellor finding Mr. 
Law perfift in his objedlibu, took down 
as nearly as he could, the quefiion on 
which Mr. Burke and the Counl'el were 
at iluic—which was. Whether a kind of 
iruiilociitory judgment given in an 
Engliih Court .it C,ilcvitta, in the caufe 
as already deferibed, could be given in 
evidence in the pieient ifliie between 
the Commons and Mr. Haltings H 

Mr. liurke ir.formcii the Lord Chan¬ 
cellor, th.it it was not only the j:nlg~ 
Wi.vrtliat he waiitid togive in evdetite, 
hut alfo the .peeches delivered by t-u;* 
of the Judge.s, conlaitiitig the rcnlons 
that had determined them to concur lu 
the judgment. • 

The Lord Ch.anceIlor having t.rkea 
down the Uibltanceof the arguments on 
both lidesjthe Houfe-adjoiiinLd.tt three 
o’clock to the Cha-nber of railiitnent, 
where their Lordlhips debated till near 
Jiw o'clock, when the following quef- 
tion was put to the Judges: 

“ Whether the p.per delivered to Sir 
b'-lij.nh Impey on the 7th of July 1775, 
jn tiic Supreme Court, to the Secretary 
of the Supreme Council, in order to be 
tranfmitted to the Council as the Refo- 
lutiun of the Court, in refpert to the 
claims made for Roy R.ad.ichiirn, on ac¬ 
count of his being Vadteel otthe Nabob 
? 4 obartfc al Uowlah, and which paper 
was the fulijed of thedeliberation of the 
Council on the 3ill of July 177^, Mr. 
Haltings being there prefent, anti was 
by them tranfmitted to the Court of 
Diieilors as a ground for fuch inllruc- 
lions from the Court of Diredors as 
the occafion might feein torequiie,may¬ 
be admitted as evidence *1 the adiial 
Hate and filuation of theNabob with rt- 
fcrence to the Englilh Governmest ?” 

The Judges having demanded time 
to conlidcr the quell.on, the Lor ds fenl 
a Mcflage to the Commons to acquaint* 
them th.rt they had adjourneil the fui'-. 
ther proceedings in th« trial of Mr 
llaftings to TuciUay, 
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Fit ry-TniRD Day. 

Tui sday, July 7.. 

The Lord Ciianci’llor informed the 
Managers and Counfel, that th^• abovit 
paper, which had been offered in evi¬ 
dence oil Thurfday laf>, ought to be 
read. 

The paper was acccrdinfily read, and 
it appeared that in the opinion of the 
thrle fudges (and there were no more 
X'prefcnt at the time m the Supreme 
Court) the Nabob was not in a litua- 
tion whicli could entitle him to ap¬ 
point fuch Minifters as could be confi- 
dcred in the light of Amlv.lTadorf, or 
entitled to thole piivileges which, by 
the law' of nations, as w’cll as of puti- 
tular ftatcSjWere allowed to the Repie- 
I'eiitativcs ol Sovereign Princes. 

Sir hlijah Impey, one of the three 
Jinlgea who decided upon the claim of 
Roy Rddachiirn, fiul, that the Treaty 
between the C(m:pan3' and the Nabob 
of IJengal, which Roy Kariachurn had 
produced for the purpofe of proving' 
tliat tlie Nabob was a Sovereign Pi hu e, 
and itcognr/X'd .is fuch by the Compa¬ 
ny, fo far fiom proving any fuch thing, 
amounted to a complete furrender of 
the Sovereignty of li-iigal to the Com- 
pail}’ by th it I’rince. 

S rKlijah Impey further obferved, in 
givir.t; his opinion, tb it from the tvi- 
ilence laid btfcie ’he Court on this oc- 
eatioii, it was manifelt that the revenue 
of Bengal was coileoU'd by the Com¬ 
pany, and not by the Nabob. That 
all the cftablifiiments in the houlhold of 
that Primre were under the controiil of 
the Company, by whom the ptifons 
■who filled all thole offices were nomi¬ 
nated and appointed. That the Nabob 
hid no other revenue for his fuppoit, 
than that which was allowed and paid 
to him by the Company. In a word, 
that though the pomp and pageantry of 
a court were not taken from him, he 
had nothim; left of the reality or Jub- 
Jiance of Ro y a L t Y or S o v e u 11G N r V; 
^aml Iheseforc the Court could not tn- 
dme that the name of Nabob 

li’ionid bethruft in between a dclitKiucnt 
jliiil the 

Mr. Juftice I.e Miitre, another of 
the Judges, faid lhorily,that he would 
not treat luduroujly a fubjeit that the 
Supreme Council of Bengal had thought 
jjropcr to refer to the Judges for their 
•opinion ; at the fame tune he declared 
he did not know how to treat it fe- 

I'lic Supreme Council had fent tn 
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the Supreme Court of Judicature tin 
Memorial delivered to the Board in 
the name of Roy Radachurn, in which 
the claim to the prijfilegcs of an A'n- 
baffiuior was affirricd by the memiorir- 
lilt.—On that claim the Supreme Coun¬ 
cil dciired the opinion of the Judges. 

Mr. Juftice Hyde, the thiid Judge, 
fald, that as it was clear from evidence 
that every man in the provinces of the 
Nabob who was conci rncd in the col- 
leiftion of the revenues, and every man 
who made a rontraft with any Europe¬ 
an to the amount of more than 5C0 rn.. 
pees, w'as fubjefl and amenable to the 
Englifli Court of Judicature, it miift be 
admitted that the Nabob d d not pofleftf 
the one great niaik of sovereicn'i y, 
—th-; powerof protecung l is lubjeifts: 
.nnd It followed that lie who could not 
protedt his fuhjefts fiom a foreign ju- 
dicatuic, even when they were within 
the limits of his capital or refidciict, 
could not beftov. upon any one of them 
a charadter which could protect therai 
againftthc lawn of England, when vio¬ 
lated in a place far n moved from the 
Nabob’s refidcnce, and where theEng- 
li/h laws alone we|,e k’lown to prevail. 
The inference w':ig plain and obvious, 
that fncli a prince was in te.'ilily no 
more than a cypter in the ftate, and iii- 
caj’able of imparling to any of his ftr- 
vjuts th..t tharadtev which none but 
fovcreigiis can bcilu'W on the char.adter 
of Amhatfatlor. 

Such appenrid to bethe Prince whom 
Mr. IJaftiiigs and his Coiiniel had re- 
prefented as a sovekhcn Piince, who 
had chiimed as belonging to him the 
riglit of appointing his own minifters 
and officers of juftice, and whofe claim 
could not be juftly rtfilicd. 

Mr. Burke caiiled various minutes of 
co-.lultations in the Supreme Council 
to be read, irom which it appeared that 
the Nabob having fignified by letter, 
that being then of fniTicient age to ma¬ 
nage his own affairs, he dtfired they 
might he lett to his management, and 
tli-tt the Company would leave to him 
the appointment of bis own cfliccrs ; 
Mr. H-.fiings moved in Council, that 
the Board Ihould comply with the de- 
lire of the Nabob- 

Mr. Francis retjfted the motion, and 
faid, tlvti fince the decifion of the Su¬ 
preme Court of Judicature, in the cafe 
of Roy R'ad.achurn, in which the fttua- 
tion of the Nabob was fo much cun,i 
cerned, it was a matter of very great 
delicacy to deleimine upou the icqueft 
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of tKat Princf, He moved, therefore, 
that a copy of the Nabob’s letter flioiild 
be fent to the Court of Diieftors } and 
that the Board flronJd vrait the plcafure 
of the Dirr ftot s, before any anfwer was 
returned to the letter. 

Mr. Whcler, another Member of the 
Counril, concurred in opinion with 
Mr. Francis ; and it was finally refolv- 
ed that no further ftep (hould be take n 
by the Council, until the Court of Di- 
reftors fljonld have fent them over in- 
ftriiftions how to afl. 

Ib)V\evir, in foroc fliort time after, 
Mr. liallin<;P, who wanted to comply 
■with the requifiticn ot theNabol), only 
that h,- him/- (/’might have rrnlly the ap- 
pnintimiit of ali that Pro cc's miniOers 
and otficerf, whilft the Kominal appomt 
inent (liould appear to be in the Nabob, 
acquiring a majority in the Counci' by 
the recovery ef Mr. Biiwell, wbo had 
been mdiipoied, canl’ed the abiwe refo- 
lution to be lelcmded, and then got the 
Council to comply with the Nabob’s 
rtquilition. 

in coni’cqiicnce of this Mohammed 
Rez» K-haii was removed, and Muniiy 
Begum placed imt e more at the head of 
the N<ibol)’s aff ir.'. 

Tlte allov mce given her by Mr. 
Halfingii wa., 12,000 iiipees a-mo.itn, 
eir 14,^001. a year, whilft tnat of the 
Nabob’s tnvn tiwhn amounted to only 
two-thirds f f that fum 5 and to R-jah 
Gourtlafs and another pcifon a laiary 
was given, which, toeetlier with tb. t 
of Moil, v Begum, made the whole 
30,cool- a-vear. 'I'his lutnwas not pod 
out of the Nabob’s allowance, but out 
ot Ihc funds of the CompAoy 

All this appeared to be contrary to 
the general tcnoi of the orders fent out 
by the Court of U.ie£iors. 

Mr. Burke informed the Lo:ds, that 
be was going to produce tvdence to 
prove tliat the appointment of Miiimy 
Btgum to the management of the Na¬ 
bob’s affairs was followed by the moft 
fatal confrqiiences. The admmiftration 
of jiiftice was ncglcflcd, the police of 
the eonntiy was totally difregardtd, 
and viurdtn and robberia were daily 
commuted, bccaufe there was no po¬ 
lice to prevent the.n, and the Hws l>e 
ing inaiViw, impunity followed of com fe 
Ike tomin'flion tjf crimes. 

Mr, Law faid, he c<uild fee no ground 
wliich the evidence efferfd hy the 
Hop. Manager could be made applicable 
to the charge then under the cPRlide- 
paMpfiof tbfif apPoiflS* 


ment of Mtintiy Begum, in i 774 » 
made a oharge againft Mr. Haftings : 
fafls which were many years fubfequent 
torthat appointment, could not be ad¬ 
duced to prove that the placing of 
Munny Begum many years before at 
the head of the Nizamiit, was the effect 
of a corrupt intent in Mr. Haftings. 

Mr. Burke infilled, that the fa£ls 
which he was going to give in evidence 
weie fti ifily in point, to prove the in- 'f 
tent of the prifoner m railing the Be¬ 
gum to this ofiii-e, to have been cor¬ 
rupt. Thefe facts had come to the 
knowledge of Ivlr Haftings ; bnd yet, 
fo far from having taken any fteps to 
remove the Begum, or to check her for 
having fuffered juftice to Iltep, that he 
took every oppoitunity to lliew her that 
his frienoflup lor her was not to be 
lllaken by her mal-adminiftration. 

Mr. Law withdrew his oppofilion to 
the evidence. 

And then the papers called for by 
Mr. Bui be wcreiead. 

Mr. Biiike next proved, thatMr.Haft- 
inga, not thinking this woman, whom 
he had fo often appointed to various 
nations, in oppofition to the Court of 
Diretlois, and to vv,hc)m he had made 
fuch a liberal allowance out of the 
Company’s money, fiifliciently reward¬ 
ed, wrote to the Court of Directors, 1 
and recommended her to tlieir libera¬ 
lity. In thai letter, which was read, 
he- took the libeity ot advifing the Com¬ 
pany to fettle upon her a pcnlion of onr 
lack -ind 10,000 rupees a year. All this 
he did after he knew Ihc had declared 
tliat flic had given him large bribes, 

Mr. Law defired that a letter m'ght 
he nad, fiom which it would appear 
that the Court ot Dircclors had finee 
wrote to Lord Cornwallis, ordering his 
Lordfliip to enquire into the lituaticn 
of the Begum, and report whether it 
appeared to him that file flood in need 
of a pention. 

Mr. Burke faid that there was no ne- 
cefUty for the reading of the letter^ 
mentioned by the learned Gentleman, 
as he was ready to acknowledge it had 
been fent to Lord Cornwallis. 

However, iH order to obviate the 
infei rnee that might be drawn fi om that 
letter, he faid 1 e would prove that 
Munny Begum flood in no need of a 
penfion, for th.it flie had many very 
great refources, fsom which llie de¬ 
rived confiderable wealth. Thofe rc- 
fou ces, he faid, wcie fuch as would 
furprize Hmir J^rdfbipS} particidaily 



after they had heard the high charafter 
which Mr. Haftings bad given of her in 
his recommendatory letter to the Court 
of Direftors, in which he had deferibed 
her as a woman whole purity the breAh 
of calumny had never dared to fully. 
This woman of unfullied purityi their 
Lordfliips would rememberi had been 
proved by evidence at their bar to have 
lOeen a dancing girl and a projlitute: 
and when he ftiould mention to them 
one of her extraordinary fources of 
wealth, they would think fhe was bu¬ 
lled in thoie employments only which 
became a jm&le, and the wiiiow of a 
great Prince. But not to detain their 
Lordihips any longer, he would inform 
them that this paragon of pnrity, this 
Munny Begum, kept the gieateiV gin- 
Ihop in all Afia, from the tomb of Ma¬ 
homet at Meica to the furtlieft extre¬ 
mity of country in which the Mahome¬ 
tan religion prevailed 

She carried on a moft extenlive trade 
in fpintuous hqvorst and had got into 
her own hands the monopoly of them 
in the city of Moorfliedabad, the reli- 
dence of the Nabob and of herfelf. 

In carrying on this trade, fo fit Tor a 
ivoman, and a perfon in her fituation, 
file had thrown tRe revenue of that de- 
parlmcn: of ihat city into great coiifii- 
lion, for flie relufed to pay any duty for 
fpirits imported in her name, nr, in 
other words, for almoli all the fpirits 
confumed in Moorlhedabad. The pro¬ 
fit (he madi^ hy this trade might in fome 
meafuie be calculated from thcdccreafe 
in the cniioras on fp'ciis in that city, 
which was alarmingly great. 

Ageiitlem.<n,rpeaking upon this trade 
earned on by a ftmale, had wittily ob- 
ferved, that ns >t was an opinion 
among the Mahooietans, that ivomtn 
have no fouls, this Lady might have 
thought pioper to take up this trade to 
lliew they were not deheient in Jpirit. 

Mr. Law for a while refilled ttie pro- 
duflion of the paper, by which it was 
to be proved that the Begum carried on 
this trade in fpirits; aliedging that as the 
paper was dated in lySt, it ought not 
to be admitted in fupport ot a charge 
founded on an ad done in 1774. How¬ 
ever, he at lall withdrew his oppoli- 
tion ; and that the remark which he had 
juil made being taken down as part of 
the trial, he wopld no longer oppofe 
the reading of the paper.—It was ac¬ 
cordingly read, and proved what Mr. 
^urke had allcdgcd. 

Mr. Burke faid be did not intend to 


offer any more •written evidence in fup¬ 
port of that part of the charge which he 
had opened. But as Mr. Hallings had 
faid in fome minutes which were before 
their Lordihips, that the letters under 
the hand and leal of the Begum, and 
the anfwers which Ihe had lent to que¬ 
ries tranfmitted to her hy Mr. Hallings, 
had been obtained by Mr. Coring in an 
unjullifiable manner; as he had alferted 
that Mr. Goring had azecel the Begum, 
and made her fay whatever a dread of 
him infpired, the Managers thought it 
proper to call Coring, for the pur- 
pofe of proving that he had ufed no 
threat or unbecoming influence what¬ 
ever to procure the letters and anfwers 
in quediun. 

Mr. Law faid, that if the Managers 
firlt produced tnc minutes entered by 
Mr. Hallings as evidence againll him- 
ftlf, thefe minutes ought to be conli- 
dered as the zvttnrjfes tor the profecu- 
tion; and thcreicre the Managers 
Ihould not be permitted to tifparage 
them, by afterwards endeavouring to 
prove that they vacic Lur.. 

Ml. Burke obferved, that this was a 
paltry argument, far below the dignity 
of the learn- d Gentleman who had ufed 
it. Their Lordlhip-, he faid, would 
recollecl whence the Commons derived 
their evidence—from the recoids of 
the Eall India Company, made up by 
the culprit himfelfand therefore, as 
thofe records were produced by the 
Managers as wiineffn for pro]ccH~. 
tion, they were in I'.ct the zvitncjjes of 
the pr if oner. The f.imc miglit be laid 
of the liwng witncllci who had lieea 
examined at tlie bar. There was not 
one of them, except Mr. Goiing, who' 
was not a creature of the pnloner, to 
whom, with the (ingle exception he had 
already made, they <.i// oe.cd their for¬ 
tunes. 

Mr. Goring indeed was a witPtfs of 
a diflercnt dcfcription ; he owed no¬ 
thing to Mr. Hallings ; he was not his 
creature or dependant; nor dul he own 
to him a fhilling of the foitin.c he pof- 
lell'ed. Mr. Goring, then, w.,!, die 
only perfon who had yet been examin¬ 
ed, who might truly be called the 
witnefs of the profecutors. helwten 
them and this GtiUleman there was no 
other commifitication or i oniiexion than 
that whirh ought to lubfifl hrlvvren an 
honefi witnefs and an knnefl profecutor. 

The minutes recorded by Mr. iHft. 
ingsiiad been given in evuleiKc by the 
Managers, t|)at their Lurulhips might 
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**rethc pTftfncis under winch 
!(((• defended his coiulnf^. But forely 
It'wouhJ not,be advanced by any manj 
taicept the learned CouniVl, t^:.u he- 
iisatHe the Manager# had piven jhct'e 
^tences in evidence, they weie jn;t ro 
fcr afterwards at liberty to fliew that 
tbefe pretences were/rr//e» 

‘ It was at this time Jive o’clock, and 
fSc Lords were going to rif.-, when 
Btjrfce begged leaws- to infor'w them, 
tfiAt whenever they Ihonld detcrnvne 
Blsat Mr. Owing might be cxarnii.ed, 
Vm examinition would take up a very 
Iftorttime; and with that esiminatimr 
tbje Manager9 interder. toclufe the evi¬ 
dence in luppnrt of the charge relative 
to bribes, which ire (Mr. Burke) bad 
«y>ciicdj—-ind that immediately aticr 
3ir.G»>ring ilw old have been exnminjd, 
IfiJiv Aatii iither, one of the Managers, 
'voidJ op.n the icmatnder of the 
,dtarge. < 

Mr. Burke having given this infnr- 
■Sivtinn, tlicir Lordflnps immediately 
j^juuruedo 

Fifty-Foortk Day. 

Wednesday, July S. 

The Lord Chincellor informed the 
Itta-nagers and the Counfvl for the Dc- 
^od.vnt, tbit their Lortiihips having 
riuken into confideration the ol>ji‘c):inns> 
'Hated i>y the Counfel to the requilitinn 
ilruie by the Managers, “ that Mr. 
M^rtag might be exauiinrd," together 
^ith the argnmtnls ufed hy the Ma- 
Itlugirs to Ihew that they were entitled 
ilo produce evidcrc; to lefute forae 
ijpoirHS contained in nvniitts of Mr. 
tJlirllinsjs already given in evidence, 
Hhad refidved, ‘^that the qneflions lu 
K^ich the tion. Managers vviihed to 
^iMain anfo'ers from Mr. Goring, evg/it 
mt fa put." 

Mr. Burke bearing this, faid that the 
Wan ag-rs-ftinmitted lo this decition of 
ttrcllauic, but could by no n cans ac- 
«|«tcfcc with lalisfAction in the propj fety 

Spfd. 

\ Trie l.ord Chancc'tor intcrriirring 
llj«!,.f.i'd, ir VMS the duty of the Houie 
|o r.y riown the rhle of pmcecdirg. 

/ “ 1 know ir, my Lord,*’ r« j.licd Mr. 
Atrkv} *■* and it is not Icfs my <!nty 
§vthan h is my .inelm.ition, to reiV’V 
r .ruy rule yvhieh the I].idle tn.ry think 
^ pvviper to lay down, lam f,>re tliey 
P are ailxu’iis to ground their rnics 
P upon.,the lotiuclelt pnociples j and I 

atift- ■t^onyinecd they- determine from' 
^(hrt ihptives. But wheu the 


“ prccife principles which govern theJ#' 
** dctcrminalioiis are not known tome* 
it is im^Oible-lbat 1 (hould approve 
“ whil I have no opportunity of hiKo- 
“ Ajj. JJvcry ail of this lloufe claims 
** my re/ped ; but approbaiton rnuK be 
“ the efft& of » thorough ktrowledge of 
“ all the grounds on whtcb a» act i» 
** ehabliOied. 

“ By this determination of your^^ 
** Loi'dthips, the Managers are put in 
** a fituation fingularly aukward. They 
** have given in evidence certain docu- 
“ uients figned and recorded by the pri- 
“ foncr. Thefe dnciiments contain bit 
datemenls of fads, and airign the 
“ motives for bis conduft. In laying 
“ thefe documents before yoar Lord- 
“'Ihips, the Mimgers meant only to 
“ Ihew that the prifooer bad falh&ed 
the trnnfjflmns to which they le- 
lated: the Man;igers intended after- 
“ Hoards to prove that the colourings 
“ given by the pnfuner to iheic fatts 
“ wereand nothing belter than 
*’ pretcAtSf to whieh he had bten ob- 
** liged to refort to conceal his in 
“ the iraiifailions to which the Mana- 
gv-rs alluded, and which, if Bated 
“ truljr and J'uh ly, would prove the 
charges that bad bceti brought againft 
“ h'm. 

“ But now,-tbe Managers find thcra- 
“ filves ilupped by your LoiUlbips' re- 
•* folution, which places them exactly 
“ in lb s fitoaion—That they originally 
^ gtvc in evidence certain documents 
** procetding from the ptifoncr, with a 
*'• view afterwards to prove that they 
“ contained a falfe llateroent of fattf, 
made by the prifoner himfelf for the 
purpofe of concealing his guilt : 
“ but DOW thofc decuments are to u- 
'* main uncontradided j and thofevery 
“ inilrumentsy which were intended as 
proofs of bis crimes, arc now to be 
“ left as evblcnce of his innocence. 

“ Your Lordlhips’ refolutioii ap- 
**■ pearing in this point, it ia not fui-« 
“ priling that it does not give Jatii/ao 
“ //.y« to the Managers, who luvcrtbc- 
** ids fubmit to it with that refpe^t 
“ vvhich is due to an aCl of thift 

Mr. Burke having made this fliort 
fprecli informed their Lordihips, th.tt 
until fome Mcvt ground ihoiild occur^ 
on which he might again c.tU upon the 
Houfe to rccrive that-evidence which 
from their rt folution this day he learnt 
they were not difpofed to admit rtow^ 
he not intend to offer any more tvi- 
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^Sence for the prefentym fupport of that 
fart of the charge which h*ad had the 
honour of opening to their LordHtips. 

Mr. Law waa proceeding to enter a 
counter > proteft againft the proteft 
which Mr. Burke had entered agatnft 
the decilion of their Lordfliipib but he 
was interrupted by 
The Lord Chancellory who obfervedy 
'*'that what had been faid by the Hon. 
Manager coucerued the Houfe only, 
and not the caufe in which the learntd 
Counfcl wascuncerned, which was I'ole- 
ly the defence of hia client.—Whatever 
might he the opinion of tlie Pulilic r'e- 
fpeding the decilions of that Houfcy it 
wasehedaty of their Lordfiiips tode- 
ternnine according to the dictates of 
their judgment and their confcienccy 
and to do Jufttce between the accui'cis 
and the accui'ed. 

Mr. Anftvuther informed the Houfe, 
that bis Hon. Colleague having con¬ 
cluded the fii It part ot the chargey't had 
fallen to ^ lot to open the lcc<ind.The 
cafe which Be ws# now going to make 
out embraced a variety ofobjedls* and 
would iKcefi'artly lead him into minute 
detailsy and dilcuilions of cundderable 
length. • 

The Lord Chancellor faidyhe wilhtd 
to. alk the Hon. Matiager, whether it 
was in his power to ftate to the Houfcy 
within what time he thought he Diou'd 
lie able to conclude both his opening, 
atti) the evidence which he meant to 
‘adduce in fupport of it. If he under- 
ftood right, the part of the ch<nge 
which he was going to open, was dil- 
tinfl: from that vvhi:h for ibme time paft 
bad occupied the lioufe. 

His in af^ting the Hon. Mana¬ 
ger within what ipace of time he 
ehoughl Ins could bring thofe points to 
a concliifioiiy was to confull the conve¬ 
nience of the Comt and of the parties 
concerned, as far as it could he con- 
fiiltcd conlittently with public Judit'c. 
On the one hand, be did not wiSi to de¬ 
lay the proccrtlings; and on the other, 
he would not wiUt to break tlwm off in 
the middle of an opening fpecch. tic 
would be glad, therefore, if the .Hon- 
M mager would iiilbrm the Houfe whe¬ 
ther he thought that within the fpace 
of two or three days he could conclude 
the evidence which was to follow his 
' iTpeech. 

Mr. Andruther f-id, thijt unitonbt* 
«dly the cafe which hCyvas about to 
(opeUi was ycry di(liniS,^b'i 5 |*..thai which 
ibaul W«I» by the 


It rtferred to bribes taken Iry Mr. 
ings ill four or five different provinces! 
of Bengal, exclulive of the large fvm 
which be received ^t Calcutta from ll<e> 
jah Nobkiffen. 

Thele diifcrent bribes were fo far froki 
being conne^Ied with thofe opened 4rf 
the other Hon* Manager, that iJief’ 
were not conue^ed with one another^ 
but each of them might form a feparatte 
and diftin^ charge.' 

In opening the cafe of thefe bribesj -it 
would be his duty, he fiid, to go very 
much at length into the hift<'iy of 4lw 
prifoner's Adminillration, and todL-tc<l$ 
the nuniberlefs fdfehoods in which lie 
had invcloped thofe a'.is which were 
now charged u'pon him as crinr.ei- 
He Ihuuld have occafion xlfo tofhew 
the many dreadful confcquetuxis HifC 
had attend* d, on many o.-cafii.ns, the 
receipt of Icveral cf Uiofe bribes ; tmA 
paiticularly he (hoiild be obliged to‘go 
into a minute iiiveftigation of a fubjodfc 
whicls had lately been treated with vciW 
indeCLiU levity ; he meant ihc 
of the ciuelties tx^rciicd by Dehy Singis, 
in which be would prove fuch a pe^rtki- 
pation on tne pin of the prif.ner, iis 
would bring home to him ibc reSpot^ 
iihty with which the Commojui, huA 
charged him on that lnead. 

In whit length of time hellmtildbr 
able to accompliih this, he could tHji; 
take upon hinifclf to dctcimine. Tb« 
would depend much U(.x>n tlic 
tioiis wj)ich the CounftJ for tbeprilqruar 

? flight think proper to make to thealif- 
erenc articles of evidence which *4*6 
Managers might find it neceffary ik# 
clVer. 

He feartd then, that hov^ever crotj- 
cile he tni(.ht ivdh tube, it would 4se 
impofl'ibie for him to bring a worked 
fuch extent to a cotichifion in the fhoifi 
fpace of time mentioned by bis ‘Luul- 
fliip. 

To whatever the Houfc tliould eUw 
termine on the fuhjeft lie was ready .ki 
fuhir.it. If they willud him to *pro- 
cted, he would enter upon bUtalki/K- 
mcdiately. If they could uot Ipare ^ 
much lime at the prefeiit period tff^iM 
ft'ilion as he thought he flioutd haw 
occafiou to confuine, be did -not wm 
to put their iTordfhips to any incotufc- 
nience. 

The Lord Chancellor, on beari*^ 
this, fiiut up his note-hook, aiul wiai 
going to leave the wooliack, when , . 

Mr. Hafl nga immediauly addr^d 
khc-Cuurt in the iblloui .g wir^cc.. 
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•* My Lobd$» 

** May I bt permitted to offer a few 
words to your Lor(}(hip$ ?——— 

“ 1 feei myfelf unequal to the occa- 
fioB which fo fuddenly calls upon me 
to ftate to your Lordihips what I feel 
of the unexampled hardfhips of this 
Trial.—I came here to-day utterly un¬ 
prepared for filch an event as that 
which 1 perceive now impending; I 
therefore entreat your LortlOiips indul¬ 
gence for a few moments, while I te- 
colieft myfelf.- 

** I miift beg you will be pleafed to 
confidcr the lituarion in which 1 ftancl, 
and the awe which I miift unavoidably 
feel, in addrefling this auguR aflcinbly. 
I have already, in a Petition prtfcnttil 
to your Lordihips in the beginning of 
this year, reprefeuted the hariUhips and 
grievances, and but a part of the h.nd- 
ftiips and grievmces, which 1 'thought 
1 had fuRained when only ont year of 
this Impeachment had paffed. Thefe 
have accumulated,—many of “ them 
have proporlionably accumulated, with 
the lime that has (ince elapftd : hut in 
my fciife of them,” they have been in¬ 
finitely aggravated, when I have feen fo 
little done, and fo much time expend¬ 
ed ; fuch a long period confumed, and 
yet not one-tenth part of one lingic Ar¬ 
ticle of the Twenty which compofe 
the Charge, brought to a conclulion 
on the part of the profecution only- If 
five months have been thus confumed, 
■what period, my Lords, lhail 1 cfti- 
tnat • as necciriry for the remainder of 
the Impeachment ? My life, in any efti- 
mation of it* will not be fuflicient. It 
is impofliblc that I fliould fiirvive to its 
clufe* if continued as it has hitherto 
proceeded; and although I know not 
■what to make the fpecifick prayer of 
my petition, I do befeech your Lord- 
Ihiph to conlider what injury my health 
and my fortune mult fullain, if it be 
your determination that I muft wait 
till it ftiall pleafe the JuRice, the can¬ 
dour of the Hon. lloufe of Commons-, 
which has impeached me before your 
Lordihips, to dole this profecution. 

My Lords, I hope I Riall not be 
thought to deviate from the refp-dl 
which I leel, equdly, l^am fine, with 
any man living, lor this higli Cniirt, if 
1 fay, that had a precedent cxiRed in 
England, of a man accufe-i and ini- 
peachid as I have been, wliofe Trial 
bad actually been prolrafled to fuch a 
length, or if 1 had conceived it poflible 
that mint could have been I'o protrud¬ 


ed, I hope your Lorddiips will pardon 
me if I fay—I would at once have 
pleaded guilty ; I would not have 
iuRained thisTrial j I would have reRtd 
my caufe and my charaffer, which is 
much dearer to me than life, upon that 
truth, which fooner or later will fliew 
itielf. This, my Lords, I would have 
done, rather than have fubmitted to a 
trial, which of itfclf has been a punilh-"'^ 
ment a hundred times more ftvere than 
any piinilhment your Lordihips could 
have inffi£led upon me, had 1 pleaded 
GUILTY. What muft I not continue 
to experience, by a life of impeach¬ 
ment ? 

“ And now, my Lords, I beg leave 
to fubmit my cafe to your Lordihips, 
well knowing that if it is in your power 
to apply a remedy to the hardihips 
which I have fuftained, and to thole 
which 1 am yet likely to fiiifer, your 
I.ordRiips will do it. 1 cannot be fo 
utireafonable as to expedt that your 
Lordlh ps fliould walle of your 

time in the contiiiuation''of this t;ial, 
when the year is fo much advanced, 
and when, as I believe, by the cuftom 
of Parliament, it has been ufiial for 
your Lordfliips to refire from the bufi- 
iicfs of the Seflion; I do therefore 
humbly fubmit myltif to your Lord¬ 
lh ips jiiftice and goodnefs. Yet if the 
H%^iiourable Managers could propofe a 
fliort time, fuch a period asyourLord- 
fliips could afford, in order to clofe this 
Impeachment, w'hich 1 have been told 
(perhaps falfcly) was to end with the 
prefent article, I fliould be willing in 
that cafe even towaive any defence, ra- 
ther than protraA the deciiion to ano- 
tlur year—it may be for many years ; 

I would pray your Lordlliips to pro- ■ 
ceed to ludgment on the evidence 
Y^iich my Prolecutors have adduced for 
my convidion. 

“ My Lords, I hope 1 have faid no¬ 
thing that is dilVefpe£lfiil to yuur Lord- 
lliips; I am fure 1 have felt no other feii- 
timents than thole of deference and rc- 
fpett for this great Aflcmbly.” 

't'hc Lord Chancellor obferved to 
Mr. llaftings, that the delay now pro- 
pofed was not occaGoned or defired by 
the il/aHflgm. He had himlelf fug- 
geftid the idea of it, with a view to 
confult the convenience of the Houle, 
as f«r as was compatible with the end* 
of'juftice ; and be affured Mr. Haft- 
ings, that in the refolution which the 
Houfe fliould adopt with refpe£t to the 
intended Uelayi every attention Ihould 
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be paid to the ideas that he had fub- 
inifttid co^hc Hoafe. • 

A motion was then made to adjourn 
to the Chamber of I’arhamcntj and the 
Koufe bi.ing rcfuincd. 

The Lord Prtfident * r.rofe, and faid, 
from what their Lordfliips had heard in 
the Court below, it was impulllble to get 
through the tenth part of the next part 
^ the Charge, before their Lorcifliips 
^ would Ivjfe the aifiltance of the learned 
Judges. Hts Lordfhip then touched 
upin what had fallen from Mr. flatt¬ 
ings, and faul he w.is convinced there 
avas not a Noble Lord prefent who had 
heard what th^t milVrable man had mo- 
deftly fubmitted, but whofc humanity 
went h.and in hand with h'm, f<ir giving 
every alfiftance to his f.u'plicition that 
lay in tlit-ir p/wer, conJifter.t with the 
rules of juttict i but his Lurdlliip faid, 


it was not in the power of that Houfe 
to aifift him, let them be ever fo detir« 
ous of doing To: they were bound to 
lit it out, be it ever f* long. Many of 
their Lordfliips might not live to fee the 
conclulion. It was a proceeding which 
in its nature rhis Country had never be¬ 
fore experienced, and it was beyond 
the gift of forcfight to tell when an end 
would be put to it: all that he (hould at 
prefent move was, “ That the further 
confidcration be j^ut off* to a future 
d.y ” 

It was then moved, “ That this 
“ IJoulc proceed further on the Trial 
“ of Warren liattings, Efq. on the firfi 
“ 7'uef/lay in the next Sellion of Pariia- 
** meut; and that a nricffage be fent to 
“ the Commons to acquaint them 
“ therewith.’* 

Agreed to, eon!'ji.liii’itc. 


Karl of Caindta. 
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WAB^REN HASTINGS, Efq. Bcc^ 


PART III. 

Fifty-Fifth Day. ceived a fnm of money. That thefe 

Tuesday, Feb. i6. furas were either never accounted for* 

t)ElNG the day appointed for re- or applied to the fervice of the Coro- 
^ fuming the proceedings on the pany; or when they were, it was done 
Charges exhibited by the Commons an the approach of the moment of de* 
Bgainft Warren Haftings, Efq. about te£iion. That he had no right to have 
one o'clock Mr. Burke appeared, lead- taken thefc Prefents, though be ihouldi 
ing the procellion of Managers. ^ have applied them all to the ufe of the 
The Lords having concluded their Company. That he had employed the 
proceffion, and being arranged in due worft of men for the worft of purpofes | 
Form, Mr. Haftings was brought to the and that at the time he knew them ta 
bar on his knees. Having, as ufuai, be fo» by his raking into the jails of 
obtained permillion lo rifci the procla- Patna, and fele£ling the convided fe- 
mation of filence was made, and the Ions of Calcutta, to domineer over and 
Managers deGred to proceed. plunder provinces, as the 'inftrumenti 

Mr. Anftrutber then rofe. In obe- of his rapacity, 
dience, he faid, to the commands of The adts of difobedience which he 
the Commons of Great Britain, he had fhould inftance, he faid, would be nu- 
now to fubmit to their Lordlhips the merous; it would be for their Lord- 
remaining part of the offences of Mr. ihips to infer, from concomitant cif- 
Haftings on the fcore of Frefents \ the cumftances, the corrupt motives in 
outlines of which he bad in fome de- which they had originated. To alHft 
gree deferibed to them at the clofe of their Lordlhips in drawing this infer- 
the laft SeflTion. What they had hither- ence, be would contrail the opiniona 
to beard in the former Charges, of atro- and actions of Mr. Haftings at differ- 
cious offence in the cxpuiiion of a ent periods relating to the fame objedl. 
Prince and the plunder of Provinces, At one period, Mr. Haftings in hii 
related chiefly to the External Govern- minutes in Council, and in bis dif^ 
ment of Mr. Haftings in India, in which patches to the Court of Diredlori, con- 
be was (hewn to be opprelEve, cruel, tended, that the revenue was fo inti- 
and tyrannical. mately connefled with the general go^ 

They were now to be informed of vernment of the country, that the Su^ 
his Internal GoYcmment, which wonld prene Council could not delegate iti 
be fonnd to be corrupt, as well as op- powers with fafety,evcn for a moment^ 
prefliTe and tyrannicali He had to to any man or fet of men whatever. But 
ftate to them, that in every inftance be at another period he found it eonve- 
difobeyed the command and injunc- nient to his corrupt purpofes to abandon 
tion of hi* maftert. He had to this opinion, andjtake up another, not 
ftate, that be had alfo a£led contra- only different from it, but diamettfcaaiy 
didory to thofe Yery regulations he oppofite to it; for he eftablilhed a 
himfelf recommended.- He bad Revenue Board, to which he delegated 
Ulfo to ftate, that to every inftance the whole power of the Supreme Coun- 
where he pradifed thofe unwarrantable cil over the finances of Bengal. 
tUnovations and ads of difobedience, it That the objed of this delegaftionf 

Invariably happened that be always re- was corrupt, would appear from a Va- 

R riesy 
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fiety of circuinftiinccs. Had the Su- 
reme Council retained the controul 
▼cr the revenue, the oppreilion of the 
Provinces, the bire-faced peculations 
mull have been known to it, and con- 
fequently checked and fupprcflVd, and 
the Governor-Gent ral could not carry 
on his fyftem of corruption. 

At this Board of Revenue he placed 
Mr. D.ivid Anderibn, Mr. Shore, Mr. 
Croft, and Mr. Carter. The evidence 
of thefe gentlemen, however attached 
they might be to ^Tr. Haftings, would 
convince their Lordlhips, that he had 
fin other objcdl in view in forming this 
Board, than to early on his corrupt de- 
ftgns without controul. 

Ill his reafons for appointing Mr. D, 
Anderfon head of that Board, Mr. Haf¬ 
tings had Hated to the Court of Di- 
jeiftors, that the abilities of this gentle¬ 
man were fo great, that they would be 
of inRnite fei vice to the Company in the 
colle£lion and management of the re¬ 
venue. And yet, though it was on ac¬ 
count of thofe abilities that Mr. Haf¬ 
tings had appointed Mr. Anderfon to 
a feat at that Board, it was very re¬ 
markable that he employed this gentle¬ 
man’s talents in quite another line; 
and for the fpacc of four years he 
did hot afford him an opportunity of 
attending the Board more than 44 
days. If the formation of this Board 
was to be of great advantage to the 
Company, and if Mr. Anderfon was the 
perfon belt qualified by bis talents to 
make it fo, how came it to pafs, that 
out of 14^0 days- that gentleman was 
tioU fuffered to devote more than 44 to 
the bnfinefs of the Board ?—^Whatever 
might be the abilities of Mr. Anderfon 
in the managelnent of the revenue, it 
was clear that Mr. Haftings did not 
want to employ them in that line of 
fervice. In truth, it was not his ob¬ 
ject that this Board Ihould have it in its 
‘power to aift according to the fpirit of 
its pretended inllitution, which was to 
be a check and controul upon the dif¬ 
ferent offices of revenue in the diflTerent 
Provinces. 

That their Lordlhips might be con¬ 
vinced that be did not make fuch an 
auertioii as this without autburity, Mr. 
Anfiruther faiil, he would quote the 
•pinion of the Board itfelf, as delivered 
l^y Mr. Shore and Mr. Croft, two mem¬ 
bers of it. 

Here he read the opinioli from the 
Company's records. It was in fub- 
Hance* That the Members of the Board 
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felt that liiey wer* but cyphers, the 
mert toils of the Dewan { that let their 
abilities be ever lb great, it would b« 
folly Aadfal/ehooel for them to fay that 
they could execute the duties of their 
office with any advantage to the Com¬ 
pany, as the Dewan had it in bis power 
to opprefs and ruin the Provinces, not 
only without any controul from the 
Board, but even without its knovr^ 
ledge. ' 

This being the ftate of the cafe, Mr. 
Anftruther faid, it would be neceffiiry 
for him to (late who was the Dewan 
whom Mr. Haftings had given as an 
affiftant to the Board of Revehue, and 
who made the Members of it his tooht 
and inftruments of his oppreffions. 

This Dewan w.-is no other than the 
famous or rather infamous Gunga Go- 
vin Sing, who was coniidered as the' 
moft unprincipled and flagitious cha- 
raifter in all Indoftan. 

It would be no excufe for Mr. Hat 
tings to fay, that when he appointed 
this perfon Dewan, he did not know 
that his charafter was bad ; for it wap 
the bulinefs of a Governor-General to 
make enquiries, and know that a man 
who was to be apifointed to a moft im¬ 
portant truft had a gooJ charadler.—• 
The truth was, Mr. Haftings knew 
full well that Gunga Govin Sing was 
the veryuutcaft of focicty; that he was 
defpifed by every man who had the 
lead preterdien to either honour or ho- 
nefty. 

When his .-ippointm'. nt was agitated 
in Council, General Clavering and Col. 
Monfon both declared that they heard 
every perfon, as well natives as Euro¬ 
peans, deferibe him as a moft infamous 
charafter. 

In the minute where this debate wan 
recorded, it appeared thRt Mr- Haftings 
himfcif admitted that every one fpoke 
ill of Gunga Govin Sing, and gave him 
a bad character; but he knew him ro 
be a man of abilities, and be had not 
heard that any particular charge had'* 
been proved upon him. This, Mr* 
Anftruther faid, was a moft lingular 
mode of reafoiiing. When charaSer 
became a queftinn, every one knew that 
it was for the general cha raster a man 
was efteemed or defpifed j and as the 
general charatfter of Gunga Govin Sing 
W. 1 S execrably bad, Mr. Haftings (bould. 
have judged him unfit for any lituation 
of truft, although no one particular 
charge of guilt Qiould hava been proved 
againft him. 

Mr. 
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Mr. HaftingSr tie faid, wa» t!ie firft 
perfon who had placid a difhontft man 
in a lituation of great pecuniary truft» 
and in which he was to be a check 
upon corrupt nnen> and alligned as a 
reafun for fuch an appointment) that 
the man pofTeflcd great talents 

That Gunga Govin Sing poftefled 
great talents no one could difpute ; but 
they were the talents of corruption) 
and his coup cfelfni of them was a bribe 
of 40,0001. (teriing) given by him to 
Mr. Hallings. This bribe it was, and 
the profpcft of getting many more, that 
made Mr. Haflings pl-ice at the head of 
the Company's r venue the moft infa¬ 
mous man in all Indoftan. And the 
condudt of this man, whillt he remain¬ 
ed in o ffice, jultified the opinion that 
all liidoflan entertained of him<—he 
carried ruin and devaftation into the 
’ Provinces, and reduced the inhabitants 
to the very loweft ftate of diftrefs. 

Mr. Aiiftrnther adverted next to the 
appointment of Deby Sing to the col¬ 
lection of the revenue in Dinapore. 

In the year 1774, Deby Sing, he 
faid, had been tried and convicted on 
the charges of Mr. Haflings as a felon, 
of extortion and oppreflion, and had 
been proved to have Conducted himfelf 
with a degree of cruelty equal to what 
the utmuft wrath of God could infliCt { 
yet this man was afterwards received as 
the trafom friend of the prifoner, anrl 
made collector of the revenues of Di- 
napore! 

Though Mr. HaAings knew that this 
man was capnble of being guilty of any 
enormity, and fit for any corrupt pur- 
pofe, yet he turned a young Rajah out 
of his country to gratify this monAcr, 
under pretence that he was in arrears to 
the Company, at a deplorable period 
(1777), when famine had added to the 
prifliire of extortion, and cruelty and 
oppreffion had pervaded every part of 
the country. 

This infant Rajah had been exiled 
from his territories, becaufe$ as the pri- 
Toncr had Aatcd, he was indebted 
15,0001. to the Company, at a time 
when Mr. HaAings had in his coffers 
40,oool. of his money. The money 
received from Dinapore from Deby 
Sing, by Mr. HaAings, heinfiAedwas 
a bribe for appointing a vagabond and 
a felon the fucceffbr of the infant iU- 
jah 1 

The friends of Mr.'flaAings, be faid, 
had endeavoured to make out two 
rounds of defence againA the Charges 
rpught againA him in confcqueoce 
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of the fliocking adminiAration of Deby 
Sing. 

One was, that the cruelties faid to 
have been praClifedtby this man, never 
had anyexiAence hiit irt fiction or ima¬ 
gination. The other was, that even if all 
thofe aCts of cruelty aferibed to Dehy 
Sing were founded in truth, they cotlia 
not be charged upon Mr.HaAiugs, v;ho 
could not, with any ihadovv of jiiAict, 
be confiddred as rel'ponfible for them. 

Mr. AnAruther, from various docu¬ 
ments which he read, removed the fir A 
ground of defence, by Chewing that ihe 
cruelties aferibed to Deby Sing were 
but too well founded in truth; that 
confining men in dungeons, loading 
them with irons, fcourging them with 
rods. See. See. were the ordinary modes 
of colleCllng revenue; but that fixing 
fiicks between the fingers, and draw¬ 
ing them together with curds, thruA- 
ing gun-locks and llaAiing powder ia 
the mufcular parts of the body, tying 
father to fon and fcourging both toge¬ 
ther, fcontgiug children before the eyes 
of their parents, &c. &c. were methods 
praCVil'ed only in 1781 and 1782, the 
precife period of Deby Sing’s rdrni- 
niAration. By fuch feverjties uuder 
his adminiAration, armed with the 
powers of Farmer. Controller, and 
Guardian to the young Rajah, were 
the villages depopulated, cultivation 
dcAroyed, and the whole face of the 
country reduced to one dreary waAe, 
with here and there a few wretched inha¬ 
bitants, wbofe fcanty numbers, haggard 
looks, and emaciated bodies, prefented 
only the painful idea, that what was 
now defolate had once been inhabited. 

Mr, AnAruther next Aiewed how 
far Mr. HaAings was refponfible for 
the aCls of Deby Sing. He did not 
mean to fay that he was anfwerable 
for all thofe aCls in the fame degree a* 
if he had done them with his own 
hands ; hut he was anfwerable for the 
calamities which a whole Province had 
fuffered in confcquence of an appoint¬ 
ment made by him from motives of 
corruption; an appointment which he 
had every reafon before-hand to believe 
would occafion, as it certainly did after¬ 
wards occalton, the complete ruin and 
devafiation of a {Populous and wealthy 
Province. 

Having dwelt long upon this topic, 
Mr. AnAruther adverted to the whole- 
fome regulations made by the Court of 
Diredtors, and communicated to Mr. 
HaAings, with orders tp fee them car¬ 
ried into efiedf. 

B a 
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Bomie of thpfe rcgplaiions were, that 

the letting of lands the hereditary 
Zemindars ihouid be preferred to all 
others who fliould bid for them—that 
by whatever tenurtf land was held, the 
tenant fhonid not be ralled upon to pay 
more than the fura ip^jntioned in his 
Ipafe or grant—that noperfon, except a 
hereditary Zemindar, fliould be per¬ 
mitted to hold than faiin of 
the yearly value of one lack of rupees; 
and that it fliould not be lawful for the 
Governor •General to give any farm of 
any value to any r-ativc employed as 
a Banyan by an Kiii ope m. 

From e\cry one of thefe regulations 
had Mr. Haftings dcp.nted. The he* 
seditary Zemindars had been turned 
off; farms to the yearly value of 30, 
fometiines 40 and 50 lacks of rupees 
were given to the fame pet Ion; and 
thofe to whom the larged, bed, and 
greated number of farms had been 
given, were the Banjans of the Com- 
fa>iv’sfervant}B 

But what proved that the deviation 
from the Company’s regulations was 
for cprrupt purposes, was, that not 
one indance of fueb devi.ition occurred, 
which could not be proved to have been 
attended with a prefent, or bribe, to 
Mr- Hadings. 

IVfr. Andruther dated a number of 
mdances in fupport of this aflertion. 
tie fhewed, that from one perfen Mr. 
glidings hid received 40,oo<»l-—from 
another 15,000!.—from another 6000I. 
•^-frorn another 34,000!. 

He alluded to Calcala, another agent 
of Mr. Haftings, a fellow' of infamous 
character. His notoriety, as an un¬ 
principled knave, had been corroborat¬ 
ed by Mr. Anderfon. This man Mr. 
Haftings had vefted with a mod excen- 
(ive authority ; he was d«*fcribcd as the 
yefufe of mankind, who was dreaded 
by the natives more than a vilitation 
from a Mahratta army; and yet this 
wretch had been placed in an odenfi- 
ble fituation for the benefit of the Eaft 
India Company ! 

This 'notorious peculator, it had 
been faid, was continued in ofiice 
merely for the good of th^ Company; 
but he begged leave to remind their 
Lordfliips, that he bad,been turned out 
of ofiice for a defalcation of at lead 

-o,oool.--1 fine, Mr. Hadings faid, 

for the invediturfc of the youn^ Rajah 
of.Dinapore, and which in fa A was 
the only ftory, Mr. Anftruthcr remark¬ 
ed, that could not be true! 

‘ He next called their Lordfhips attention 


to a man of the name of NunJohlB Thit 
man was^t cbara<!ter equally infamous 
as Deby bing, who had been alfo pa¬ 
tronized by the prifoner.—-Mr. Andru¬ 
ther, after reciting a number of frauds 
committed by this accompliihed k arc, 
admitted that he was called before 
the Committee to account for his fla- 
giticna conduift j and the o’^ly anfwcr 
or defence he made was, ** "that he Janit 
A/r. Haflings and Mr. ^ndirfon at Be- 
IMundolol was difmiflcd in 
confcqucncc of this defence, and de¬ 
fied in future the Zemindars. 

The next fiim taken by Mr. Hading* 
was attended, he remarked^ with the 
mod extraordinary circumdances. He 
had rent to a native of Calcutta (Rajah 
Noi/iijen) to borrow three lacks of rur 
pees, and defired him to bring a bond : 
—being intruded with the colleftion of 
a great province, and ftippofing he 
owed a large fum to the Company, he 
requeded Mr. Hadings to accept the 
money ;—but the fa£l was, the Com¬ 
pany owed this Colleiftor 40,000!. 
and therefore, though he difpatchcd 
him without perfeAing the bond, he 
could have been, he thought, conviA- 
ed of refudng a bi-ybe, or be charged 
with refuling one! 

Mr. Andruther adverted then to 
another Charge, which he pledged 
himfelf to fupport by the mod; fatis- 
faftory evidence Tin's was a fum of 
ONE HUNDRED and FIFTY THOUSAND 

RUPELs received, given him by the 
Rajah of Nadea, who fent for the pri¬ 
foner to witnefs his will. This man 
afterwards fell into arrears with the 
Company, and was confined in irons, 
though Mr. Haftings had enough or 
the unfortunate Rajah’s property in 
his coders to pay the balance! 

All the appointments made in con- 
fequence of bribes, proved fatal to the 
Provinces, and ruinous to the Compa¬ 
ny’s intereft. Everywhere the people 
were required, contrary to the Com¬ 
pany's orders, to pay greater rents for 
their lands than were fpecified in their 
Icafes; and in the end were ruined. 

And fo completely had thefe Co}- 
leflors of the Revenue fleeced the 
country, that the Supreme Council 
found it nectfldry to lower the rents in 
many diftrifis, and let the lands for 
lefs money than bad ever been paid, 
cither by the prefent poiTclTois, or their 
immediate predecATors. 

Mr. Andruther touched afterwards 
upon the Prefent of ioio,ocol. from the 
>labob of Oude to Mr. Haftings, and 

upon 
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wpoti the defence fet up by the latter 
refpefting all the different Pret'nts that 
he bad received, and which he faid 
he aftti wards paid to the Company, jis 
having taken them originally tor the 
Company’s ufe. 

He fhewed that concealment was the 
original intention of Mr. Haftings ; for 
when he paid the money received by 
him i;i Prefents into the Company's 
treafiiry, he took bunds for it made 
payable to himfelf. Why did he do 
this }—Becaufe it was not his intention 
that the Company Ihould ever know he 
was lending it its own money. And 
why did he alterwards indoife or aflign 
thofe bonds to the Company ? Becaufe 
he feared he could no longer conceal 
the means by which he had acquired 
the money for which he had taken the 
bonds.—Mr. Anftruthcr fhewed after¬ 
wards, that though thefe bonds had 
been afligned to the Company, Mr Hat- 
tings had obtained payment for fomeof 
them : and this he faid he would prove 
when he fliouM produce his evidence. 

Mr. Anftruthcr afterwards took no¬ 
tice of the letter written by Mr. Haf- 
tlngs from India, in which he made a 
dif'eovery of the n)eans by which he 
obtained the money for which he had 
taken the bonds; and alfo of his let¬ 
ter from Cheltenham on the fame fiib- 
jc£t. Thcfc letters, which Mr. Haf- 
tings calls letters of difco’very, Mr. 
AnRruther called letters of conceah 
ment i and he affured the Lords, that 
he would prove there was not one 
word of truth in the accounts given 
by Mr. H.iflings in thofe letters: and 
that though he wifhed to be thought 
entitled to merit for making a difco- 
very in them of the Prefents be receiv¬ 
ed, his real objedt in writing thefe let¬ 
ters was to conceal^ not difeover the 
bribes he had received. 

He then proceeded to a diflerta- 
tion on the ftrength of circumllan- 
lial evidence, with which it was hU 
^intention to fubdantiate this Charge. 
"^Fiom human cunduift could be drawn 
the bell clqe to human motives, and 
when he deferibed the conduft of Mr. 
HaRings at the time, aboik the time, 
before the time, and after the lime of 
his receiving thofe Prefents, their Lord- 
fhips would be enabled to draw irre- 
liftible conclufions in f^our of bis 
■guilt- 

la the-praife of Ch'cumft.intial evi¬ 
dence, he reeprred to an illuftration 
which fome may think rather an inglo¬ 
rious one* the cafe of Captain Don- 


nellan who was banged. Circumllai!i- 
tial evidence alone convidled him of 
Murder,^ and of his guilt he might 
fafely aflert that no man ever doubted. 
Pofitivc evidenoe may eafily be invent¬ 
ed, but a train of circumRanccs in a 
man’s conduct always fpoke for itfelf. 

Expatiating next on the nature of 
thofe offences, he faid the attendant 
circumftances were not merely aggra¬ 
vations, each was in itfelf ilroiig enough 
for a fubRantive charge. Corruption 
was a crime which always hid its head 
in the dark, while other vices often 
appeared in open day. The proje£ls 
of ambiiion were criminal and vicious; 
but as they required qualities and 
talents that approtuhed Icfs diflantly to 
virtues, and partook more of their ap¬ 
pearance, they were frequently avow¬ 
ed, whilft the roeannefs of corruption 
induced the guilty to conceal it. 

Mr. Anftruthcr laftly took notice of a 
new defence that had been let up fme- 
nuhete (alluding to the news-papers) 
for the conduA of Mr. Haftings. Ic 
bad been urged, that though his anions 
might not be ftricliy conformable to 
principles of virtue and morality, 
yet if the country was m.tdeto flourifii 
under his adminiftration. Parliament 
ought not to look at the means he had 
employed, but ai the end which they 
had produced. This was a dodlriue 
which he held to be execrable, and on 
which he was ready to join ifTue with 
thofe who were fo loft to virtue as to 
maintain it.—If India could not be 
governed but by a violation of every 
principle of morality and virtue, if 
opprellion and peculation were the onlyi 
means of railing a revenue in it, ** ia 
the name of God, faid he, in the 
name of virtue, iuftice, humanity, 
and integrity, let us abdicate the go- > 
vernment of India; for on fuch terms 
no nation that bolds its own charaAcr i 
dear, and refpeifts the principles which) 
in _ all ages and in all quarters have 
guided the councils of every honour¬ 
able and wife people, would wifli to 
hold it.” 

He then (hewed that thofe who 
would defend the molt abominable 
meafures, provided they made the 
country flourilhf could not o» that 
ground defend Mr. Haftings. For he 
proved by a letter from Lord Corn¬ 
wallis, that India was not left in a 
flourilhingftateby Mr. Haftings. 

His Lordlhip faid in his Irttcr, that 
it was a moil deilr.*ible objeft to fecure 
to every man in India tiU property, 

and 
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and ftield him from opprcffion. That 
in their w fh to accomplifh fo juft and 
honourable an end> thcCompany ihould 
have his moft cordial co-operation : 
but he thought that fn the reduced and 
deplorable ftate of the country, he 
fhould hiid it an arduous t -fk indeed to 
carry the intentions of the Company 
into effeA. That he was of opinion 
that the Government fltould begin by 
reftoring to the ancient noble and he¬ 
reditary Zemindars, and principal land- 
owners in Bengal, the means of riling 
above poverty, and living with fome 
degree of decency^ 

•« What, then,” faid Mr. Anftruthcr, 
•* are ptrfons ofthisdefenption unable at 
this ino'iient to live with decency^ while 
thofe are revelling in the enjoyment 
of every luxury, who had lo impo- 
»erifhcd and degraded them ? Mr. Haf- 
tings—Mr. Hallings. faid be, is the 
man who by Utting loofe upon them a 
Iwarm of lucufts that devoured up 
their property, has reduced them from 
a^utnee and fpiendour to a ftate of 
indigence and poveity. If fiich then 
is the ftate of the great body of Ze¬ 
mindars, Nobles, and Gentry of Ben¬ 
gal, what nnift be the condition of 
the lower orders of the people ?— 
And who can fay that Mr. Haf* 
tings has left the country in a flou* 
riflnng litintion, or that he is not 
acconntable to your Lordlhips and to 
the laws, for the calamities he has 
brought upon thofe whom he was fent 
to govern not deftruy j and whofe hap- 
pmefs and profperity it was his bouoden 
duty to promote by every means in his 

! ower ?” 

I After a fhort recapitulation, Mr. 
Lnftruther finally advanced thefe poil- 
lons—that in every appointment made 
y Mr* Haftings, he received a fum 
t>f money ; that a bribe was alfo given 
whenever hedifobeyed the orders of the 
Company ; that the bribes were receiv¬ 
ed againft thcoiders of the Company { 
lhat they were not intended for the 
bfe of the Company, and ought not 
fo have been taken even for the ufc of 
the Company, being a diigrace and 
degradation to Government, to the 
Britifh ch-iraAcr, and an outrage on 
the laws of God and Nature. 

Mr. Anftrutlier concluded a fpeecb 
he was three, hours and a half'm deli* 
vering, with informing their Lordfhips, 
that he would next proceed to lay be* 
Fore them the evidence with which he 
meant to fupporthis di&rcnt aflertioss. 


But it being then half pall four o'clockr 
their Lor^dlhipa thought proper to ad¬ 
journ. 

* Fifty-sixth Day. 

Thursday, Feb. t8. 

Mr. Anftruther proceeded to the 
proofs of the various allegations againft 
Mr. Haftings which he made in bis 
opening fpeccb. 

From the meeting till the riling of 
the Court, little other ihm’ivritten evi¬ 
dence was given, the reading of which 
was neither ainufing nor interefting, 
though the fiibftance of the papers read 
was very material. 

The tirft document that was read 
was a letter from Mr. Haftings to the 
Court of DireAnrs of the Eaft India 
Company, in which he informed the 
Court that he had advanced to the 
Company three lacks of rupees, but 
that the money was not his own : that 
two-thirds of it he had burrowed for 
the Company, and the remaining lack 
was in faA the Company’s own pro¬ 
perty, as it was the produce of a Fre- 
/cut which he bad accepted for their 
ufe. 

Other papers were afterwards pro¬ 
duced and read, which proved, that 
Mr. Haftings bad in the above letter 
difclaimed all property in the whole 
or any part of thefe three lacks of 
rupees : he afterwards took bonds from 
the Company for the amount of the 
whole, and thus made the Company 
debtors to him for their own money. 
The papers further proved, that the 
bends were afterwards given up tor 
bills of exchange on the Company, 
payable in England to Mr. Haftings, 
or order, which bills were in due time 
taken up by the Court of DireAorSt 
and the amount of tlum aAually paid 
to the Agent of Mr. Haftings. 

The original bunds and bills of ex¬ 
change were produced in Court by a 
Clerk in the Treafurer’s Office at the 
India Houfe. 

Mr. Anftruther proved next, that 
the letter in which Mr, Haftings made 
the Court of DireAors acquainted with 
the receipt of the above Prefents, waa 
not written till Mr. Haftings knew 
that Mr, Francis was on the point of 
returning to Europe, though he had 
received the Prefents along time before 
that period. «. 

Mr. Anftruther informed their 
I-ordihipsy that he would next pro¬ 
duce 
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rarious papers to prqrr, that 
the above lettcri though written 
• by Mr. Haiiings apparently with a vi^w 
to inake(///co*i>m>jof Preients received* 
was in fatt a letter of concealment, by 
means of which he hoped he iltould 
be able to prevent the Court of Direc¬ 
tors from making any enquiry into the 
bufinefs of Prefents* 

To do this, Mr. Anftruthbr pro¬ 
duced another letter, written by Mr. 
Haftings, by means of which he meant 
to fliew, that the writer had falfiiied 
and contradi^ed his former account 
of this matter. 

Mr. Law faid, he objefted not to 
the production of this letter, provided 
the Hon. Manager did not mean to 
make any other ufe of it than that of 
snaking Mr. Hafiings fallify the for¬ 
mer accounts given by himfelf of this 
matter. 

Mr. Anilruther replied, that it tvas 
not neceiTary for him to fay more on 
this fubjeCt, than that the letter which 
be was going to give in evidence, was 
applicable to the objeCf for which it 
was to be produced. Whether it 
would apply to any other obje<^ or 
not, might be a lubjedt of difeulfion 
hereafter. 

The letter, which was very long, 
was read ; and appeared to be calcu¬ 
lated to diferedit the former account 
given by Mr. Haftings of the Prefents 
he had received. 

Mr. Anftruther proceeded next to 
the charge relative to the bribe or Pre- 
fent received by Mr. lladings from 
Rajah NobkiHen. 

The amount of this Prefent he faid 
he could no otherwife afceitain, than 
by laying before their Lordlhips the 
•ccounn which Mr. Haftings, in one 
of his letters, gave of the manner and 
«bje£ls to which he had applied it. 

Mr. Law again interfered, and faid, 
that as long as the Hon. Manager 
wiihed only to falfify the accounts 
given by Mr. Haftin ts of the Prefents 
he had received, it was not his inten¬ 
tion to object to the letter in qucf'ion ; 
on the contrary, he would be ready to 
admit it as evidence. But if any part of 
the letter fhould be urged by the Hon. 
Manager in fupport of a part of the 
Charge relative to the Prefents, which 
.was worded fo generally, that Mr. 
Hallinprg called Upon tO 

make any defence againfl; it, he cer¬ 
tainly would objeft to it. The part to 
which he alluded as being toogensrally 


worded, to be confidered aS a Charge 
to which Mr. Haftmgs was bound in 
law to reply, was |hat which accufed 
him of having taken bribes or Prefents 
from ‘‘ perfons known and unknown.’* 
—To fuch a charge, which contained 
nothing fpecific, no anfwcr could be 
required, and therefore no evidence 
ftiould be received in fupport of it. 

Mr. Anilruther replied, that if the 
evidence which he offered was appli¬ 
cable to the whole or to any part of 
the Charge, it was legal evidence, and 
rnuft be received ; their Lordfhips could 
not reje£t it upon the ground that 
hereafter the Managers might pollibly 
endeavour to extend the application 
of it. 

The Lord Chancellor confidered the 
letter which the Hon. Manager had 
produced, as applicable to the objeft 
fur which he haa produced it. It would 
be the bufinefs of the Court to fee that, 
as no evidence fhould be rejefted that 
was applicable to a part of the Charge* 
fo no evidence fliould be extended to 
any thing to which it was not appli¬ 
cable. 

If a Charge was fo generally worded 
that a defendant could not, in the na¬ 
ture of things, make a defence againft 
it, it was the duty of the Court not to 
fuffer any evidence to be given jfi fup¬ 
port of it. And this for two very fub- 
ftantial reafons—One, that it was im- 
poflible that any defendant fliould be 
prepared or able to make a defence 
againft a Charge that did not contain 
fpccific allegations. 

Ttie other, that the Court could not 
pronounce any judgment, when no 
crime nvas fpenfically charged. 

The Manag' rs appeared to be tho¬ 
roughly of bis Lordlhip’s opinion.— 
The letter was read without further 
oppolition. 

Mr. Anftruther then reminded their 
Lordihips, that Mr. Haftings, in one 
of his letters already in evidence, 
fpeaking of the prefent of ten lacks of 
rupees, ioo,oool. fterling, received by 
him at Chunar from the Nabob of Oude, 
alTigned as a reafon for not having dif- 
cloied the receipt of it much fooiier, 
that the Prefent l^d been made to him 
in bills on Goopal Dofs; that this man 
was certainly a very great banker, but 
at the time Mr Haftings received tbe 
bills, Goopal Dofs was a prifoner to 
Cheyt Sing; and therefore as he did 
not know at the time that he ever 
ihouidget any thing for tbefe bills, he- 

dUl 



t 

did not think it neceflhry to Uy any 
thing about them to the Court of Di- 
reftors. 

Mr. Anftrutber laid, he would pro¬ 
duce evidence that this account was 
falfej and that at the very moment 
when, according to Mr. Haftings, it was 
uncertain whether he thould ever pet 
any thing for thefe bills, he had actually 
difeounted by far the preateft part t>f 
them, and abfolutely received in ca(h 
94,oooI. (lerling, fn that at the time 
there remained only 6000I. of the 
whole Aim unpaid. 

Mr. Anftruiher proved this by a 
clerk and foroe books from the India- 
Hiuile.—and here the evidence refted 
for this day. 

The Lords rofe at half paft four 
o’clock, and adjourned to Tuefday the 
23d. 

Fifty-Sk.vjinth Day. 

Tuesday, Feb. 23. 

This day Mr. Anfttnther Informed 
the Lords, that lie was going to lay 
before them in evidence the opinion 
which Mr. Haftings himfelf had given 
in Council, and tranfuiitted by him to 
the Court of Diicftors, refperting the 
management of the revenue in Bengal; 
his departure .afterwards from that opi¬ 
nion, and the eA.iblinimcnt, under his 
own intluencv and dir.ftion, of a Re¬ 
venue Board upon principles which, 
according to his former <. pinion, muft 
neccflTarily be irijurons to the levenue, 
to the people of Bengal, and to the 
Company's intereA. 

Mr. Anftriithcrfurther faid, this evi¬ 
dence would (hew that it was from 
corrupt motives, and for corrupt pur- 

! >ofes, that Mr. [laAines h id .it laft eAa- 
>ll[hed that very aduiiuiAration which 
he had reprefented to the Couit of Di- 
reaors as pregnant with every fpecies 
of mifehief, .as well to the Comp,my 
as to the unfortunate natives of Ben¬ 
gal. 

Mr. Law objefted to the evidence as 
inadmiiTible, becaufe It was to piove a 
faA which did not appe.ir to be cri- 
tninal. It was not a crime in any man 
to entertain different opinions at difte- 
rent times. He might, without the 
fmallcft ground for an impeachment of 
bis integrity, think to-day that a thing 
was improper, and to-morrow fee no 
Impropriety in it. To change the mode 
of managing the revenue was not a cri- 
aainal aA ; and if he were to admits 
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without giving the Managers the troii> 
ble of proving it, that Mr. Haftings had 
changed the mode of coHe^iing and ma- 
likging the revenue, their Lordfliipa 
could pronounce no judgment upon 
him for it, becaufe it was not crimi¬ 
nal a£V.' 

Gentlemen might fay that a thing 
was done corruptly and tioickedly { but if 
the thing done was not in itfelf a crimcr, 
a harlli epithet could not make it one^* 
nor could their Lordlhips take any 
cognizance of it. 

It was the common pra^ice of the 
law, in all informations for libels,toftate 
th.it the defendant had fal/elYf luicked'^ 
iy, and malhieujly faid or done fuch a 
thing. Blit if the thing faid or done 
was not in itfelf libellous, the Court 
would difregard thofc harihexpreflions, 
and give judgment in favour of the de¬ 
fendant. 

This .appeared to be the cafe in the 
caufe of the King againft Stratton a.*'J 
others for the imprifonmciit of Loid 
Pigot. The information flaled that 
the defendants had imprifoned' his 
Lordftiip with an intent to feize the 
government. But this charge relative 
to the intent, of 'Rhich no evidence 
was given,'and which had been put 
into the information only for the pur- 
pofe of making the aft of imprifoning 
Lord Pigot appear more heinous, be¬ 
ing dirmilTei', the cafe, ftrippedof the 
i'alfe colouring, amounted to no roor» 
than an aft of falfe imprifonment. 

It was fo in the prefent cafe. The 
Hon. Manager charged Mr. Haftings 
with having tvickcdly and ctrruptly 
altered the mode of managing the re¬ 
venue in Bengal. Let the words fsvict- 
edly and corruptly be taken away, 
there would remain the bare aftertion 
that Mr. Haftings had changed the 
mode of managing the revenue} which 
afltrtion, however true, contained not, 
in point of faft, a charge of guilt: but. 
even if it did, it was a charge brought 
only by the Hun. Manager, and was ' 
not tn be found in the charges exhi¬ 
bited by the Houfe of Commons; and 
confequently his client was not bound 
to give any anfwer to it. 

Mr. Anftruther exprefied a wifh that 
the learned Counfel had read the charges 
before he had ventured to fay what 
they did or did not contain. He faid^ 
if he would look ir.to th e -rth ar ticle of 
the prefent charge, he wotJRTlftnd that 
the Houfe of Commons roundly and 
explicitly charged Mr. Haftings with 

having 
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fiavlng beetl indudfd hr Iriles to make 
a charige in the mode of collecting the 
tevenue—that wherever the change was 
introduced} it was attended with *a 
bribe—and that every native to whom 
he had given an employment in the ma¬ 
nagement of the revenuet owed his ap¬ 
pointment to a bribe. If this was not 
criminal conduCl in Mr. Haftings, the 
Very effence of crimes muft have been 
' changed. 

When the learned Counfel argued 
that the allegations contained not a 
chsirge of guilt that could give their 
Lordfhips a jurifdiCIion in the cafe, he 
feemed to have forgot the (ituation of 
his client; for he argued juft as if his 
client had been conviClcd, and he, as 
his Counfel, was pleading In arreft of 
judgment. 

• The Lord Chancellor caufed the 7th 
article of the Charge to be read ; and 
then agreeing in opinion with Mr. An- 
Urutlicr, he overruled the objection 
made by Mr. Law. 

The evidence was then read, and 
was nut ended till live o'clock, when 
tiheir Lordihips adjourned. 

Fifty-Ei<Aith Day. 

Thursday, Feb. *5. 

Mr. Anftruther opened the bufinefs 
«f the day, by informing their Lord¬ 
fhips that he intended to produce evi¬ 
dence to (hew that the new arrangement 
made by Mr. Haftings in the revenue 
department had prodigioufly cncreafed 
the expeiicc of management.—He then 
called Mr. Wright of the Eaft India 
Company's Accountant's Office. 

From the evidence given by this wit- 
nefs, it appeared that the expcnce at¬ 
tending the management of the reve¬ 
nue amounted in i77t-a, under the old 
iyftem, to 41 lacks of rupees-—in 1781, 
to 56 lacks ; and that at laft, under the 
new fyftem introduced by Mr. Haftings, 
it exceeded 73 lacks. 

^ Hence their Lordfhips might eaiily 
Infer, Mr. Anftruther obferved, whe¬ 
ther the change of fyftem which was 
part of the prefent charge againft Mr* 
Haftings, could poffibly have for its 
objeCl: the benefit of the Company. 

He next proceeded to Ihew the cha- 
vaffter of Gunga Govin Sing, whom 
Mr. Haftings had appointed Dewan of 
ilengal, and in wh oif ;hande the mem- 
Mrs of tior'^lV^irlBoard of Revenue 
•ould be coiifidered only as tools. 

From the Company’s books he prov- 
■ Part HI. 


ed, that not only this matt bore a vftrjr 
bad character, but that Mr. Haftings 
knew it xVell at th^ time be gave him 
the appointment. 

He proved alfo, that on account of 
the appointment of fo improper a per- 
fon to fo important a fituation, Mr* 
Haftings had bcencenfured by the Court 
of DiredlorSi 

Mr. Anftruther was next proceeding 
to produce evidence, to fhewthat Kel- 
leram, to W’hom, in corijunflion with 
Cullenam Sing, Mr. Haftings had given 
the Colledtorfhip of Babur-, and from 
vthom he had received four lacks 'of 
rupees, w 40,000!. fterling, the price 
of fuch appointment, was the .mo'ft 
unfit perfon in the world for the office 
to which he was appointed. 

Mr. Law here interrupted the Hon. 
Manager, and ohjedlcd to the evidence 
which lie was going to produce. The 
ground of his objeflion was, that the 
unBtuefs of Kelleram for the place to 
which he had been appointed, formed 
no part of the charge brought by the 
Moufe of Commons againft Mr. H'lft- 
ings. The Hon. Manager, he faid, was 
at liberty to prove the appointment of 
Kelleram, and the Prefent given by him 
to Mr. Haftings, for thefe two points 
were in charge againft his client; hut 
the unfitnefs of Kelleram for the place 
formed no part whatever of the charge. 

Mr. Anftruther infifted that the un¬ 
fitnefs of Kelleram did form a part of 
the charge ; for their Lordfliips would 
fee that the concluding article of the 
charge dated, that through the whole 
bufinefs Mr. Haftings had afled from 
corrupt motives. Now one of the belt 
proofs of a corrupt motive was, tKc 
employment of a bankrupt, and man 
of bad chara£fer, to an important de¬ 
partment in the Revenue; and when 
to this it was added, that fuch a perfon 
fo appointed had given a bribe of 
40,0001. for the place, no doubt could 
be entertained of the corruption of 
him who had appointed fuch a man. 
The character of Kelleram would go 
the whole length of determining whe¬ 
ther Mr. Haftings, in eittploying him, 
had, or had nut, a£ted from corrupt 
motives; and therefore the Managers 
ought to be at liberty, in' proving that 
the motives W'cre corrupt, to give in' 
evidence the charaftcr of Kelleram* 
which would be found to be fuch as 
ihould have excluded him from any 
place of truft. 

Mr. Burke conlidered the objection 
C ftartcA 
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l^jurted by Ac learned Counfcl at un* 
tenable. If it were admitted^ it would 
ftdt the Managers in a (imation the moft 
awkward. It wasTounded on the fame 
principle with the deulion made in 
another place, where feeling, not rea- 
fin prevailed, and which awarded the 
poandef /te/i due by virtue of the bond, 
out threatened with death the perfon 
'who, in taking what was thus awarded, 
fhould rpill a drop of blood. 

The Managers wanted to prove that 
bii the appointment of Kelleram Mr. 
Haftings was influenced by corrupt 
motives. It was admitted by the leai n- 
t'd Counfeltbat this they were at liberty 
to do, becaufe it was in charge that 
his client bad a£led from fuch mo¬ 
tives. 

The Managers, finding that a Cover- 
nor-General not only did not appoint a 
Jit man, but tlie moll unfit man in the 
world, to an impimaot trull, they na- 
turally confiuered that the appointment 
mud have been/.«rr; 4 «^i^—elfc the Go¬ 
vernor-General would not have taken 
into the Company’s itrvice a man who 
•f all others ought to be dilmUild from 
it. 

They were proceeding then to (hew 
the chamber of the man thus appoint¬ 
ed, when the karntd Counfel inter¬ 
rupted them, and told them that they 
might, if they could, prove the motives 
•f Mr- Haftings to have been corrupt i 
but they mull not prove this by giving 
in evidence the charadler of Kelleram j 
as thjc unfitnefs of that man did not 
appear in fo many words to form any 
part of the charge brought by the Com¬ 
mons againft Mr. Haftings. 

This was calling for proof, and at 
the lame time withholding the means. 
The Commons never could have had it 
in contemplation to charge any man 
with an act as criminal, which, uncon¬ 


vent the Commons from (hewing (hat 
the motive which had induced Mr. 
Haftings totaketl'.isPrefent mull have 
bicn corrupt, becaufe be would not 
otherwife have taken from a gaol a matt 
who was equally a bankrupt in charac¬ 
ter and fortune, and placed him at thtt 
head of the revenue of a great Compa¬ 
ny,they would by implication admit tlin 
right of the Commons to bring im* 
peachments, but at the fame time ren* ^ 
der them of no cffe£l, by preventing 
them fiom producing the evidence that 
would fupport them. 

The priibner, he faid, had in his an- 
fwer to this charge admitted.the fa£k 
that he had received the Prefent, but 
faid that he had taken it for the ule 
and benefit of the Company. This 
was denied by the Commons; and up¬ 
on this they were at ilTue with Mr. * 
Haftings. What was the ilTue between 
them ^ Not the receipt of the money, 
that was charged on one fide* and ad¬ 
mitted on the other ; but the motive 
which induced him to take it. If, then, 
the Commons were to be debarred from 
giving evidence of this motive, which 
from the nature of the thing could not 
be difeovered. but from circumftances, 
then they would find therofelves de¬ 
prived of the means of proving the 
ilTue joined both by them and the pri- 
foner. 

The Lords, having heard both fides, 
withdrew to the Chamber of Parlia¬ 
ment, to take the objedion. They 
returned in about half an hour ; and 
the Lord Chancellor informed the Ma¬ 
nagers that their Lnrdfhips had refolv- 
ed that they (the Managers) Ihould be 
reftrained from giving evidence of the 
chara£ler of Kelleram | the unfitnefs of 
that man for the office to which he was 
appointed, not being in charge againft' 
the defendant. 


nefl^d with any circumftance, might Mr. Burke begged leave, with all due 
be'deemed not .only innocent but me- deference, to make feme few obferva- 
ritorious. There was no crime, to tions relative to the decifion which' 
^ak abftradtedly, in receiving a Pre- their LordOiips had juft made : he faid# 
fent, and therefore when the Commons that the Commons of England had, is 
charged Mr. Hillings with receiving all ages, aud in every cafe of impeacb- 
onc, they finely meant to fay that the - ment, difclaimed all knowledge of 
which induced him to take^ it pleadings, and had, on that very ac- 
nnde it criminal. Their Lordftiips count, ever maintained it to be their 
were bound to enquire, and the Com- right, U have charges brought by them 
iRons to (hew, uniim Mr. Haftings treated with much lefs nicety, than in- 
received this Prefent; becaufe it was didments preferred by thofe who had 
upon thftt point that his guilt or bis in* ftudied flooding an d made * 

mpeenet turned. it their profejfion, TfaeUommons had 

Jfthen their Lordfe ps Ifcould pre- alwaya (aid that they were not cUritt 
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ll>ut plain 6 inpTe le^ment and m lUch fir{ldercriY)ed perfon who Aould merely 
they pursued the ends of j[u(lice with- have t^ken a Prcfen'i contrary to tjhe in- 
oat the niceties offltdalpleading. jitrAion of a law, but without shy fe¬ 
lt was clear that the CommotUL rious confequencesicitber to any indi- 
tjftatever might have been the noardi^ vidual or to fociety. 

V their charge* meant to accufe Mr. The principle on which their Lord- 
Baftings of having taken a bribe for flhps had decided was unqueftionabljf 
the apfwintinent of a man to a place good. It was, that no man fhould .be 
for which he was totally unfit. called upon to defend himfelf againft 

This anfitnefs they thought might be anything which was not in charge 
^ cafilydeducedfromthemannerin which dgainft him, becaufe he could not be 
they bad worded their charge: what preparedtoanrwerchargesbroughtin- 
inuftthey think, then* when they fhould cidentally in the courfe of a trial for 
find tbemfelves debarred from giving ether crimes, nor could the Court give 
evidence of that unRtnefs merely be- any judgment upon it. 
eaufe it was not fet forth in a technical But this principle, however gdod, did 
manner in the charge I The Commons not apply to Mr. Haftings ; for he knew 
were not bound to plead teebnicolly ; well, for the laft three years, that the 
they fpoke not the language of fciencct bad char.itter of Kelleram was confi- 
but of reckon and plain fenfe \ and by dered as a proof, and urged as fuch in 
, that alone had they ever attempted to the Houfe of Commons, of bis having 
* bring down pumfbment on public de- been influenced by bribes, or he never 
linquents- would have employed fuch a man in thd 

He did not mean, he faid, to fpeak Company’s fervice. 
difrcfpcdlfully or rctrofpeSi vely of 'the Mr. Burke faid, he wilhed that before 
cleciflon which their Lordfliips had juft their Lordfhips had made the cafe oii 
made ; but he mull fay that U would which they bad come to the deciGon^ 
greatly c|nbarrafs all the future pro- from which he apprehended much em- 
ceediogs of the Managers- For iftfaey barraffment in the Courfe of the trials 
were to be debarred from giving evi- they had called upon the Managers and 
dence of corrupt intentions, and of ag- the Counfel for the defendant, to ftatc 
gravatlons arifing from circumftances, the cafe in their way, as was the cafq 
i not/prcijically Hated in the charges, it in other Courts ; for from the manner 
woiild he impollible for their Lord- in which their Lordfliips bad worded 
Ihips to determine the amount of the this (^aufe, he doubted whether they 
jitie which ought to be impofed upon had yet decided the main queftion be- 
the priloner, if he fliould be con- tween the Managers and the learned 
vifted. Counfel. 

The quantum of Gnc muft necefTarily Mr. Burke was proceeding to ihetif 
depend upon the more or lefs aggravat- that it appeared very clearly from tht 
ing circumftances of the cafe} but if hired abnfe poured daily on the Mana* 
the Commons were to be reflrained gers, that the full extent df what they 
from giving evidence cf thofe circum- meant to give in evidence againft tht 
fiances, their Loidihips mull in the pnfoner, wa- well known to the hired 
end he embarraffed by their own deci- libellers and their principals ; but Mr. 
fion. Law reprefenting this as irrelevant. 

If a man was to take a Prefent con- Mr. Burke did not proceed, 
trary to the injunfliou ot law, heoiight Evidence was then produced by Mr. 
to be puntflied ; but his punilhment Anflruther, of the orders of the Court 
ought to be lefs fevere than that of a uf Diredtors, that the ancient Zemin- 
■""man who fliould be convidled of hav- dars, who paid their rents regularly, 
ing/oW juflice •, yet even fuch a man Ihould not be difpofiefled of their 
ought not to be lo feverely punilhed as lands, and that none fliould be let to 
a perfon who had oppreffed nations, any perfon in the fcrvice of the Com- 
deftroyed the revenue of a country, pany. 

and brought ruin upon its inhabitants. Evidence wan given of the propofal 
But if the accufers of the laft deferibed made by Kelleram for farmfeg the re- 
perfon were to be debarred from giving venue of Bahar, in partnerfliip with 
evidence of thofe dreadful confequences Cullenam—of the order given by Mr* 
of his .-peculation, and ra- Haftingsfor bis attendance at Calcutta— 

picity, then muft his punilhment, on for a guard of Sepoys to efcort him— 
cpnvidion of having received Prefents, and, Gnally, of the fuccefs of bil pro¬ 
be as gentle and as light as that of the pofal. 



It wai'five o'clock by the time Mr, 
i^nftrutber had got thus far->-and then 
their Lordftiipii adjourned toTnuus- 
PAYf April aa> ^ 


Fjfty’Ninth Day. 

THURsnAY, April az, 

Mr. Anftruther opened the bufinefs 
of the day, by informing their Lord* 
Ihips, that he was going to proceed 
upon that part of the charge which 
related to a leafc made by Mr. Haftings 
to Kclleram, and the bribe which 
■was the'confideration that had in-r 
duced him to make a leafc to fuch a 
perfon. 

The proof ofthereeeipt of four lacks of 
rupcfst or between 40,000!. ant! 50,0001. 
from Kclleram, was unneceflary, as 
ivir. Haftings, Jn his anfwer to the 
charge, had admitted the receipt of 
that fum from that perfon. 

It remained, therefore, to determine 
vyhether it had been received from a 
corrppt motive, and for the pcil'onal 
ufe of the receiver, as ^hc Mana¬ 
gers contended; or for the me of 
the Company, .as Mr. Haftings aL 
fsrted. 

Mr. Anftruther, intending to prove 
the motive to have been corrupt, and 
that the feafe granted to Keliciam vva.i 
the confequcnce of a bribe cerruptiy 
received, brgan by proving from the 
Bengal confultat ions, figncd and iranf- 
mitted by Mr. Haftings, tli.it a 
73 k’/«» 4 by which the revenues of the 
kingdom of Bahar were farmed, had 
been made to Kelleram, the perfoii 
from whom Mr. Haftings admitted 
that he had received/o«/ lacks of , upees, 

the annual rent of 36 lacks, for as 
long a term as he (hould punctually 
pay that unt 5 fo that if the rent 
was always pundtually paid, the leafc 
might be conftdered as a Icafe for 
ever. 

Mr. Anftruther then proceeded to 
|latc, that he was going to prove, 
that this kafe had been injurious to 
the Company ; that Kcllcr.tm had not 
made good his engagements, and that 
the Company had m confequence 
fuffered great' lofs, to the amount of 
not Ipfs than ten or twelve lacks. 

Here Mr. T,aw, on behalf of the 
prifoner, objci^tcd to the produ£lion 
pf the evidence ftated by Mr. An- 
ftruthcr; and this ohjedtion took up 
time of the Court the rgft of the day. 


If we were to follow the line «f 
argumenbpurfned by the three gentle* 
men who arc of Counfel for Mr. 
Hjiftings, and by Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke, 
and Mr. Anftruther, on the part ^ 
the Commons, we (hould require more 
room for our report, than the plan 
of this publication would allow.- 
We lliall therefore, with as much 
brevity as isconftftent with perfpicuity. 
endeavour to give our readers 
diftin£t idea of the grounds and merits 
of the objeftion. 

On one hand it was argued, that 
nothing could be received in^tvidence, 
that referred to any thing nut ipecified 
in the charge. 

It was anfwercd, that the charge 
ftated a corrupt receipt of, money 5 
and the evidence offered was calculated 
to ftiew, from a variety of circum*’ 
ftariccs, that the Icafe never would 
have been gianted, if Mr. Haftitiga 
had not been lulluenced by a bribe. 

It was contended, that if the failure 
of Kelleram to make good his engage¬ 
ment by pa.-ing liis init punciually, 
had been ilmiight by the Commons to 
have been (irrof of a coirupl inten* 
tion in Mr. Hafling?, th.it circurn- 
ftaiiet* ought to have been fpecitled in 
l!it i-ha-ge; tlio evidence iiffcitd by 
t .c Miti.igcr. would then luve been 
admiflihle. Hut as the circmuftanc: n 
had not been fptcified, the Manager# 
were pieeluded from giving any evi¬ 
dence refpetting it, for tins beft of 
all icnfuns, becaufe it was not i(| 
charge. 

In anfwer, it was contended, that 
the/«of the circurriftancc was 
in charge; for the article ftated, that 
the grant of the Icafe was prejudicial 
and injurious to the Katt-India Com¬ 
pany. And it would be ulVlefs for the 
Commons to make this charge, it 
they wcie to be precluded from 
ftiewing how and to what degree the 
leafe had been prejudicial. 

On the other baud, it was faid, that 
from the words of the charge, it was. 
the pc}ptiu 7 ty of the leafe that made 
the agreement pitjadicial to the Com¬ 
pany. 

The Managers replied, that this 
conftrudtion of the words was not 
warranted j for the ground of' the 
whole charge was corruption \ a leafe 
konejily made might turn out to bp 
prejudicial to tfh^uUUd&Mp^'withoiit 
^^ording from tliat (ingle circ\imftaficet 
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tilt leaft ground for a criminal charge 
againft the fteward who made it. It 
was the original corruption^ inducing 
Mr. Hallings to make a leafe, whk;lk» 
it was clear from the beginning muft 
turn out to the prejudice of the 
Company, that made him criminal, 
and not merely the perpetuity of the 
leafe, which at belt could be conlidercd 
only as a circumltantiai proof of cor- 
' nipt ion, and not the main ground of a 
charge. The Commons inliited, that 
frortv the charai‘ler of Kelleram, it 
nmlt have (truck any man, who was as 
Well acquainted with it as Mr. Haftings 
was, that the bargain noould turn out 
to be injurious to the Company: the 
bell way to prove that propofition 
was* to flicw that in point of fadl it 
iiutl been injurious. 

The Counfel faid, the proof offered 
would, if admitted, amount to an 6X- 
ttiifion of the charge; aiuHan exten- 
Hon of a charge was what the law 
would not admit. 

The anlwer was, that the proof 
offered would not at all extend the 
charges the charge was corruption^ 
—the proof would demonltrate the 
con uptinn, and no. more. It was’not 
therefote to extend the char/e, but to 
llicw the oe^ru'vrt 'i”. ciicuiiiltancc's of 
the offence, that the evidence was 
offered. The proof ibit the Com* 
pany tad loft by the leafe, was but a 
medium to Ihcw that the leafe origi¬ 
nated in corruption, and that what had 
actually happened, Mr. Haftings mutt 
h.ive forcfeeii 5 but lliat the BinjJE 
had made tnni iliut his eyes againit it. 

To this It was leplicd, that if the 
evidence wis c.ilculateci merely to 
aggravate the offence, llns was not the 
ftage for fuch evidence it would 
come in properly, when their Lord- 
Ihips llinuld be about to give judgment. 

The Managers faid, it was a matter 
of indifference to them in what ftage 
ot the proceedings they gave this evi- 
^ dencC) provided they were alTured 
that in any ftage of it they fttould be 
buffered to give it. But they foundyon 
a perufal of the State Trials, that 
there was no inftance of fuch a pro¬ 
ceeding in the iluufc of Lords, .as 
evidence received in agf^ravaiwn or 
extenuation between the time that 
their J.ordfliips declared the accufed 
• guilty, and the time when they pro* 
^ouncal juio-v.cvfii 

In anfwer to this, it was faid, that 
the Court of King's Bench, fuch 
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evidence was slw-iys received, before^ 
the Court paffed judgment; the 
Managers could therefore have no 
reafon for fuppofiflf, that a fimilar 
praiStice did not obtain in the iloufeof 
Lords. 

The Managers replied, that the 
reafon for fuch a procecrliug in the 
Courts below, did not apply to the 
Houle of Lords. In the former, the 
jURV tried the fact; the Court 
applied the law and paffed the sen¬ 
tence. As matter of aggravat ios 
or EXTF nUation, applied to the dif- 
cretion of the Court, and w;:e not 
the ejfence of the faBy it was rot 
fubmitted to the Jury ; hut it was 
very properly fubmitted .o the Court 
after the veidift was found, becaiife 
there it could have w-eighr, and mr.ke 
the judgment more or left fevere, 
according to the aggravating or ex¬ 
tenuating circumftances. 

But the cafe was very different in 
the Houfe of Lords, where their Lord- 
Ihips were Judges of the fact, .is 
well .IS of the law ; and therefore the 
evidence of aggravation or extenuation 
might be given at the fame time with 
that of the fa^ft. And it was prefumed 
that this was the ground of the 
praflice which prevailed in the Houfe 
of Lords, where there was no ftage 
known, at leaft to the profecutors and 
the profecuted, between the finding 
the hatter and the pafling of the 

judgment. 

It was alfo contended by the Mana¬ 
gers, that as a vdfdemeanor differed 
from a j'elonv in this refpett, that tlieie 
was no fpecific piinidiinent pointrd out 
by law for the funner, as there was for 
the latter, fo the Court coukl not tell 
what judgment to pronounce, whether 
gentle or fevere, without hearing the 
circumftances of aggravation or ex¬ 
tenuation. The haw paffed the fame 
fcutcnce on all perfona convifted of 
murder ; for inftance, though there 
ftiould appear in fome of the cafes cir¬ 
cumftances of infinitely lefs barbariiy 
than in others. But the law did not 
put all toifdttncanors on a level, but 
left a dil'eretionary power to the 
Judges, to make the punilhment 
he.rvier or lighter, according to the 
dillercnt circumftances. 

It wa,s faid, that circumftances of 
aggravation or extenuation could not 
be given on the Trial, though they 
might afterwards be admitted in mi¬ 
tigation or aggravation of judgment. 

Thi« 
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ThU wa« denied by,the Managers to 
%e law in the Houfe of Lords, and they 
Teferred to the trial on tbe impeachment 
of the Earl of Macclesfield, to piove 
that evidence of aggravating and ex¬ 
tenuating circumftanccs had been 
given during the trial: and that by far 
the greatelt part of the evnlcnee given 
by that nobl& and learned,Lord, was 
evidence of circuniftanccs in extenua¬ 
tion- 

The Coiinfel faid, that what the 
Managers wanted to do, was, on a 
trial for one crime, to give evidence of 
another, which was contrary to law. 

The Managers maintained the le¬ 
gality of fiuh evidence on fcvcral 
oc< aiioirs. 7 '!iey infianced a late cafe 
in the Court of King’s Bench, the 
Kiiig agan-ft Dr. Wither^, where 
evidence was given before judgment 
pafled, that the defendant had, fince 
his coiiviflion, pubMhed a fecond 
bbel, more atrdciousthan the former. 

The Counfel, one of whom had 
pleaded the caufe of Dr. Withers, 
obferved, that it was true this fecond 
libel h.id been given in evidence ; but 
then it was not in the fnft inftance, but 
adduced to rebut a plea fet up by the 
defend/tnt, that he had corrected his 
coriduft, and ceafed to be a libeller. 
The evidence of this fecond libel was 
brought to difprovc that aflertion. 

Mr. A'.flriUher obferved, that the 
learned Counfel were very inaccurate 
in dating the cafe in which one of 
them had brcn employed} for it fo 
happened, that the very reverfe of the 
ftatemeut wastrtie. The fecond libel was 
g'vVain evidence, not to rebut the .above 
plea, or rlaim to lenity, but before any 
inch plea had been offered, and with a 
view to bring down a heavier punifU- 
reent upon t'lc defendant, by flicwing 
that ht was an incorrigible libeller. 

At four o’clock the Lords withdrew 
to ihiir own H.uife, to take into con- 
fi'ier.iru;n the oi»je£tioii that bad given 
ri!'.- to ihi.-. long argument. 

They did not return to Weftminfter- 
lia'd, but ftiit a mefTage to the Houfe 
pf Commons, Hating, that they had 
adjourned the fuiihcr proceedings on 
the Trial till Tuefday next. 

SlX'llETH D.ay. 

Tt'KSDAY, April 27. 

The Peers ditl not take their feats 
this diy til! two o’clock. As fpon 
as the Hoitfc was feated, and the 
Prifoner had been brought to the 
Bai^ 


The Lord Chancellor Informed the 
Manager! and the Counfel for the 
Defendant, that the opinion of the 
f^iufe having been taken upon the nb> 
jciftion made on Thiirfday laft, to the 
evidence offered by the ^ Manager# 
refpeding the arrears into which the 
rents had run under the aiiminiftration 
of Kelleram ; their Lordfltips had re- 
fblved, that it was not competent 
to the Managers to give in evidence 
the proof of thofe arrears, the iinfitnefb 
of Kelleram not being charged in the 
article of impeachment then under 
conlideration. 

Mr. Fox, hearing this, obferved, that 
it was peculiar to the Court which he 
had then the honour of addrclling, to 
deliver its judgments, without com. 
minicating the grounds on which 
they were formed. In all other Coort.s 
the Judges dated the rcafons which 
determined them to make any de- 
ciiions, and the fuitors were thereby 
indruiSed how 10 condudt themfeivts, 
and by being informed why one par¬ 
ticular article of evidence was admitted, 
and another rejeffed, they of courfe 
knew the rule by which they could 
judge, whether wlytt they had to 
offer in evid>-nce was admiflible or not. 

But, the pradVice of their Lordfliips 
bemg different, the Managers were 
placed in a tituntion different from 
that of any profecutor in the courts 
below. They found the evidence 
offered by them declared to be 
inadmiffiblc} but as they did not know 
why it was pronounced to be fo, 
they might at every ftep offer in evi¬ 
dence, what might by their Lordihips 
be determined to be inadmiflibie : if 
the decifion was accompanied by the 
communication of a rule, by which 
the ndmiflibilitv or inadmiflibility of 
evidence might be afeertained, this 
inconvenience would not occur. He 
hoped, therefore, that their Lordfliips 
would contrive fome means by which 
the Managers might learn the grounds 
and principles which led to their de- 
cifiotis, and by fo doing they would 
relieve the Managers from very great 
emharraffments, doubts, and un¬ 
certainty. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it was 
not for him to expound the rcfolutions 
of the Houfe} that was properly the 
duty of the Houfe itfelf* all that he 
had to do was, in their • 

Lordfliips* dircAions, to communicate 
their rcfolutions to the Managers and 
the Pefendaut. 

Mi. 
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Mr. Fox replied, that he had hoped 
that the Houfe would havd> dirt-fted 
his LordHiip to communicate at the 
fame time the grounds of thofe relh* 
lutions; for the Managers were really 
at a lofs how to proceed. If they 
knew why their Lordlhips had rej ittd 
the evidence laft offered, they would 
not offer any mote, upon which the 
motives or reafons for that rcjtftion 
’’ would attach; and thereby a great 
deal of time would be faved. 

At prefent the Managers w'ere re¬ 
duced to the nectfflty oigufjing the 
grounds of the decilions made by their 
Lordiliips. 

In the cafe immediately under con- 
fideratinn, many reafons might have 
concurred to determine the Koufe to 
come to the refdlution read by the 
• learned Lord; he would by way of 
^utfs ftatc only two, Tlu ir Lordfhips 
might have rejefted the proffered evi¬ 
dence, bccaufe they did not think that 
Circiimfl.inccs of aggr.ivation ought to 
be admitted iu evidence. Or they 
might have rejefted it becaufe they 
did not think that the rent of the lands 
leafed to Kcllenam having fallen into 
«rrcar, was a circirtnftanLe of aggra¬ 
vation. Could he know which of 
^ thefe two reafons had influenced their 
Lordtbips in their dcciflon, he fltould 
know how to regulate the future 
proceeding on this cafe, and he could 
tell beforehand what evidence would 
be admidlble, and what not ; and 
fucb a knowledge would contribute 
very much to Ihorfen the duration of 
the Trial, and lave all the parties 
concerned a world of time. 

The Lord Chancellor obferved, 
that the refolulion which he had 
communicated to the Managers Hated 
the evidcDpc of the arrear to be inad- 
milCble, becaufe the untitnefsnf Kelle- 
ram for the iituation in which be was 
placed, was not in charge againft the 
defendant. 

Mr. Fox, finding that he could not 
perfuade the Hqui'e to accompany the 
communication of its refolutions with 
tbe grounds on which they vvwe form¬ 
ed, gave up the point. 

Mr. Anilruther then called Mr. 
Hudfon, of the ludia-Houfe, to prove 
that Mr. Haltings had fanned the 
revenue of. Bahar to Kelleram and 
Cullian ^jng, without having taken 
aqy other than fbieir own perfonal 
fecurity. 
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Mr. Law wanted to prove that one 
of them had a Jaghire in that very 
province, worth a lack and a half of 
rupees a-year j but* the witnefs knevy 
nothing of fuch a Jaghire; he knew 
only that one of them had an allow** 
arce of 50,000 rupees a-year out of a 
Jaghire. 

Mr. Young was next called. He 
had been a member of th« Provincial 
Board of Revenue at Patna. He knew 
Kelleram, and did not think that the 
referved rent upon the leafe was fo 
low, that he could have afforded to 
give Mr. Hallings 4o,oool. ftcrling by 
way of fine for the leafe. 

[We have already informed our 
reiidcrs, that Mr. Haltings had ad¬ 
mitted the receipt of this fum, which 
he faid he had taken for the Com¬ 
pany’s ufe.] 

He was aiked if he had ever had any 
coiiverfation with Mr. II tflirgs on the 
fubjedt of Kelleram, and the leafe 
made to him of the revenues of Bahar. 
He replied, that he bad had a cunver- 
fation once with Mr. Haltings on that 
fuhje£V, at Calcutta. 

Mr. Anftrutherdclired that he woi.td 
Aate to the Court the fuhltance of it, 
as accurately as he could. 

Mr. Young faid, that Mr. Haltings 
having informed him that he bad 
agreed, or was about to agree, to farm 
the revenue of Bahar to Kelleram, he 
fiid he wondered that he Ihould think 
of farming it to I'uch a roan, for, from 
what he knew of him, be was the laH 
perfon to whom be ought to grant • 
leafe of it: to this Mr. Haltings re¬ 
plied, that be himfeif thought better 
of Kellercim. 

Here Mr. Law hiterpofcd, and ob- 
jedled to the admillibility of this con- 
verfaiion as evidence, becaufe it wat 
clear that it turned upon the unfitnejs 
of Kelleram, which their Lordlhips, 
by their laft decifion, had declared was 
not it) charge. 

But the Lord Chancellor obferving 
that this converfation relating exprefs- 
ly to Kelleram, and to the leafe made 
to him, which it was in charge bad 
been corruptly granted, he did not fee 
how the objeAion could lie 1 Mr. Law' 
thought proper tcl waive it. 

Mr.Young then proceeded—He faid» 
that in reply to Mr. Haltings he made 
ufe of the Allowing words, or others 
to the fame tffcft» “ 1 have known 
** Kelleram five or fix years; it is from 

** that 
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** that knowledge t have formed the 
“ opinion I have given of him ; and an 
‘‘'opinion fo formed I cannot giro 
“ up.** * 

Mr. Anftruther then alked) VN^^hat 
was the duty of the Dc<iva>i ? Mr. 
Young faid, that the Uevvaii was to 
check and controul the l-armer Ct nc- 
ral of the Revenue, anil pit vein him 
from -plundering or ouprtiling tire 
p-“op!e. 

ft was afterward;’ proved lltat the 
Otlice of Itewan w is aholiilitd in B-iiiar; 
or, wp.atwai the lame thing, tiral it was 
Ix'iowed on th« Farmer General, who 
wi‘. 'furs aMiii'dl;-appointed to check 
ai«l conlrool himlill. 

Air Anftiother alked what was the 
jrnpn'Oiini which this appoinlment 
maile upon the people of the province 
at large. 

iMr. Young faid, they heard it with 
terror and dilinay. 

Al'ler the rrfirrr was given, Mr. 
I,aw objeflvd to the qurjUuni the 
vMtiiefs, iic laid, could anlwcr only 
lor Inmfelf, not for a whole pro¬ 
vince. 

Mr. Fox faid, that nothing was more 
common >ii a court of law, than the 
piMCtice of giving in evidence the 
general fciife of the country or neigh- 
hourhood ; and no one could more 
properly ftate what w.rs, or had been 
the I'enfe of a country, than a perfon 
v.dio h.ad long rtTidcd in it; and had 
hee-a in -'r (itnation that enabled him to 
learn the general opinion of it. 

Mr. Lav/ ftanding to his objeftion, 
their Lordfli'ps returned to the.r own 
Houf-, and having put a quell.on i.n 
this cafe to the Judges, which they rc- 
tp’irtd tone to anfwei, the Houle 
avljonnud die further proceedings in 
the Trial to Thuii'iJ.ay next. 


Sixty-First Day. 

Thursday, April 49. 

As foon .ti the Court was fcated, and 
the piifonerhid b.-cn brought to the 
liar, the Lord Liianetllor informed the 
Maii.igers, that the Houfe had rc- 
foived that it was not competent to 
the Managers to put the quellion, 

‘ What was the I'enfe or opinion of 
" the people of the country in general, 
** when they heard that the revenue 
had been farmed to Kelleram and 
** Culliaii Sing’’—fuch quellion not 
being applicable to the 6th Article of 
the Charge. 
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Mr, Fox took occaiion, on hearing 
this decifion, again to lament that the 
Managers were put into a fitiiation^ 
ii« which no party whatever, in any 
other Court in the kingdom, whether 
as plaintiff or defendant, profccutof 
or profecuted, had ever ttood—for 
they were called upon to gnyern their 
condii£t by dccifioiis, the principles of 
which were wholly unknown to them* 
all th.it was communicated to them was 
the bare naked determination of their 
Lordlhips j but the principles on which 
it was founded, and which alone could 
be rules of conduft to the Managers, 
the floufe had not condefcended to 
communicate; and therefore, if here¬ 
after the Managers Ihould offer evi¬ 
dence which fliould appear to their 
Lordlhips to be iuadraiffible, according 
to principles known to themfclvcs, 
but not communicated to the Maiia- 
gois, their I.ordlliips, he hoped, would 
not think that the Commons were lo 
blame ; for they certainly would not 
give the Court the trouble of deciding 
a fecond time upon any one fpci-K-s 
of evidence, if they knew the grounds 
0.1 which any decifion in one cafe Wjis 
founded, that wpuld attach upon 
another coming under the fame de- 
Ici’ption. 

lie begged leave alfo to obferve, that 
when their Lordfliips came to the refo- 
lution juft communicated by the noble 
and learned J.ord, they Teemed to 
have miftaken one point, for they 
rejefted the evidence as inapplicable ta 
the 6th Article of the Ch.irgc ; but 
it was certainly applicable to the 7th, 
which was then under confideration 
a, w'cll.as the 6th. 

Many more obfervations were made 
by i\Ir. Fox and Mr. Burke on this 
head, .and nearly to the fame purport, 

W'. Anftruther then refumed the 
examination of Mr. Young. He afked 
the W'itnefs, Whether he knew of any, 
and what cfFc6ls, that had been pro" 
duced in the country by the appoint* 
ment of Kelleram ? 

Mr. Law objefled to the queftion : 
he faid, this was an attempt to intro* 
duce, in a new (hape, what their 
Lordlhips had refolved to be inad- 
miflible as evidence. The effeifts of. 
the appointment, whatever they might 
be, were not fpeciffed in the charge, 
an.l therefore the Managers conld not. 
give them in cvidci w-, ^ 

rhU produced a long argument, fn 
wpicb the ob}e«ftittn was ftrongly 

epmbased 
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Comoatfii ty Mt. tcx, Mr.Burkf, and 

jvlr. Wyinlham. 

They contended that they were #n- 
tOfjivci« evidence every ciroum- 
itance that could in .my dej^iec cftabliih 
a proof of guilt, or llicw ns enormity 
and .aggravation. Tli.it in forne cafc& 
It was. by cirrnmll.inccs only, th.at .m 
aft in itfelf harmlt-fs or indifTercnt 
became criminal.—The bare abolition 
of one Board of Revenue, and the 
eftabliflimcut of another, were not in 
themfeives criminal afts; but if it 
ilionld .appear.that they been done 
from corrupt motivrs, anti in confe- 
qucncc of .i bribe, then they might 
truly he faid 1o ue c.iininal: but the 
crime cnubl be proved only by evi¬ 
dence of tiiofc ciienmuanees, from 
which corrupt motives could and 
ought to be inUrred ; this woulil 
appear flrikingly m a cafe of homicide. 
If evidence of iVas Ihiit out, 

and none leceivcd but that of the bare 
aft of j!,iyi>ig, then might a man be 
put to death for a hondcide not only 
not malicious, but abfoiutdy julti- 
liab'c. 

In fome cafes, ^uilt might be in¬ 
ferred fiom tvvoafts, neithei- of which, 
taken feparatdy, coiibl be coiifldered 
,as involving ginlt-—To appoint a man 
;i judge, W.1S not a crime }—to re¬ 
ceive a prefent was not a crime : but 
if, by any circnmftancesj tbefe two 
could be coupled together, and it 
could be made to appe.ir that one was 
the caiife ot the other, then the ap¬ 
pointment, which in itfelf appeared to 
be innocent, mutt be coolidered as 
criminal, by being conlidered as the 
tfieft of a bribe. The corruptiunt 
then, was what conflituted the crime ; 
but how could it be proved, if the 
evidence of thofe circumftanccs was 
to be ihut out, by which alone two 
afts, in themfblves innocent when 
viewed fingly, couldi on being coupled, 
be dceinid crimihal i 

After the Managers had argued long 
and .rbly on the fubjvtt, they faid they 
would not give the Houfc the trouble 
of leaving the Hall to debate upon 
this qucifion, if they could find that 
ihe'rLordlhipscotifidered it as already 
decided. 

Loid Stanhope, adverting to what 
*Mr. foil had faid at the outfet, faid, 
tbat thl;' principles on which the de- 
Ciiions «f their Lordfhips were found¬ 
ed, m ght, in his opinion, be collcftcd 
from the rranner in which thofe d«* 
Part III, 


cifions were communicated. One of 
them fl..ited that no evidence was to be 
admitted of the uAfitiufs of Ktlleraml 
but It did hot flop there, it went 
further, and (lated the reafon, namely, 
the unfitnefs of Kftlerani not being 
cbaiged. 

The laft deciflon determined, that 
ho evidence of the opinion of the 
people rel'peiting the appointment of 
Kellcram fliould be received} and the 
reafon was immediately fuhjoined,— 
becaufe it was not applicable to the 
6 th Article of Charge. 

Thij produced fome further obfer- 
vations irom the Mair'gcrs ; but, 
colltdtmg from fome appearances that 
the fciife of the Houle \vis •'gainft the 
qiicftirm rcfpefling the effefts of Kelle- 
ram's appointment, the iManagcrs gave 
it up. 

Mr. Anfttuihcr (hen proceeded to 
ex.Tm-iie Mr. Youiig iclative to Gunga 
Govifid Sing, wlio, on the f'uppreflion 
of the Provinrid Committees of Re¬ 
venue, was by Mr. Hailmgs conOitiited 
Dewan to the General Board of Re¬ 
venue, with a jurifdiftioii that ex¬ 
tended to every part of the Revenue 
of Bengal. 

From the evidence of Mr. Young, 
it appeared that (lunga Govind Sing 
was confidcred, both by the natives 
and Kiiropeans, as a man of very 
BAb CHARACTKS ; that his office of 
Dewan gave him great power and 
authority over the peonlej that from 
the conltitution of Hie new Board of 
Revenue, both the Dewan and the 
Board were more immediately depen¬ 
dant upon the Governor General, than 
upon the Governor and Council; 
and that the Dewan had abundantly 
the means of harralliiig and oppreAlnBr 
the people. ® 

Mr. Anftruthcr Laving defired that 
Mr. Young would Rate whether the 
country had or had not been oppreffed 
by Gunga Qovihd Smg, Mr. Law 
inttrpofed, and laid, th.it no evidence 
of aftsof jppreffion ought to be ad¬ 
mitted, beCauie oppreffion was not 
charged in the Article. It was true, 
indeed; that at the end of it the 
Commons bad faid, ** to the great 
*• oppreffion and injury of the faid 
“ people }” but thefe word* muft be 
cc'nudered as inferences of law, and noc 
fubftantive charges, and prrcif. ly lu the 
nature ot thtlc words in indidnients. 
** contrary to the Peace of our Lord 
** the King, bis Crown, and Dignity.’* 
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No evidence had cveh heen admitted 
in any Court in fupport of tliefe words, 
which were inferences of law ; nor 
ought any evidence* to be admitted in 
fupport of tl’c general words^, “ to 
“ the opprefllon and injury of the 

people,” wliichj l.kc the others, 
were only inferences of law. 

This produced another long argu¬ 
ment. 

Mr. Burke infifted rh.it the rvords 
meant to rh'ii- <: rii.'ftsir iw . ot 
opprelTion; in. i .diciiicd the att n'pt of 
the Ccuidel to met imo; pM'lr- U em 
into KiC'-e 1/ ff’ro’.'S f>f .'.nr- —'I’o tie a 
father and 1 n togetl.v.;* .in 1 i.-nifje 
tlu-m Ci'iitily. w.isan ’ -fc’ '.-a of Ui-.c, 
—To force people's ir.or.ey Irom them 
by tortiiiv.., oi every kin.i, was an 
ivJ-rfr>CF of lo'V -—To do the meft 
lavaae acls, wsj oj htov* 

Mr. Fox conteiiui :1 thit ilure wis 
Bo analogy between the words in li'C 
charge frating the ir.iiiries and opprel- 
fions fuitametl by the native.,, and tl.e 
words, “ contrary to thelCinc’s peace, 
“ his Crown, an.’ Dignity.’’—ft no 
evidence had ever been admitted to 
prove tnat an aft was contrary to tl e 
Peace, Crown, and Dignity of the 
King, it W'b hccaul'c the att itl'elf 
implied it; in a charge of treafon, 
murder, or ..ny fpecies of ftlony, 
it was fefne'ent to prove the ad of 
treafon or felony, for it followed of 
courfe, that if the act had ever Ukeii 
place. It V. IS In its nature con raty to 
the Peace, Crown, and Dignity of the 
King. 

But when the .appointment of Gimga 
Covind Sing was proved, the proof of 
the appoirdment could not be a firoof 
«if the oppi vilions; becaufe, legally 
/pe.afiSng, oppreffion could not be in¬ 
ferred from a more appointnicni. 

hh. I'ox then viewed the cbjeftion 
in another lii'i.t. He contended, 
that the Connnons of Great Britahi 
were n.it, according to the ufages of 
the High Court of Parliament, bound 
to fkate their charges with the fame 
precifion, to which fpecial pleaders 
were bound in the Courts below ; the 
Commons were, in the language of 
the conftitution of Parliament, plain 
^Hleitdred layment and not bound hy 
forms of which the conftitution con- 
lidered them as wholly ignorant: and 
be contended that he fpake found law, 
vsiien he maintained that a want of 
form which would vitiate an in- 
4iAinent in the Courts below, could 
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not be pleaded in the High Court 
Parli.imctit, either in b-r to an inrj- 
pcachmeiit, or to ftuit out any evi- 
d*n. e offtreii by the Commons in 
Jupo'-rt ot tluir charge. 

Hv f' pp. rti d h s opinion by the aa- 
thdiny ot Sir Rcbtrt Walpoli', and the 
Att •tni.y G iicr.d Noithey, who 
m.i.itii iinid thr fame, when as Mana¬ 
gers th' y condndltd the profecution of 
Lord VVihton. ^ 

I' e ch.irce ff-ntup by the Commons 
on tliat oicafion did not ftt forth 
r,'.’iTc/ii.r i/iiv the treafon of which that 
no.-.le Lord was accufed had been 
comm ited Such an omiftion would 
have preved fata! to an indiflment in 
the Comts below ; and the Coiinfel 
for Lord VVinton endravourrd to avail 
tbemfelves of it in arri-ft of judgment: 
Sir Robert Walpole, who, whatever 
people might think of him as a Mini- 
Iter. was allowed even by his enemies 
to be extiemely well verfedin the law 
OF Parliami nt, refilled the motion 
in arreft cf judgment, as did alfo his 
fellow Manager Northey, the then 
Attorney General (whole arguments 
on this pent Mr. I'ox read from the 
State Trial.'), on this preofe ground, 
that the Commons of Great Britain 
were not bound to be fpecial pleaders ; 
and that fiibftantial niftice was not to 
be evaded, merely becaufe they were 
not verfed in all technical expreftiuns 
and forms of law. 

On that occahon the Houfe of Lords 
took the opinion of the Judges, and, 
though it appeared to be in favour of 
the arreft ot judgment, the Houfe de¬ 
cided in favour of the doflrme 
maintained by Sir Robert Walpole, 
and retufed to am ft the judgment. 
This cafe, Mr. Fox oblerved, was the 
flroriger, as the judgment to be pafled 
upon Lord Winton, and which aiftually 
did pafs, was a judgment’or dlath* 

The three Cownicl for Mr. Haftingc 
fupported the objection feriatim» and 
Mr. Fox replied to them. 

A (lucllion was then taken down by 
the Lord Chancellor upon this objec¬ 
tion for the decilion of the Houfe; and 
the Lords adjourned the Court, 
it being then a quarter before flx 
o'clock. 


Sixty Second Day. 
Tuesday, May 4.. ^ 

This day, the Court being feated, 
and the priloner appearing at the Bar, 
the Lord Chancellor reported to the 

Managen 
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IVT'piefrs and tT»? ConnfcV, for the 
prl'ni! r, 'l.e Opinion of t i* MmiIc on 
thr i;i' ■* on put to Mr. Young %n 
Viz, '* Wlipther the 
opp cllicns le't i v (h«' p-opie uere 
^rt rter ut.d'i t' f f'M\ }} rd of 
“ Rt v;-niic eft.tbliliit'(S ly Mr. Haltings> 
oruiidir thi oi'i onr ?” 

The l.ord Cli ui.ellor informed the 
f parties «'oiuerne<l, th t th' r Lord- 
fliip' had refolved tP;»t it was not 
competent to the Managers to put this 
que(i< m. • 

Mr. Burke, upon this, ob'i rved, that 
he muft fuhmit to their Lorllhips’ 
decifiun, but Uc never could aiquirjci' 
in it. 

I-le defired that Mr. Young Oiould 
be again called i and the w'itnels 
appearing, Mr. Burke defired that he 
might be whether he had hc.ird 

that any money had been given hy 
Keller..ni and Cullean Sing to Mr. 
Hafliiigs. 

Mr. Law obj- (fled to the queftion; 
he laid that lu urftiy evidence could not 
be admitted agunit his client. 

Mr. Burke infiffed that it could ; 
and n' it was nectiTiry, be would ftate 
his realbns iii proof of this polition. 

ATr. Liw defiled that he would Hate 
how the evidence would apply, before 
the vvitnefs fliouid give an anfvvcr to the 
qiKfiion. 

Mr. Burke faid, that, finding new 
principles cf law laid down, which 
ill his opinion icndrd to overturn the 
eliabiifiied rules of judicc, he would 
make a ftand where he then was, in 
tavaur of thofe rules, and refufe to do 
what the learned Gentleman required. 

The rules of evidence did not oblige 
him, before he brought forwaid any 
piece of evidence, to fliew how it 
would apply i and if he bad hitherto 
done this, it was not bec.iufe he was 
bound to do it, hut becaufe he vilhed 
that the Court might be fully apprised 
, before-hand of the nature and ten¬ 
dency of every article of evidence: 
he would not, however, purfue that 
line of proceeding, if he w.is told by 
the Counfel that he mufi purfue it. 

Ill the part of the Charge upon 
which he then was, hearfaj evidence 
was of the utmoll iroportanre, becauic 
it lliould be made to appear, that no 
•knowledge of the receipt of many 
harge liuns of monty, by Mr. Haftings, 
ever could have been acquired, if it 
lud not been for rumours and bearfaya. 


The nimoiivs, wliii h l.e<»an to grow 
gencr.il, that ^>di. Haftings had received 
privately and coiauptly manv large 
Turns, ^ad bad fuch an efteft upon 
Ml. Haftiiigs, that he then difcuiied 
ihe receipt of thofe Aims, which, had it 
not Oeen for thele reports, he vvou’d 
havi- kept for his own private ufc. 
By ihefo rumours, therefore, it was 
that ti efe coniealed Aims had been 
brought to light i and therefore thefe 
riiniouis, well proved, became good 
and eg 1 evidence. 

Mr Law faid, that no proof could be 
adduced th.at ary mm of money had 
been coiice..led by Mr- Haftings, as 
Im-h concealment torired no part of the 
C' irye agaiml him. 

Mr. Burke witii fome warmth re¬ 
plied, that thefe objti^ions ftiould 
avail the Ic-irned Counfel nothing ; 
for he would not give up his point, 
bur, like Lieut. Riou, he would ftick 
to his c ufe while he had a fingle planlc 
to Aipport him. He contended, that 
coi cealiTient wa.s in charge againft 
Mr. Hriftings j and that though hia 
Coiinftl thought proper to dtny it 
then, he had not thought of denying it 
whe.i he drew up his client’s anfwers 
to the different charges; for ia hia 
anfwer to the prefent charge, he ad- 
mrtted that concc.iUnent w.is in charge, 
and he denied that' he had concealed 
any fum or Aims of money. Upon 
this the AT.inagers and the prifoner 
hadjoine’d ilfuc; but now the learned 
Counfel would dilavow what he had 
admitted III ilia pleadings. 

Mr. Law replied, that it was of no 
confrqutncc what he had or had not 
admitted in hi.s anAvers. All that he 
had to confider was, what was in charge 
agairift hia cl.ent. 

The concealment of Aims of money 
certainly was not in charge; it was 
to be found only in the concluding 
fv'e.ping claufe of the article, in that 
place where it muft be confidered as 
an infennee of law, and not as a 
matici of charge. 

I^r. Fox confidered the evidence of 
ntiriours as ftrieily legal and admiffible 
in the prcAnt cafe. It vyasevident that 
the defendant was charged; with the 
corrupt leoeipt of ftveral Ibms of 
money.—There could not be a better 
p ftihle proof of corruption in the re¬ 
ceipt, than the concealment of the funis 
received s and if the difeovery of the 
receipt was made after the rumours 
D % be(t4 



began to fpre;u1, and rtcyihffore, the ru- 
fnuurs ouj^l'.t to be the more '■eadity 
ad'll tted in evidence, as the dil'covcry 
naiift be conlid- rcd^is the conleqir- nee 
or »fFvtl of thefe verv nim 'Urs. And 
therefore,ihoiiiTh the iVl makers (lioiild 
not have charp d the Detendar.i with 
having coueealed mnney, fi'd pioofs 
of tfie eonceairneni might and ought 
to be .idinitted. b>caiifc the conceal- 
ITTieiit was of rdMl evideiice of tfie 
fVrong ll kind tint th' iums coiKcaUd 
had (1 ill comif.'tiy rcc ived ; and the 
coiriiDl leceipt was, unqiitfiionabiy in 
oblige. 

Mr. Law faid, that In ih's point of 
view rumour? might bi‘.'ome < vid^nct. 

T.’ie qiielbon was tlieii pin n this 
wiy.— The ci.ites of \1'. li.Minus’s 
letter, for ii. w-ts v ritten .u difl’crcnt 
perioils, in wfiich Ik ddrli’fed t*'e re¬ 
ceipt of liuif- um'S, h u’ing been If.irtd 
to the w'tnef'i, hi; w.i. afitt*'., wlirlher, 
prior to any of tl'.clV dite?, he had 
heart' iiiinoiiit trai Mi. H ifliny? itad 
received liiins of money fioni K..lleram 
and Cu’ilean S ng 

His anfwer w th-\t he h.id heard 
rumours to th.it efFe>^f, ppor to any of 
theditcs that nnd lieci; mtiii'oned to 
Jii.m ; aiid the rumours were vciy gc- 
Jieril. 

H'- wT.'. ,i:iced M a crors-exair. n'tion, 
by Mr. Phnni-r, of Coiintel tor Mr. 
Tfdftinj^s. whether he had not on a 
fornii r oecai'tO’; fii'.J, f’at he r'lnd-ti'n- 
ed the til loltilpritiit of the ^cw iveve- 
niic HoK'd by Mr. K iftoii-ti, bnaii't 't 
was inj.iruu'i.' to h s owe. pi vite in. 
tereft. lie a'.ifweird, that he coii- 
eJemnt J it ii'ith as iii'c lous to his oyvn 
private >n ereil, ai.vl lv> that of the Lalt 
Xr.dia Coinpanv. 

Mr. Davit! An 'erfiin was next rail¬ 
ed. He f.i.tl he lud been .ippo'nled 
Pr fident of the Ni w Ktveniie Board 
eftablilhed by Mr. li ftings; thit in 
tVie fpace of tivo yfms he h.id not at¬ 
tended the iJo.ird, or dilchuged the 
duties of Picfitifiit for more than fix 
weeks or two :i onths, naving been em- 
ployed by Mi. lldbngs in lUhtr quar¬ 
ters; b.it ti.it .ining the whole tune, 
he had received nis falaiy juft as if he 
had done the ■ utics of i js ollSie. He 
had heard of leports, which were 
pretiy gemr l through the country, 
that 1 fum of moi.ey h d been receivi d 
i>y Mr. 'liftingi from Ivt-lleram and 
Ci'tlean Sing,* aiul he at Uft thought 
(t prop '" * > 'i.c tion thofc rrports to 
^hat Gentleman ^ aud, nutvvivhftandiiig 


his intimacy with him, it was with 
Ibnie cmWarraflnient that he acTually 
informed him that rumours ot this na? 
ture were in circiil.ition.—Mr, H<ft- 
iiigs faid to him in anlwcr, “ Give 
yoiirfelf no trouble about thofe things ^ 
lor vvhauver lums I may have receiv¬ 
ed, I have accounted for them with 
the (-’oiDpany 

Mr. Anderfon being alked if the 
whole of the landed rcvcirie of Bengal 
had not been iiiid« r tlic controul orju- 
rili'iift on of the Boqrd of Revenue, of 
which he was Pitlidmt, anlwcred in 
the affirm.itive. He w.'s, then alked, 
whtttur if any linn h 'd i.een rc. < ivcd 
as I’nded revenue toi the i:*e ot the 
Coirp.iiiy, it ought ii.it to liavi p-.fied 
throiig'i the h.inih ol tl't C'om million- 
eiS of the R. venue. His aiilwM'vias 
in the aftiriTiat.vi —He w.s ti'tii alk< «I 
if the Bond had ever uceived any in- 
jim.itioii of the lei < nit of a lar>.c liir.i 
ot money, p.iu! b\ K' lleiain .ind ('ul- 
lea'i Sing, winch was not a part of the 
fvim which they were bound hy their 
lealV to pay annuailv ? He aniwercd 
this qiiv'ftioii in the net anve. He en- 
deavfjijitd lit re to eftatiliih a dilinic^icn 
betweeii /■:/','f, ii\*ciiue, which nnift: 
be known to t!,f Revenue Board, and 
a h 1 ( Venue, of which the Board 

rrughi know nothing, ai d which m'ght 
be known only to I'lc pauy paying, 
and to tlie fsovirnoi aiul Council. 

He w.is flitn alkid, >n conhquence 
ot tli.s iliHindtion, whether it wa.s pof-. 
u'lle for lum to fii tile public revenue 
that Itie farriK r wf .<8 to pay aiuuially, 
if he* was tiiiit quaiuted with the pri¬ 
vate u vcniie, wlvch by a private agi ce¬ 
ment unknown to the Board, and 
known only to the Governor and 
Coiinci!, the farmer w.is to p»y. He 
acknowledged th.u it was not pollible. 
He was ifked w'hether, ’f uKatqiiaint- 
ed with the circiimft.irice of the faim- 
Cr’s be.ng bound to pay a rent piivaia^ 
ly, river and above W'liat he was to pay 
the Board could tUmand the 
ictl value of the land, withput ruining 
the farmer. 

The T.ord Chancellor faid, it was nn- 
mctlT ry to put this queftion, for it 
cicaily anfw’cred itfelf. 

1 he Managers in opening the charges 
had faid, that Mr. Haftirigs did not 
trnft even his n'oft confidential friends 
with the knowledge of his havjng re¬ 
ceived bribes; anti that if he trnfted 
fome of them, he took care not to let 
any ppe of them know all that was to 

he 
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be known on that head: he truflcd 
fonie With one fecrct rehtiveao his re¬ 
ceipt of money, and others with 
others. • 

To prove this, the Managers alkeJ 
Mr. Ainlnliin, it he was in the cerifi- 
dencr ol Mr. H (liii(;o wlieii he was in 
India? His anlwerwis, that he had 
reafitn t > belivve lit wasgieatlyin his 
confidence. 

After this they afii.d him, if Mr. 
Jlifiii'gs h id lol.i li'm tliat he had re. 
ceived a fum ot money Irom Nobkiircn? 
He Jiiiwtj'ed ill tile 'iti;,itive. 

He was afke'i it Mr. llnftings had 
told liiin that i'C haci uc^ived a fiim of 
^8,000 rupees trom Nmnio Loll ? An- 
Iwe'ed in the negafue. 

Whether h" iiul told him tint he 
had ret'civeii ico.oooh trom the Vi/’.tr 
Is'aboh of Ondc.— I tns <|iicrtion was 
al.'o anfwtjed in the negative. I'he 
witiiefs adiriittfd that he wa'. at Chn- 
nar when this l.-rce furn was given, but 
ill'l Mr. Haftinys iiad not given him 
ai.v iiilirnalii'n o'- it, tliough he was fo 
nint h in In, c-.iilidcoce, and was I’re- 
fideiil of the Revenue ISoard. 

'i'iie wiLneft hail heaul trom report 
of the lec'ini: of thele varit.iis funis, 
and that till fum given hy Nobkiffcti 
amoiiii'ed to four tacks of rupees (con- 
fiderahly abtue 40 ,oodI.) 

HefanI he ht’licvtd Mr. Hifiingshad 
m.idt Mr. Cioits, who was a Member 
of the licvtnui- Board, a- qtM'titcd with 
th( receipt ofthole fe vera! fim s, tliougii 
he had krp! them tioin the knowledge 
o! t!ie win cfs. 

W^ith the examination of Mr. An- 
derion the biifincfs clobd for this day. 
The Lords adjourned at five o’clock. 

Sixty-ThifD Day. 

Tulsday, May |i. 

Mr. D. Andeifon was again called, 
and iiiidi rwei-ii a long examination, 
condiii'^led bv Mr. L^w, one of the 
Defendant’s Couiifcl. 

• Having been afkcd by the Counfel, 
what was, in hi.s opinion, tiic general 
character of Gunga Goviiid Sing? the 
witnefs replied, that he conliuered him 
to be a man of good charafter j but he 
added, at tlie fame time, that there 
wete many perfons who thought dif* 
ferently of the man. 

The Counfel having examined him 
‘rcfpedlifg the ftate of the ICaft India 
Company’s affrirs at the time when 
Mr. Haftings received three lacks of 
rupees front Kelleram, MrTAn4erfqa 


faid that it w'as iinderfiood that x 
formida'le confideracy oi general al. 
)ian..«‘ of tlie native pov.'ii'i, at tli.at 
time, threatened fhe fatciv ol the 
Company’s pr<ivinies, an 1 in gn.eivl 
of ll.e Uritilii int^iefl in India : that 
the Rajah of Certr, a piity to this al¬ 
liance, I'ad >nitu lly but rtO aimyto 
take poll in tl.e oi.lv roid tl.rough 
wliicb the Coinii.iiiy’s loiei-*- could nl- 
v.mce to ti c NuitiiC'i) l.irc.irs; t'Mt 
tliicc lacks, having inxti fent to ti . li .- 
jah, Ms I jrcf-rf h'd hc( ti ib iwii (.If, an I 
tile (.Illy cbit.icle to the niait h or ii.e 
I'.nt.iii' .CCS i'c'iiig tii'i.s lemoved, ii ty 
h id .uiviiiC(.d to the place of their rlel- 
tilMlio!!. 

t)ii txiiig ix.’.inii’ed to the gene d 
C'uia.'ict ot il lilings in i' 

and i'iit',ida 'v .1, tc, ll.e op ■.,>» 
wliicli w.is genci ail; piitert-'iiit d Unie 
of his I'U Tiamly .'.iid diliiUiTt Itid.icls, 
he faid he belicvid he i .prt renttire 
to fiy, with gic.n ,1 nfidcine, tii.it ex- 
tept Ionic f,w iiiclividua's ,, lio we»e 
a.i.ieicMils toparly, o\ hid I'l.lfcied per- 
fonal dii.rppoiiitnnei't, .dl ti.e inhai-jt- 
anis of India, »s well n.itivcs as 1 mi- 
ropeans, entertain, d tlic higheft opi. 
nion ol Mr, H'Itings, iiid corifidcr d 
liim as -1 man eminently humane and 
difintc relied. 

On a crofs examination by the M.i- 
nagers, Mr. Aiitleilbn faid he could 
not, uf his •’wn knowleJ^e, fay th.at the 
gemral alliance or confederacy of 
which be had juft made tnciition, had 
ever had any exdtencc in r« alu v ; that 
r le fore. s belonging to the K..j:ih of 
Bcrar had not coiiimi-ted any luiftiit- 
tus againft the l-.iigiilh, except foinc 
trifling o’eprt'dations committed by a 
fmijl p edatory party, upon whom 
their Commander promifed to excrcife 
the mull rigorous juftice. 

The witnefs h i\ mg faid that the Be¬ 
rm forces had polled thcmfelvcs on the 
only road by which an army could pafs 
on its way to the Northern Circ.rrs, the 
Maiiageis wiflud t.a know whether he 
was lb much <if a foldierasto be able to 
know whether this was, in point of 
fa ^, the only road by which an army 
could advance to thole Circars; tl'cy 
tliertfore afked him if he was a mil ^r- 
ry 01.10. His anfwer was, “ that he 
moll certainly was not, though he had 
been two years in tlie militia." This 
high compliment to the mihtarv chai ac- 
ler of the militia, railed a loud laugh in 
every part of the hall. M.aiiy ol the 
Pcerei^es joinec| heartily iu it, looking 

at 
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fiiTP t^rae a*" the nohh’ .fu(lg'-s m 
. i, ; ti e Cf'iirt, n-ii) v-■ -m 
* KPhttu CO k‘^ '-'s, -I ■ I'f'l ft'ii* 

‘.i• St hiithl v*' '■■' ' ■ ' 

in*'»i'Tiberetl u i^' nt lilitry kn'ivvl' 
by IW’ • V ' - ' V- ii. 1 >11 ti , 

Hs v> a tkc > i'l ■■•8 niit . pirti- 

CHjai ’ ■ . < ii !>;,'? ■ He i * ‘i 

he 1 <<i lw.iys coil 'c I'.l liiOifflf in 
t*>‘ i}; t. . ^ j 

Th N'I. ms rs, ^'!vclt.!urtot^ 1 ^■ iTood 
<•« I wi.ih I' L vitreli 

til tJovind S>in/, Jlke<l 'f 'e 

tli'-Hi; t t' is «. 1' irrffli r of t! ai ni'ii' \va-> 
a irii o ;•—ili.it trioii^ih iv iv on 
fpoke iJl f him, no one had v^n'iircd 
toddpist'' iv - .lllii tl' 5 t' 

IV!-. An ie /1 .n (a • , 'e did not think 

th's A ■> -'h iv cur lit Giii.i’' G''v ii'' 

S 'o- -d not be'.u VL ti-at every 
on «'■<!‘t-e i'' llnflvm. 

UnfirM i tti>,tiiL w .rds copta-nnii? 
the lin 't 1 Oil whii h toe M* ip'is 
aih..d toi- the opinion ot the wnn' i-j, 
were fa’s (. t'om a paper . r'wn np liy 
Mf-H rtinp*.; it w.i;. the ‘j •'! nt 'he 
M <oaj{ei‘. to Iheu that Mi. H H-ines 
and his p'ltitiil'r frieii I Mr. Auderion 
difFertd wide. in tlitir upinioo of 
Glint;-1 G- vn j Sin-,'. 

Tne Man i^oi ■ u ih d tb-n to know 
whethtr tile wit t'll "lid i vet brarcl of 
another fun ot iroiiy p'l'^tcly re¬ 
ceived by Mr. H (ting-j beli.!'S the 
three Jacks which he h.id aliiaoy n'ln- 
tioord. J'is anfvver W. 1 S, t'Ml he had 
BO reconcdtioii of h.ivip Jicard i f ,tny 
other film fo rece'ved hy Mr H ili'ims, 

Mr. Burke tiid h' would, for fe 
IMirpofi. of rtfrelliii.j; the metrn.rv ('f 
thew'itnff", read him a pafl'ige frern 
.an ex-iminaJion which he ha.’ ir. der- 
gone before the Coinmiitee oi Ma¬ 
nager?. 

Mr. Law ohf. rvedthat this examina¬ 
tion was not inpf iit j ^nd .asthc Couidel 
for t^e tleferi<!..nt« ' uld h -.ve no a C' l'. 
to It, it wonl.i he propi r rh t th- vjhole 
of >t flaonld he -lad to the wdn \ , aa 
a pattu! fclefJioM !>■ in it ini^tht entrap 
bina. 

Mr. Burke, hearing: iht word erfrnfi, 
took fire, and ta d t . nnveytd an iiti- 
nuation whn h u s not to be liorne. 
The Cort'm ns never had borne, .lud 
he triifted n. vir wouid b ar, fneh lan¬ 
guage. It was not pi’ffi'jle ti* t they 
could h.irbotii a wilh to mtru^ any 
widitfs—’it was impo/Ii 'le tiiat, profe- 
enlingin t' e Oehaif of the r.-tiori, ihey 
could feel t'oe refentments which 
tvttre fo to tbofc who bad fufr 


fered wrong, und wb-i, fmarting under 
it, -ipiieaied <i) tix j ^ i « i piivMti pro- 
fi iit-i's. J Jcy would not thrielore 
fifi’- r the Coijjjie! fi. f-]l li im that n 
wi Dels m.ght be tnlTitiprii vy them. 
\Vven a ptrfcn in tir i.dltniit , rcum.- 
fiances born thole of the prel v* de¬ 
fend iiit-—\vlvn tIelCb' of M-.cles- 
ful(i flood it I heir Lmdfhips’ Bar, on 
an irnp', ichn ent lirorjjlii by the Com-\. 
inonc, b vint-.nt.I todiop an txpref- 
fion wl cb f ciue ‘ to rifiiiUate, mat 
the Mmagerv w.i.’ul en'i are or 
a wiiieui; upon this all the Man igcrs 
fe'i.U'.n vr t!. nod luclarid, idiai they 
wi,iil. not fuHtr jiich langu.ige from 
tiv iioh i L iJ, bic.iL’ic It could not, 
a. (1 ih ukl iMt i», f’lpi.oied, that they 
h.u. any ct'er olijc/’'. lu view thin juf- 
mc to the dcf.-i:(i.iid, as well .a,-, to tlie 
Puoiic. It w 15 on p'.ibl'c j'.roiiiiv'.s only 
ti) y Itc.od fo'w rd fo j'lofeime, .and 
not fiOiii aiiv piiv.ile ino iv,, pique, or 
ft ft it"ieiir; .md ihcrifoie it llionld not 
be iii' iui’tcd til it rtiey wei c cap'bit of 
widMiig to emr .p 1 v.Pri. L. Wh.it the 
Comm n woi'd n' t otar itom 'oyri .it 
a nun 3 t!.t K irl oJ Mac. Icsfirlil, they 
certair ’iy would not hi ar fiom the 
C'oiMiftI Of M'. 13 iTlngi. 

?vli. f„.iw expUi cii li'infcif; he fiil 
he ills! ii'.'t riuMT' ro iriiii'U iti tnal the 
Mi,i.3^;erb wdhed to entrap the w'll- 
nefs 5 he oniy ine vit to fay, that to 
re d a p-artetan exirniiHiu.ii, withouti 
I't-idiiig the whole, had a teiiv’ciicy to 
entrap. 

■J'hf witflefs himfelf fakl, that he 
w'fliiil fo In-ir the paper >ead, with 
wh.ieh t'.r iio!'. Man.igtr wifhed to re- 
frelli In-i n.em. ry : it w.is h‘s duty to 
fpeak the 11 nth, ainl the whole truth ; 
and if any tliirg had el, ipcd his me¬ 
mory, which this pap r could br.ng 
b I K to his retolietiiuri, he would be 
very glad to ft.ite it to their Loitllliips. 

Tht Managers did notprefb the lead¬ 
ing of this paper, .irni Mr. Anflcrlon 
wis informed that '.e might withdraw. 

Peter Moure, Eiq. was the next 
witii. iV c.dltd- He had been a Mem- 
btr of the P ov.r.c'al Conunii lee of 
Kcveiiue at Cah utta, and afterwards 
of th. Pi ovincui Committee ot Reve¬ 
nue at Mooilhedahad ; th-atwh-n he 
wa* of the former, he had an opportu¬ 
nity ol k'lowing Giinga Covind Sing, 
who wa? Dewan to the Committee: he 
was .1 man of a very bad cbaiatffer ^ 
detett; d by the Europeans, and dread¬ 
ed by ihc natives. The fyftem of 
Provincial Committees of Keveiuie, 

abulilhed 
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aliolIfUed by Mr. ILifling'*, be confi- was not true; and he had no^ a donbl 
dered as much niDrc con.hicfVc to the in his own mind, but that the reafon 
due collcrtion of the p'vtnui', and to for which the Members had been thus 
the prevention of oppr^fli;n1, than thdt diverted wa<!, that Gfunga Govind Sing 
of a general Committee ft.itioned at might he left to the full range of hit mjit 
Calcutta. IJis reafon for entertaining uni.ontrouled nutll. 
this opinion was, that to colledl the re- He was iifkcd, who were prefent in 
venue, and at the fame tinne guard the Council when the refolnt.on was taken 
people fcom the opprtffion of the for diverting the Members of the Re- 
.Fumer-Gcijeral, required a diligent, venue Board of their truft ? His anfwer 
aitcntivc,/otvr/controul. That by the was—Mr. Haftings, Mr. Barwell, Mr. 
new fyrtem ietrodneed by Mr. Haft- Francis, and Mr. Wheler. But he 
ings, tills local controul was removed, underftood that it had been carried by 
and the people in the dijlant provinces the double vote of Mr- Haft’iigs, fup- 
became a prey to the farmers of the ported by that of Mr. Barwell, in op- 
levcnue, bccaufe they could neither ^p<>(ii>on to Mr. Francis and Mr. 
obtain redrefs on the fpot, «r go to 1 VVhtler. 

Calcutta in fearch of it. | Being aiked how be knew that, h« 

Gunga Govind Sing, be faid, had fait' he h^d been fo informed immed’- 


bcen ilie very reverfe of wbat a Dewan 
ought to have been, and his appoint¬ 
ment to this office had been .ntcnried 
wiLh a otreumrtanre pcrte<^fly new in 
the hiltory of the Company’s revenue; 
for nis own perfonal feenrity was all 
that was required of him for the pay¬ 
ment of his rents. It was .a gcnenal 
inftruflion to all the provincial Com- 
mittees of revenue, to require collate¬ 
ral feenrity from eviJry perfon to whom 
they farmed the revenue of any dif- 
tritt; and from this inftruftion there 
bad never been a departure, at leaft as 
far as he had ever heard, whilft thofe 
Committees were fufftred to exift! 
He faid it was a fubjedf of converfation 
at every public and private table at 
C.dciitta, that Gunga Govind Sing had 
given Mr. Ballings four lacks of rujtecs 
for the farm of the diftriiJls which the 
Governor General had let him. 

Mr. Dallas, of Counfel for the De- 
fend.int, aiked the witiiefs whether he 
had not been difmijfed from his feat at 
the Board of the Provincial Committee 
of Revenue at Calcutta. 

Mr. Moore faid, that as this quef- 
tion contaiimd an inltniiatiun levelled 
at his charaifter and honour, he begged 
' their Lordlhips would not require him 
to anfwer it with a mere aye or no, but 
would have the goodnefs to let him 
give his anfwer a little at large. 

He faid, that the Board at which he 
had had a feat having had feveral dif- 
agreements with Gunga Govind Sing, 
complaints were made againft the 
Board} and the Supreme Council had 
'at laft {efolved to divef the Members 
of the Board of their truft; and they 
were accordingly diverted of it: but 
that th«y bad be«n difm\l[td or ceafured 


ately afttt by Mt. Francis, wiio toltl 
him that he had ciuleavoiired to put 
the quertion upon the individual me¬ 
rits or demerits ot each 
ratcly ; but that he had been over^ 
ruled, and all the Members were re¬ 
moved —It was obliquely inlinnatcJ 
in a qutfrtion put by the Count;l for 
Mr. Hnrtings, that as this inform.ittoa 
related to m.itteis which had jialfcd in 
Council, and which ought not to have 
been divulged, Mr- Francis was cen- 
furable for having divulged them. 

But there was no ground for cenfure 
on Mr. Francii on this head, as the 
Council was at the time lilting <is a 
Committee of Revenue, and as fuch 
W.IS an often Coiuimtite. 

Mr. Moore was aiked by the Ma¬ 
nagers, whether, fiibfcquent to what 
the Counfel w'ould call his diftiiiiriort 
from the Provincial Committee at Cal¬ 
cutta, be bad not been appointed a 
Member of the Provincial Committee 
at Moorlhedabad : he laid, he had. 
He was afked, which of the two fitua- 
tuins was the more important, that from 
which he had been removed, or that ta 
which he had been afterwards appoint¬ 
ed ? He replied that the latter was corw 
flderahly more important than the 
former. 

He was afked if Mr. Hartings, in 
any converfation wdth him, had ever 
paffied any cenfure upon his condudl 
whiirt he was a Member of the Cal¬ 
cutta Committee ? The anfwer was, 
that be never had ; that fo far from it, 
when he waited upon Mr. Hartings to 
take leave previous to bis departure to 
enter upon his new office at Moorfhe- 
dabad, that Gentleman, in a very 
good-natured way, wiihed him all pof* 
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ftble fucccTs ; an i for hh vtvn part he They fai^ tliat tbe Counfel tiavin^ 
had re.if.,n t; heltevr that PAr. H.tjUn^s tempted to impeach the credit of the 
iit-ndrdthif nrio .(piMti•’intent as a com- writiiefs, by endeavouring to piove, out 
penfMionVor tb-’lofsof hh I'eathitheCul- oV his own mouth, that he had been 
cttiiaComnuiitseoF Re-venue,’w'”ich feathe dif miffed (ram his fituation, and confe- 
had iakt I from the ’luitrtefs wtho’jt any tl-ienlly that he had done lornethin^ 

*h;»t was bad and called for difiniilion, 

While the witnefs vras givinsx that it was juft that the Witnefs Ihould cn- 
part of the am'wer which is in lialics, deavour to defend himielf,' and, by 
the Coiinrel endeavoured to oitcrrnpt ftttmg the matter in its true lightj^ 
him; but Mr. Moore, rofing his vcmv, vindicate his own charadler. It was' 
wis heard, 'riotwithftindmi'the endea- as natural for innocence to raife 
▼ours of the Counfel to prevent it. it- voice and'exprefs the indignation it 

Hvi-c *i.e CoHi.frI coniplaMicii to the felt when an attempt was made to faf- ^ 
Honfe; ‘nd fa'd, tint tiie wJtntls. was ten guilt Upon it, as it waifoi confei*. 
m.iL-it u. Ill one for i-.olini; his voice with i oils guilt to be fiient and hang down' 
a Mew to drown that of .a Counlel, • it.-, hea 1 confounded and ab.alhed. 
while he was nrghij objeftior.s to trie I Much fparring took place between 
t^in-'’'!,.!!, to wiii'-i-tnc witnifs, regard- the Counfel .'iiid the Mana^'rs ; huti 
Icfs of f.e objebtionr, had given an an- finding it wms half part five o’clock, they 
iVrr. agreed not to pioceed any faither th,i8 

rne Minas'ers defended the witntfs, day ; and then the Court adjourned *. 

• After tlM Commons hid returned to their houfe, from the bufinefs cf this day, the 
foilowint impo’tant m'>tions and debates took place,in 6onfc'’.uL'nce ofa previous intimation 
on a fottnerday f'.ir.i Mr. Hutl:e : 

Mr. Buike pieMc.*! ids piomifed motion refped^ini? the Trial of Mr. H.sftings with a 
fpeech of extieme ier.gi'n j in the early pirt of wliitii he faid, that he hid beun cnipityed for 
the lift ten years of ii.s hfe In diligently enquiring into the affaiis of fAdin, the Houfe having, 
in its wifdom t.-ken, .ir>d wife it was io them to take, the piopci means u, Uoo"* whether any 
diforde s exift--d, .it r! v.hvil’.ci any cdencas had been comrnittcil. Alter iriocii in-/(’i'Viga- 
tio.n, the Houi'o had fh lug'n pioper to take tv/o means of rcmi,dyi,ag them in fatutc : tlie 
one by applying i.tloin for the pievcntion of further grievances ; the otlier, by infti. 
toting picfecu'ions foi osicnc,s by a penal law. How far thefe means luid p'ovcd fuccefstut 
Was nor y.r aicei ..dner’, ilicu.;h he ih.iuld hops th^y had fncceeded in the firll mftance, and 
he ir'if>.‘i‘ rl'ey \vt uKi in 'he (itlis,'-, wh.n bs tluir porfcvsiancs and patience they Ihooid ob¬ 
tain judi'.ntnr a’.iinll the great dcl.nqiici't uiidti profecution before the Hoofe of Loids. 
T'lat the piofecuSion w. s a prciper one, the lioule had lefolvtd. Whether rlicy were to 
l-ike tli;; prone, means rd le.tdsiing ii tffixJijal, or wlKther the opinion foimed by them wai 
to heratif.Ld in anoiher Court of Jurlics, wa> nut a qiieftion to be decided tiuie. It 
w'is, Mr.'iuike Lid, ,n vain to talk of the iitccllity of bring.ng a delinquent lo public, 
juitice Without thu pii.psi means weie given to flo it wiili etlcth We weic going to war 
wit.'i or.j of the rrcotelf Mma'ciis in buiupc. Weie they not then to ccndiid the war of 
the virti'Ct'f tne Country ..riinfl its vices, to puniih the pirates and delinquents, and were 
they net ic he cug'ig'.d n a war with an individual who was one of the greateft of thofe de¬ 
linquents, if he va> ■: dd rquent at a'! ? Mr. Huike, after an exordium to tb.s effe(i, faid, 
he had the teilirnuny of one <if tiic beft ar..1 Icaft queltion.ihie -witncflcs, to prove the iadl 
of groL mifin.".r..n',tim^i t in our lormti Goveinmtni in Irid,a, lie meant Loid Cornw..llis. 
He then leferied lo boul Corrwa!li,’s letcci, dated March la, 1789, which was relerred to 7 
by Mr. fr.ircis in t'-f d-hnir ol hf-iich qi, and read t'.ofe pafliiges in which his Loidfhip 
ftates ills opinion af .he profptif of piofperity iiiat he expetfti.d to aiifc in confequcr.ce of 
the principal I. .nt'l i.lriei s and 1 r.u'.ers being tf//o>e</iu the pov.er of fupporting theirLmilies 
wiiii deceticy. Cerd Ccinw..lhs, Mr. Uurke L-rl, ditw this pirture ; and he woui-i afk, if any 
Titan fuppofed that i.ord Comwallis was charging the defcdls of his own Government; his 
Lordihip by the wetA tcjloicd mull have alluded to the former Government, vi:f. that 0/ 
Warren Hallirgs, i fq Mr. I’urkc laid, they had that forenoon been In the Hall for the 
fixty third day, and ipekuning rhr e hours CMch day, they had fpent one hundred and cighty- 
nin*? houis tiier", which was nine hours longn than a Comm.i'ee was allowed to lit in that 
Ifonfe. Aiiei comir.int.ng at fume length upon tlir time c,mf .n.ed by the rilal, Hcfa'id, in 
|hat time he Hi ufe might well excLim, that fu.'.lLntial juibce laigbt to have bren ob¬ 
tained. Tlicif weie, it was to be rtn.embeied, tluce paities in ih. c uf>; the fit ft was 
J4r . Haftingt, the next the Public, and the lall the Managers themfeives. "llie g^e-auC-* 
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ftXTY-FoURTH Da». 
Tuesday, May i8. 
Tindication of Petes. Moore, Elq. 

Mr. Anftruther opened the biifinrfs* 
this day, by obfei^iiig, that an alletnpt 
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having been made by theCounf«l 
Mr. at the laft fitting of the 

Court, to difcrcflit Ae evidence of Mr. 
M 'ore, by an infiniiition that the wit* 
iielB batib. enrf/y/;;{^Y/ir.)m the Piovin- 
cial Council, of whieh he b.td been a 


Aift.aintd by each in confequence of the Trial, were to be confidered a' d ri'licved ; hot firft 
of all, tliofc of Mr. HaQings; and let iliein fee what had been the ccndiifl cf that Cientltnwn, 
yOn the ^th of February 1789 Mr. Hjft'ngs prefi.nted a Pctlti''n to the Hoofe of Lords; 
and Mr. Jluike faid, li-j would admit ih.it there m glit be cifCunilL'ini.ts of ccmphdnt in .1 
criminal on the very ebjeft cf his trial. Mr. Il.iftings, in his Petition, had firJl complained 
that Ills ITial had lafted a year, whic!i with rcgaid to t’is rtriod fro.m its comiiiencement 
k was true, hut not true in the light of a trial geingon Je the hi Jnm for a twelvemonth ; Mr. 
yHaftings had next complained, that fwen Noble (.oid^, tus Judges, hud l■.ft tliis world in 
thecourfeof nature. That was a ciicu't.ftanc • tlie Managers ^idd iii.t help, ncr had he 
ever before heard that it was among ti«e piivilcge:, of I'etr-. of ITWa.i int to efcape paying 
the debt of nature. But neither the Managers nor th.it fir ufj h.id the power cf preventing 
their death, much as tliey niuft rcgiet iliat the Nohie Lords fhciild Cii, unlefs indted fuch 
Peers as liad foni to furcced to theii honours and tliti* virtius. Mr. Kmke lieie txercifed 
feme little pleafantry, and faid, to‘all who lie.-ijd him he wil'u.t! a Icr.g life .-ir-d a fliort trial. 
Mr. Hafiings ntxi, he cbferved, talked tf liis vsiinfft s liavmg gort to ira'ia. If he had^ kt 
them go thiie, it was his own fault; the Man g.is could not help it; .md all he could fay 
was, that the Trial niufi take its couif., and Natu.e mule t.ikc lie’s lik..k'ire. Hi. twii 
health, Mr. HallinfS had next faid, v'Inch a I ng uhiltnee in Iiidi.i li.id injuitd, requind 
the btmfit of fciclgn air, winch the Tiinl dtpii'Cd Inm cf the oppoi'ui ity i.f t ikii’g. 'i be 
fufl Mr. Lurke denied ; nothing could Innt'er him I'om erjoying f.rteiyn air, if he wi old 
fettle witli his bail for that purpofe. Again, Mi. Haitlnys tomph.irid that he w-aa tak.n 
cut of his rank of life, ^nd ceprived of th< (t injoymsnts ot>-tr mtn nnrht comm nd. Mr. 
Burke faid, lie could not believe it. 'lliiy faw Mm.it brill., rperas, phivs, >.rd f.fltnibhes 
£A cry of Ob Mr. Buike faid, he would rc-alTirt tlie fat* in fj iio vl that Ob, wh^ch he 
f was ptiluadtd was not the Ob ol fci fibdity, nor did it pr..cetd licin b.n-vol.r.ce cf mind. 
Belides, wlun Mr. Ilaflings declared tlmt lit fuflcred baidfiiij.s, wa* it n-.t cc.n |!' ttr.t to the 
Managers lor the Commons of Engl .nd to ptovc the ctr.tiary, .;t.cl lii t he etiieyed all the 
comforts of life, and fliarcd in its latmnal pleafuK-. ? Long n.igh: lie enjoy them! he did 
not regret lys enjoying them j he bad only faid, Mr. Killings did inji'} thtm. And Mr. 
Euike believed, if the cafe of the life of Mr. Haflings were compared vviji ihe labour o' Ids 
” (Mr. B.’s), it would he feen which ol the two wjrs I I'l er.ilrl'rd to conij’I.i'ii. He wiflicd, 
theiefore, th..t Gentlemen who <rinpl.<ii cd rf ihe ha rilh ps Mr. Haflirg- ctdmtd, would 
juflify what tliey f.iiti on the fubji^f, on ihdr hgs, tb.u he m'gi.r bn-i ?n cppoiturity cf 
anfwering them. A man up. ri his trial, unC'iuhtedly, cot h* ni r be qii.tc at h-s eaftj it v, as 
impoffihle finm tht naiuie of the calc, and to thi: M-. H.ilbr;;s li.n.ult .input d i- ; but he 
complained of tl c modi of tri.'l biing fi. tx? tniivc, and lus li.itci e fo Ini; 11 . Wnli legaid 
to his bcinj ilnulf out of I U place in coitP" n fccieiy, he in If ..If 1: that he w.,. as niuch 
ip his pl.icein ccn.mon Iccicty as any man an.eng ihem Mr. I'.u kt htit itl. tied to Mr. 
H;ifting=’s Petit nn, a ctpynl winch he htid in Ins hand, rind f.nri, if it were i ue that ihcv 
dtp.'ived Mr, Ilr.lliiigs ri the mc.ins ol his cxilUnce by the u^t of the Tri.-d, he fl.oiild 
fay they were vichatliig juliicc; but let thim fee Imv t'le t tl Hood ? It hr.d b en ftntnl, 
tjiat Mr. Kafth.gs's loitar.e was unc'cr jo-cccl. aud ih..! 3 ,cccl. was tnt n tin. hrft 
■*Stir;on in getting the rccoitls copied, art! t! :it 2o,cccL mtire w .s p chahly fpcrt in the nixi 
StfTion. If fo. Ml. Ilaflings could not have bread. 7 lie ct.ritxt IcLiri'd to fay, t'-a' the 
maicrlBls cofl him 50.000!. what tlun i.uilt the fupvri’.ruf'.uic cr.li him 1 *AT Ikilir.c’s, 
Mr. Durkc faid, had told a Nt bk Lord, who was P.o.mc<l at It. ilffit he m eht jiidt t 1 1 his 
rxpences by the fmgle fafl, ih.it copying |.„|,;rs .n the India ftoufe aU ne had toll Inm ihita 
thoufrnd [rounds. Mr, Buike declared clv.i. he had been at the lm‘14 I'oufe, anti difjitd 
the proper perfon to ell him wk»t it had coll Mr. fart.ngs at the India Houfe f whtn he 
was told, «o< for every ihirg was copied for notliing, he airuj||^)iin ; though 

he could not fay but that foine little civility might have been given the < Mr. Ku ke 

re^foned cto this, and faid, he would Liirly dc-clare, that Mt. Hallini's got ntither crid.t nor 
ccmpadioi) by (tat ng what was not tiue, 'Ibe Managers weieieid, to enier imotveiy 
particular affirtedby Mr. Hallings in his rctitiun, and would undertake to d.fpiove the al- 
Icg.stions.. He mull, therefore, fay, it was a I'enous thing to charge that to juflice, and im. 
•Past HI. E 
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Memher ; the Manag-rs intended this finuation was. For this ptirpofe Mr. 
'd,ty to Ihew how groundlefs Inch an in- Aiiftruther deilred that the minutes of 

puts it as tak'ns away the means of defence, which Was not fo; and he would aflc, Did what 
he had faid prove Mr. Haftin^ts to be worth more than be had alTerted f He fcaied ilwy 
'icould piove that he was worth a great deal more. But whether what he had allcdged was 
true or fjfe, Mr. Haiiings was entitled to that jufticc which was due to him, and Ihould 
not be kept rnc moment longer in fufpcncc than was unavoidably nectflary. He (hould 
have thought that Mr. Haftings, who (tated all the grievances and hardihips alledgcd in his 
Petiticn, would have been gUd if they had given him the opportunity to clear away , 
any imputation^ and to have itluted any one charge; but that he rcjeilcd, and there- 
fore theaffertion, that he had ufed every rational mode of (hortening the proceeding, was not 
true. Whatever was the hardfliip Mr. Haftings fufTered, Mr. Burke contended, was his 
own, and not the hardfltip impofed ©n hhn by the Man-ageis. There were, heobferved, 
three ways of a mjn getting off Irom a trial; one, by an honourable acquittal; fecond, by 
an aequitral; and thi'''.lv, by an efcape efTefted by dchiy and procrartinationsk The next 
beflTion, Mr. Haft'Pgs had||||kund the bcfincfs exceedingly long, and he came with another ’ 
complaint, declaring, thatnewi uld have pleaded fJuilty, lather than have undergone what he 
had fiiftained. Mr. Bu'ke comir.ented on this at foine length, and contended it was cvi. 
dently the aim of Mr. Haftings »o attempt to eft-ape by delay and procraftination, and thus, 
in the end, baffle tlie Houfc of Lo:ds. The Mmagers of the pioftcution, Mr. Huike faid, 
however they might fail in knowledge of the law, or howev.r they might fail in dexterity, 
no m.sn, he believed, would fay that they failed in zeal nr in exettton. They had all through 
b:en afluated only by a defire of obtaining public juflice, and they wiflied to put fome 
fpeedy end to the profecution, which had already Lifted longer than the longeit £le£lion 
Committee. By the conduQ of the Defendant, it was im.sgined he wifhed to gain time. 
This was evident, fiom every paper that was read being ir.fifted on being read at full 
lengtii, and by othei fympioms; fotli.it Mr. Hafling.s appeared like a fux, who, when 
hon fd and purfued, endeavours to chide his hound-., and try which has the Inngeft wind. 
Mr. l-'jftings feomed to think that the Houfe, tiier! and fickened of the biiitncl^, would 
abandon it altogether; he would fubmir to the Houfe, however, whether it would become 
their dignity to aft in t'.-.jl manner, and whether they ought not to (h<.w tli.U they liad the 
power to carry on a prefecut on tff.-iftually, .liter they had once thought it a debt due to 
joftice thatir fh mid be ir.fti'uted , lie liibmitted it alfo to the confider.ition of the Houfe, 
whether the heft mrans to prevent the chic.ine fo obvioufly prrtilifed,.would not be to let the 
party know he had no hr pe> for .an tfeape, and that the Houfe would not be faii-.fiid till 
jufticc was obtained. To effeft this, the Houfe had to do two things ; firft, to pot the 
profecution within a maragv.hle compaf.; and next, by a refolution to declare that they 
would not hcbifllcd. Mr. Bmke menriontd that bold Soineia, Lord Halifax, and fome of 
our bill men, had been impeaolietl ; and iic Hated what the natuie ol the proceedings had 
been ’-’e iiuntioned alfo the aothoirty given to the Managa» of the Impeaclinienc of Lnd 
Macclesfield and fiiri, up.-.n that he lud chiefly grounded one of his motions. Afiei an 
apol'sgy for h>ving deti'ned the Iloun. longer titan lie really intended, Mr. Buike read his 
iwo Morions as fullcws. .and then miived the firit • 

“ That this Houfe, tuk.ng ,nt/) confider ition the interiupii'-ns occafioneH by the occu- 
** path Hi of the Judges ard ti.e Heufeof l.ordg, as allb otlicr ini|K(hmfn's winch h.ave occurr. d 
** or may 0''cui in the couife rf the 'I'rial of the liiipeaclim nr ot W.irren Ha'ling.s, Lfq, 

“ doth, without mt-;.r.ir.g to abr.nricn the truth or inipoitance ot tiic Chaigts, authorize the 
M inagers t.f the i faiH Impecichmcnt to infift only upon fuoh and fo many of the faid 
Charges a. fit ill appj.ir to ilie.i’. ihc nioft conducive to the obtaining fpe-.dy and ctfeAiial-y 
juftice Kgainll ilf; fiid Warren H.ftirgj.’' 

ad, “ 1 hit ilie CimmoDs of Cicat-iliitain in Parliament aflemhled, from a regard to 
“ ti-.clr own henour, and h. m tbs duty wl ich th. y owe to all the Commons . I Creat- 
** Britain, in whofe nanr:, a-, well as in their own, they adl in the public profecuti.ins by 
them c.irricd on btfoie tlie Houfe of Lord , arc bound to pcifovere m tlieir Impeachment 
aga'nft VVarrtn Haftings, Kfq. If.te Co''ernor-General of Bengal^ uni,I judgment may be 
obt.iincd up.m the moft mpoitant aiticlesin the fame.'’ 

The Chancellor of lire Exchequer faid, .he did rot mean to go into any difcuflTion, but he 
fhoBgItt Ihc tenderrey of iho Motiom (o evidently leading to the furtherance of public juft'ce' 
and the advan-ageot the party .sccnfed. that he Ihould conceive there could be no'difTercnte 
of opinion on thefubje-il. When the prof.cuti'-n had been inftituttdj, robody imagined it 
liavegor.e into the length to which tlis Trial had been drawn; and every body muft 
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« ConfuTtat’on of the Supreme Council it would appear, that Mr. Moore hi 
of Bengal fhould be read, Trom which after his fuppofed dilmidior, l-»€tn rea 

fee that, unlefs fome ftep or other were (aken, the length of the Tti:i mud dill be indefini 
and podibly the ends of public judice might be defeated. The Ch^ncelior ot the i xd.i.qu 
fpokcof the fituation in which the Houfe dood, and that it was due to their own hen. 
that means diould be taken to give a proceeding of fo tnticli importance cdic<cy and e> 7 tc 
. He thought the tird Motion, thcicfore, perfeflly unobjedlicnalde ; and altlicugh the fecor 
did not appear to him fo abfoluuly necedary, if the Right Hon. Manager thought it maieii. 
that fuch a declaration diould be made, he faw no fudicient gnund lo ohjcA to it. 

TheMader of the Rolls profeded he went along with the Wight Hon. Gentlcm.m in ever 
argument that had been urged j but he tliouglit it would be more adviftable to make th 
Motion general, and to follow that piecifely which had been adopted in the cafe of Lord Mac 
clestield. Sir Richard read a copy of that Motion, and though he confeded it was not f. 
ably worded as the Right Hon. Gentleman's, yet he conceived it preferable, as there was m 
occadon to affign a reafon, the doing of which would be liable to comment. Sir Richarc 
concluded wiJi declaring, that it would have fatisfiid his mind more, if the Metion hac 
been general. 

Mr. Sheridan did not fee the force of the Right Hon. Gentleman’s objcfllcn The dif¬ 
ference of the circumdances of the vwo Impeachments made the dirt nft on btt.vtcn the 
two Motions fufticiently clear. In the Impeachment of Lord Mscclesddd the Managers 
were .'iritti.d with tlie authority in qucltion in the fli rt inrtance ; it w'as thcit-lcre unneceflary 
to artign ? reafon. The Lcained Gentleman diould obferve, that in the piertnt ImpeachmeiiC 
they had now paded almort three yeais without obtaining their objeft. On which fpcclal ac- 
t.count, it was necedliry to adign a reafon for giving frefti authoiities to the Managers. Nor 
did his Right Hon. Friend’s Motion appear to him in any part of it ohjefltonable; it conveyc^' 
no inflnuation; for furely the dating that the Judges were obliged in difebarge of theirofF.ek.t/i 
duty to leave Town to attend theCircuitson the Adizes, was no inflnuation agamlt them. 

Mr. Wigley complimented the Managers highly on their abilities and their ze..!, declaring 
he had often admired the unabated ardour with which they had returned to the Charge, after 
a quertion had been'decided againlt them ; he murt, however, object to the word, “ other 
impediments,” becaufe it tended to impute delay to Mr. Hartings, which he did not think 
had been the faft. Mr. Wigley at fome length explained the grounds ol his opinion. 

Mr. Fox faid, the Hon. Gentleman feemed to think the delay imputable to the mlrtakcn 
zeal of the Managers. That was not, Mr. Fox fald, the day to difculs the conduit of the 
Managers; but when that day fbould anive, he fhould be happy to enter into a jurtifleation 
of their conduit, and to contend with that Learned Gentleman, or any one, or all of the 
Learned Gentlemen of that Houfe, that in no one inflance had the Managers put a quertion 
which they thought beforehand would be objedled to. He would not enter into a word o£ 
difeurtion then, but he woult! fay there, what he had faid more than once in another place, 
that the delay had been owing to the want of publicity in prcnourtcing the grounds and 
principles of the deciflons of the Houfe of Lords. I'hat want of publicity was to be la¬ 
mented, becaufe, not knowing the grounds and extent of the principles on which the deci- 
fmns went, it was importible for the Managers to know how far the next queflions they 
pu: might or might not milit.ate againrtthofe principles. 

Mr. Wigley, in explanation, faid he by no means Intended to impute blame to the 
Managers. 

Major Scott [frm the Gallery"] faid, “ I rife, Mr. Speaker, not to offer my fentiments on the 
Motion before you, but to take notice of fomethingihat has fallen from the Right Hon. Gentle¬ 
man who made it, and I do aflTurc you that I came into this Houfe with a firm determination 
to takenopa^t whatever in the bufinefs of this day, and therefore I fixed myfclf in the gallery, 
that i might not be tempted to change my purport:; but the Right Hon.. Gentleman (Mr. 
Buike) has rendered it abfolutcly imixiflible for me to remain fllent, by his very extraor>hnary 
mifreprefentation of two very rcmaikable ciicumrtances. The fiirt is, his aflertion that Mr. 
Hartings told the Noble Lord, who prefented his i’etitiun to the Houfeof ixirds, that he had 
paid three thoufand pounds for copying papers at the India Houfe, tliat the Gentleman bad 
enquired at the India Houfe and found the rtory was falfe, as Mr. Hartings got alibis papers 
ioT nothing. Sir, 1 affirm in the firrt place, that Mr. Haftings never fiw the Noble Lord 
Alluded to for many n)o..ths before, nor for many months after that Pe;itit:n was prefented ; 

_ that Hartings never had any converfation with that Noble Lord direflly ob ind.rcGly on 
the fubje£l of his Petition or of his cxper.ccs ; and I am furc the Right Hon. Gentkm-n 
never was told a word about the matter by that Noble Lord. I believe the Manager heard 
the circumrtance he mentioned from attciber Lordi but, whether it was from a Lord or a 
Commoner, X will rtate the tafl, and am porfeflly ready to be accounubic to any peifon for 
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p:>inted to a fituntion much moreliicra- more important, than that from which 
live, much more honourable, and much he had bean removed i and that the rc- 


every word of it. wAen Mr. Hatliiigs dttenninerf l.id year to petition the Houfe of Lords, 
herequeilrd me toeairy tlic Petition to a Nohle Lord, who afteiwaids prefenied it. On 
his reading the Petition, he expictn-d iiis forprize and concern at the-magnitude of the fom 
that had hern expended, i enteicd into coii»ctfatlon upon it with his Lordfliip, and told 
him, that his furpiize would ccafc. when he conddered that the Twenty Aiticles embraced 
aJniotl every aft of a K rg public life; tbit the IVtin.igers Ivid never ytiven the leaft intimation 
of wlut Charges they saouJd fufttip, or sv'i t they meant to abandon ; that therefoie Mr. 
ILiltlngs was obl.gvd to be pieparcd with long biiefs and arrangement of evidence upon 
eai.Ii, and I was futcit would have (.oil him three thoufand pounds h.id he paid for thep.ipers 
from t'.e ludi-.-Houfi, pnfut it would iclf 'linj h much to copy them. And, Mr. Siwaker, 
this was .1 c.i.'cuhtijn in.idc by me—not from .any ictorm-ition th.at 1 received fioni his i>o- 
licitrr, bi.t up^n wlut [ c.)nLei'-t.d tj be vety good ground'!, for I got a copy of the Ma- 
nagcis iptcthts in ihc fu >1 SctTiun fora fri.i.d of mine, which has fince, I bqjieve, been 
fciu to India. Wi.Ii tin fo fpiccl.es tiure was a very fm.il! part of the proceedings, but 1 paid 
forty pound, fer them, at the rate r.f a Ihiliiny a Ihect. or p.igc; tliCrcfoie, Sir, upon this cal¬ 
culation. I am mor-illy certain, that it would exceed, and not fall Ihort of that fum ; for I 
think ] fjieak cotieiflly, when 1 r.,y tliat the p.ipi.rs upon the Revenue Aitide alone, where 
Mr. Haibngj is brcughi in a Court of Jiiftioe to defend fyllems adopted by the King’s .Mi- 
nifters, and approved by this Houfe, fiil eight large folio volumes. 'I'his, Mr.Speakei, is 
the faft ; and I will take upon me to fay, th-tihc Noble Lord who prefented Mr. ilallings’s 
Petition, never told the Rt. Hon.Gentle,nan, nor any man living, that he convtifed dirtftly or 
indireftly with Mr. Hailings ripen the Aibjeft ; and I am not a little furpi ized that the Hon. 
Manager fhould at this tirne of d.iy detail luc'r .i Ifory to this Houfe, for I conti.ailiclcd it in 
the fr.'left manner wi'li my name to it, abevt: a year ago ; and if there is any ni.an, Loid or 
Commoner, who will call niy .argumenf in cjuertion, let Mm do it, and I will tnfwtr him ; it 
has never yet been contradifttd ; hut as for Mr. Hallings, he has nothing at all to do with it. 
The next pi'int, Mr. Siif.ikc-, to whicii tli ■ Gentli-man alhnltd, is, wlitit once fell from me in 
this Houfe lelttivc t> Mi. Haihngs’s fortune. That aif) I am ready t) 11 ite as it happened, 
and to meet the whole wuild upon the tiu li of it. After three or four Charges had l)cen 
voted in the Houfe, the Right Hon. Genrlc.m.in lock ro'ice one d.iy, that a confidtrable 
quantity of ftock Ind hten fbkl out that murning, .and f^llow’cd this information with foiiie 
intimation, that it would be I’lCceiTaiy to take nr.c.afuics refpi'fting Mr. Hartmgs. The Im- 
j)n.-rtion wli.ch n«tur.,lly rofe m (jinrliikrtns’ mliuls was, th.at -Mr. tl.allings had fold his 
ftcck. I ItJtcd then, thit he h.id not more tlian fourteen or hftetn hundred pounds in the 
Stocks, and that his f« rtune, wh.ch was not more than rifty tlioufa’id pounds, was upon 
certain mertgages. 1 abide by the tiufh of my (l.iteinent j for a very Ihort time after Mr. 
Haflings arrived >n Fnglard, 1 ^avc to oite of the fi'll charafters in t!)!$ country a detailed 
aL-ccunc of Mr. H..llipgj’.s fortune, and Avlicic every ihiiimg of it wa,, amounting then, I 
think, to about fixty-hve ihcuf.,nd ]Miunds, and it w.is figncd by hi, .^ttornies. Tb.tre was 
alfo a note to it, that there w.is fooie pioperty in RuHi.i, not above three thoufand pounds, 
and corf<dtia''le fums due to h.m in Di ngal, that l:ad been lent at rlift’erent times to feme 
£r'glilh gtntl'.men. I ftated vtiy taiily, ib..t feme of thkl'e ferns might be recovered, but 
the probability was certairl/ againibany coi>firi.rable fums being received. It has happened, 
that more has been recovered than 1 calculitcd upon, but not fo as to make a dift'eicnee to 
any confiderable amount. The Hon. Gentleman doubts whether Mr. Haftingshas lofl any 
material evidence by death ; but he knows ihit Lieutenant Colonel Eaton died during the le- 
ctfs btfoie ti'C lall, and l e wjs a very rr’atEri'il witm.-fi; but I hope the Hon. Gcntl'.man 
will not go from his word, but confcnc to examine other evidences now, who are in peceliar 
firuat.on*. One <if tl'clc g ntlem'-r, (. chvnel PoHtr, came over lall year, and this year, from 
Swiizciland. It would be of infinite conftquencc, indeed, to the cauft' of truth to examine 
him; for I am convinced that the piercric Impeachment would nesf-r have been voted, if 
t.hat Cenikman hsrl been in England, and examined at this Bar. As to the Motion in your 
liands, Mr. Speaker, it appears to me to be lo peifeftly nugatory and harmlefs, that I (hall 
not oppofe it 5 for it is of no C'.r.f..qutnce as to what we now vote about this Trial. The 
Coert d</e» no: meet again till nextTuefday the i 3 tb of May. The Houfe, upon any fpecula- 
tion, cannot continue to fit long enough Air much further progrefs to be made j and 1 am fure 
tbit after the prorogation we never fnaii meet again in the prefent Parliament, fo *s to go 
into Wcftminlter-Hall, if we Ihould live to aflemble at all ag.ain. Under thefecircum- 
any vote we may now cuiue to mull be of very little confeqaence. 

S&: 
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appointment was made In a manner The minutes of the Con Aikatioowera 

highly creditable to Mr. Moor^. accordingly read ; and it appeared that 

The Solicitor.General faid, he would n«tilet.un the Houfe long, buhie could not butob> 
jc£t to that Motion, as it conveyed an infinuation againft the party on his trial, which be, as 
an individual Member of that Houfe, did not think fufficiently grounded by any thing he lud 
heard ; and that being the cal'e, the Gentleman under profecution did not iu Iris opinion merit 
fuch a Refoiution. 

The Houfe divided, 4S, Noes 31. 

On the refumption ol tlie Houfe, Mr. Burke fald, a divifion not having been cxpeAed, 
^many Gtotlemen had left tire Houfe, and then fore the Hon. and (.earned Gentleman's taking 
the fenfe of the Houfe, had all the effetl of afurpiife. 

The Solicitor General denied that he bad adt'.d ftom any facli motive. He Taw ground of 
cbjcdlion, he faid, to the firlt motion, but not fufficiently ftrong to warrant his tak'rtg th« 
fenfe of the Houfe. To the latter he could not at any rate agiee, becaufe the motioit pio» 
receded- 

V The Speaker called Sir John Scott to order, and faid, he had ■■hou<ht It right to fufFer hinj 
to clear himfelf from the Imputition of having a£ted upon improper motives; but the Houfe 
muft fee the impropriety of his permitting any Hon. Gentleman to difeufs motions agam, 
wliich the Houfe had already decided upon. 

The Solicitor*Gene-al bowed to the corr&iSticn of ih? Chair, and hoped it would not ha 
out of order fur him to declare, that knowing i: to he the impicffiun made on many Gentle* 
men near him, that the fecond Motion wa> objedtionable on I'.ie ground he had dated, ba 
had fallen in with their fentiments, and aflign.'d his reafons for oi»pofing it. He declared# 
he ffiould think he difcrved to be confidercd in a worfe light than be could find words to 
defenbe, if he was capable of aifUng upon the unworthy motive. aferibeJ to him by the 
Right Hon. Gentleman. , 

Mr. Secretary Gtenville rofe to put an end to a difciiflion which, be was fure, the Houfedid 
not wifli fliould coniinuc, by moving, that the other Orders of the Day might be read ; but Its 
faid, he would take tha| opportunity of cbferving, that he had no doubt but that the Hnufp 
in gcneial, and tlie Right Hon. Gentleman himfelf, acquitted his Hon. and'Learned Frjend 
of having afli'd on any undue motive ; he muff, in juffice to the Might Hon. Gentlcmaft^ 
however, declare, that to his knowledge many Gentlemen had left tlie Houfe, not t:spe^inf 
3 divifion. 

'J'he Oidcrs nf the Day were then difpofed of, and the Moufe adjourned, it being near 
WINE o’cli'ck. 

la confequence of the above Motions made by Mr. Bukkc, the following lsttix 
appeared in Woodfali’s of May zo : 

To the Printer nf the D i .a r y. 

** Sir, If a man in the rank ofoneof his M.ijeAy’.s Piivy CounfcHors does not conceive 
it below his dignity to levive a calumny long ago refuted, it is not unbecoming in me ag.aia 
to take notice of It. 

“ The (lory ih.it appc.irs in your paper of Wcdiitfdiv. as told by Mr, Burke in the Houfe 
of Commons, was ciicujateJ Jaff year, and a N'oble Lati and a Learned Judge (who is 4 
Peer of the realm) wcie faid to have mentioned it. Mr. BiiiKe, wiio made the fiift enquiry 
on the fubjeA in l.eadenhall-ffrcet, informed Mr Mudfon, ihatM.ijor Scott bad told the 
refpeflable Nobleman who prefented Mr. Haftings's Petition, that he had paid three thoufand 
pounds for copying papers at the India Houfe. Mr. HudOin, from whom I received this 
information, told Mr. Burke, at my exprefs defire, tliat 1 Lad nsvn made fueb an oJfc>ti}n t» 
any pe’-fon, 

' “ The rtory, as told by the Learned Judge, if I w'as rightly informed, was materially 

different, namely, that iifr. was the ptrfon who gave the inloimation to the Noble., 

man who prefented his petition. It wa« now become a more fenous .iffair; and, cffe^dl^' 
to counteradi the mifehief which fuch a ftory, coming from fuch a quarter, might d,i, { 
publilhed the real Rate of the fa£l on the 3d ot July laff, and hearing nothing from eitW 
of the parties who bad circulated the tale (a tale In much in the ffyleof Mr. SIteridan's 
ftory in his School for Scandal], I concluded that my explanation cleared up the matter, and 
that they were not a little chagrined, upon cunfidering the injury they might have done s 
perfecuted man, by repeating a table converfation, in which the millake of a fingle woid 
nukes tlw whole difference between the truth and falfehood of the ftory. 

** Mr. Burke, after altnoft a year's fileoce, has thought projier to iej>eat this calumny, and 
bAS reduced me to the necefiity of again refuting it. Indeed it was one of the moft cogent 
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ttf Cottncil'being about to fill up foire Sir John, then Mr. M.icpbcrfon* moterf* 
iraciincies at difieicnt revenue boardb, ti.it the'Iift uf luch uf the Company's 

arguments that he adduced, in order to pcrfoj.d/the Commons of Great Britain in Parlta- 
ment afli:mhted, to pcrfcvere in a profecution wmch has already hcen dragged on to a length 
that exe.tcs the regiet of every honett man in England, and the altonithiiieiit 4>f every enlight'. 
ened Itatefinan in Europe. 

“ 1 am ri..dy at all tiuifs to do juftice to Mr. Burke, and [ fometimes fellow his example, 
by laying before the puMie my ftntimcnta on point., in which the public has a matenal in- 
tered. Upon rlii. pnneip!.; I fJiall • xiimne the truth of an alTjrtion which, as appears hv 
your paper, Icll fiom him on Tuti Uy Id!:—“ That the delays which had hitherto occurred' 
on the liial wcie mijiutdidc to Mr. flatlings.'* IMr. Burke might have faid in the wuidi 
of Hicbaid, 

“ ! do ihc wr'ns', and ftrft begin to brawl. 

“ '1 lie leciet miiclntfs tli.»t I fet abioach, 

“ [ 1.1. unto the giievons cha’gc of oiheis.” f 

That it was Mr. IJurKe'-. ivt mion th.it the iiial ihould not come to a clofe iS 

tht P I conl'ci.ntiouily believe ; and therefore 1 looked upon the motion 

ini u..d in your papi-r nugiiury, 1 will Hate the giounds upon which tlut opinion has 
been fr,TiTic;i 

Jn the fi'fiy-ar of this extraordinary tii d, the Lord, fat thirty-five days; they generally 
met at tw-li^, lumL-ti.m.-. caiiier, and tat olicn till alter five ; theretoie Mr. Burke’s calcu¬ 
lation cf thiee hour:, a la en.iKly eiioncous. There was nut a fingle difputc in that 
ye.ir about evidi-nce to c luic dell). I. tlieie a man of common fenfe will tell me, that 
thirty hve days were not tufric.eni foi tlic tii.il, had Mr. Burke really wifhed to bring it to 
aclule.’ What impediments did Mi. HaiHn'.t»’s Counfel throw in his way ? Tliiiteen days 
Wcie \Valle.1 in fpecches ; four by Mr. Hiiike, tour by Mr. Sheridan; hy Mr. Fox, Mr. 
Anilrurher, Vli. .Adam, ^Ir. Pelnarn, and Mr. Giey, one d.iy eaali: I f.iy w.sAcd, without 
meaning to detiafl frum the me it of tiiofe Gentljnicn, for neither the Loids who are to 
decide, tlic Commons who ate the protecutors, nor the men, women, and children who 
lieard the fp cclus, can polT’bly tecolleft a word of them, except Mr. Buike’s ftory of Deby 
Sing, and Mr. Shend.n's c.^quificc eulogium upon filial luve and parental affe'Qion. 

■ “ IhiS vva» ui d'.'ubtedly the ye.ir of Mr. Burke's tiiumph; for as heindu Mi, Haftings ■ 
could net thiH l e heard, clu((ucr.ce and harfh epithets could be applied with peifeft fafety, 
h\it shefec-judyear wAi commenced under confidciMhle difadvantages. The malicious Aoiy 
of Dcby tiing had been fully leiurcd. Many Ccmlcnien had arrived from Bengal fince the 
coinmenci.ment of the trul, wlio were peifr-flly difinterelled as to the event of it. Thefe 
tiernlemcn concuried in thc.r repo.t of the afionilhment and regret with which the account 
ef the piofecution of .Mr H.irtings had betn reci-ivcd in Inilia; and r.o man puflVficd 01 
three grains of common fenfe can bjicvc that the tcAimonials fubferibed by all ranks of 
people in India cot Id h.ive been ti.mfmitted through Lord Cornwallis, if his Lo.dlhip had 
not been thoroughly convinced that they c.yiiiuined the real fentimsnts of th; people. All 
rational men execrated the trial, and ceit'.in weli-known occunencc* in England had con- 
fid.rahly added to the unpopularity of the leading managers of it. Mr. Burke beg.an this 
Jeeofidyear, by a fteondfpeceb 0/four d.iyr. 'I he remainder of tlie year was chiefly confumed 
in altercations upon the competency ol evidtneej of twelve quelHons fubmitted to the de- 
cifion of their Lordflups, ten were determined againlt the Managers, and two in their 
favour. 

“ It will hardly be credited, that this whole year was confumed in an enquiry into the 
merit of tranfadhons that happened in Bengal in the year 1772, which were fully known iaio 
England in 1776, upon which Mr. Burke has not once faid that he can produce a tittle of 
new evidence. But the novelty of the pmceeding will ftrike Gentlemen more flrongly, 
when they know, that upon the g’ouud winch Mr. Burke took laft year in WeUminller 
Hall, Lord North exeited his whole inrtucn<.c in 1776 to remove Mr. Hallings from the 
Govemment of Bengal, and that the Marquis of Rockingiiain, with all his friends, voted 
the/I for his continuance, and beat the Minifler, though at that time in the pienitude uf 
his power. 

** In the winter of 177S, Lord North himfelf propofed to the Legiflature, that Mr. Haftings 
ihould be re-appointed Governor General ot Bengal. He did the fame the next year, and the 
year following, and it is fomething imgular, that Mr. Fox and Mr. Burke, wlw’couM hot 
difeover common fenfe in any other nv.rtfurc thzt hi* Lordflilp pfOpofed during the late war, 
concurred with him in the propiicty of this. 
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femrits as were then out of employ- this lift (hould be feleAed*peribns of 
meat, Ihould be read, and tlfat friim known abilities and integrity, on whom 

** Lord North, in reply to a riueHion that* I once took the liberty to put to him, acknow¬ 
ledged that he had wifhed to r'.'move Mr. Hadings in 1776, that he had fince that period pro- 
pofcd his r).^-appointment three fevcral times when his leim of fervice expired by taw j that 
he did To, becaufe it was in a fe.ifon of vi.ar, and of great difBouIty and danger, and becaufe 
Mr, HaAings peiTefled Annnefs, vigour, and abilities, and tiie conhdencc of the £aft India 
Company. 

♦* How far it was julj: or honourable in the reprcfentatives of a great nation to keep a man 
Yfn a high oiGce, by various re-appointments, and then to profccute him upon accufations 
well known fome years prior to the firfl of thofc re-appointments, I will not venture -o 
determine; but I am conAdent there will be but enc opinion upon the fubjcA, when it /hall 
be con/idered, without prejudice, pilTior, or paity. 

\ ** Thus ended the fetoad year ot the I r al.—'I'o impute the ob/lru^ions that occurred kl 
he courfe of it to Mr. Halhnes, is to add infult to injury. 

' “ The third _yr<ir of the Trial began on the 16th 01 Febmaiy. Much of the time, as in 
the laft year, has been ennfumed in difputes upon evidi nee.—Four queibons have been te> 
ferred to the Judges, and all of them dettnnintd .a ^airil tl'.e M inagers. This great National 
Trial (lands thus : Fot thi _yf<ir tbeie w.ss not a Angle riifpute upon evidence; tho 
Court met early, fat late, had liiirty-fjve fitting days, thirteen uf which were confumed 
on fpeeches. 

“ The two next years Iiave been chiefly fpent in difputes upon evidence, Mr. Burke’s fecond 
fpeech of four dayi, .and Mr, Anftruthcr*s of one, excepted. Sixteen times hive the Lords 
adjourned to the Chamber of Parliament to determine upon the admiflibiiity of evidence. 
Fourteen of the decifions were againft the Manaoen, and two in their favour. The Loids 
aded conAanrly with the advice and r.(ri(l.ince ot the Judges of the land. 

After this plalti recital of i.i£ls, 1 would afk any candid and impartial man, if I am not 
well grounded in believing that Mr. Burke liad pi e-Jetei wined not to clofe the profecuticn 
befoie the diflblution of I’ailiament. As to the two motions which appear in your paper, I 
/ball not prefiime tocomment c n them. When Mr. Burke g we his flrfl notice in the Houfe, 

, if your paper 1$ coireO, lie menticned fometbing of the new and dangerous dodrine^ deli- 
vcicd in WertminPiCi Hall. Poflibly he afterwards thought it a point of too much deiicacy 
to attack all tile J.<w of tlie land, and thcrefoie changed his battery, thinking perhaps that 
Mr. riaftings, who had alieady borne fo much abiifr, could fuflain a little mote, 

*' Upon oncothc'i part of Mr. Tnitke's fpccch, I (Itall fay a word or two, becaufe in the 
pitifid date of the funds it was ca'culatgd to fink thorn Ail) lower. 

“ He read a parnnl extrerfi from a letter of Lord Cornwallis, in which mention is made of 
the poverty and wretch dnels to wiiicti the natives of Bengal are reduced, by the dfeUt of 
o\sr formerfyftem. The conclufion drawn by Mr. Burke fiom this pa/Tage was, that Mr, 
Haitings Iiad grofsly mifoionaged the country, 'i'lit e/yi( 7 t to which Lord Cornwallis al- 
luried (that of not letting the l.inds in perpetuity), Mr. Hartings nevrr had the authority to 
remedy, nor was it giver, to th.e Pengal Government until rii - yeir 1786 ; but Mr. Burke's 
argument is total'y deflro)Ld by the contents of another letter Irom Lord Ccinwallis, received 
by the ftmeJhtp. His Loidfliip in that Ictttr alTures tl'e D ledlo s, tl’^t thty may dtpinn upon 
the cohiii ua-.ce df an annual fuiplus of more than two Inindud lacks—a fuiplus tar beyond 
what I calculated upon, when i was rccuftd cf being too f.inguim- in my exnctlatious— 
a furplus tiiat totally overturns evety argument ufid by ?<lr. Fox in fupport oi his Bill. 

“ But as tliis is a point on which tlie publ ck cicdit of tlic country is concerned, 1 (hali 
_ Aatc it bom the jouruiilsof the Honfe of C.mmons. 

“ The yea'' pieceding Mr, Haflings’s .icceflion to the C overnmeni of Bengal, the total re- 
.ceipts of that(>ovttnment were only t!ircc hundred ..nn iliirtetn lacks of rupees. 

“ Tlie annual receipts of that Gevcinmcnt, in the average of thru* years Irom lySi -x, to 
1783-4, were five hundred and two lacits of rupees. From 17S2 3, to 178^ 6, five hun. 
dr-d and twenty one lacks. From 17S5-6 to 178/ 3 , five bundled ^nd eight bteks. From 
1786-7, (01788-0, five hunched and ih Ily lacks. 

“ Let any Gentleman who has the leaft knowledge of bufiiiefs determine, whether a country 
producing lo equ.il a revenue for fo many yeais i> in dji.ge ol being ruined. The lafl is, 
• that in tlie fame pe-iod that thti Biiilth naticn nca ly cK ubltd i's debt, and loft its Vvtflern 
Xmpiic;' .Mr. Ilaltintts incicafid the revenues of neiig.ii uso millions Aeilinga yiai, and ex- 
tencied the Biiti/h Empuc in India ; and while the ingenuity of the preknt Mini/ter has been 
cxhau/led in an attempt to raife tlie revenues ofGreqt Britain a million beyond lU expen. 
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ttie Company couldrclyfor the due dif- and wht>ji> charaacr would heaf^curity 
tihargeafthetruft lobe repofed inthcmi that the natives tni^bt be fure to Had la 

I • 

dlture, without the impofition of ad-laional bcnt'ens. Lord Cornwalhs afliires /ih OjnJJi- 
tuents that this may be depended upon, an ai.nual furplus ol mox’tth.m two miUous Jier- 
iin^ from Bengal. 

“Thefe circumftanccs ftrlke me with no little aflon'fliment, and oftm occur to my mind 
When 1 calt my eyes upon fjme of Mi. Hailinps's old friends in the Mana.^er’s Box, or when 
I hear it gravely clnrmed, in dneil oppofition to the evid«.nce of figures, to tiuth, and to 
common fenfe, tliat l;is ntc.tfures b'.ve been attended “ with great lof, and damage to they 
Etft India Company,” and thtt they were carried on, “ to the vexation, oppteflion,and de- 
llruclion of the natives of Bengal.” 

1 am* Sir, your humble feivant, 

“JOHN SCOTT.” 

Jireinhy, May |6, 1750. v. 

The refuJt of this Letttr was, Mat on the follcwing day, Frioav, May ai, 

Gc.nei'-<l J^llrgoy,^e rofe in his place m the Hmife of Commons, .md bi-g in a fpeech of foma 
length, with Dating, tint he was about to iiniiotalce a t.lk txtiemely dilagreeable to his 
feelings ; he f.i I, he w'as fuHicimily aw ire his weight with that Huufe and his talents were 
liy no means etpial to thoia of many Gentlen'i-n nur him. He ItiKid forward, on iliis oc- 
cafum, howevei, heemfe he thoaght, whm men, to whom the H.’ufc had delegated one of 
Ihe moD important trufts that n could p dliSly vert m any of its .Member', were atp.*rfed, 
wliil.'they w.-'e confi I'IIS tha* th.y dif. hirged th»ii dii'y with integniv, they weie entitled 
to the piotcCli s ?nd fuppnitof lo.'it linule, and he had no doiiht hut that day would evince 
thit there was hut one opinion on the fii'ijeifl. if the pei'ions to wliom lie alln.lcd foibore 
C'tmtng foi waul thcnifLl.es on the i.cc.ifio 1 at this time fiom motives of delic.icy, it was the 
moie neci-lf ry that fome other peifm fli-UiUI; and ii • had the rather nnderi.'ken the t.ifit, 
h.i )()'<, liaving III vei fallen u.'.d.i the Hon. Gaiii'cni.iii'- pen, lie could not be fiippnftd to 
he aCluiied, 11- the ftep he w.as about 11 take, by a'ly motives of pnvate pique or perfonal 
nfi-nimeii'. He tonid fsel ctmctrn for the. off„nvler, an.t he tiufted that the Hon. Gvmle» 
niau hirt'lelf, or any of his belt fii-iid’’, would fnid him an open, a firm, but he iriiiied a li¬ 
bs'al aud tempi late ai'cuhr. Wlirn h- obfei-.-ed, (h t tlie priiKipil peifon (eledled as the 
obie^ of the Hon. G.iili man’s attack, w.s a GeoClenian entiiled, .'ibnve all other men, to 
iiinvolal refp£.*\ ami .id ti la'.Mn j 'shi.i tie confidcied, Ih .t that Mjin'.j‘ Malice as his livelier 
had termed him, uni'.td v\ ifd'im and expiiKiice vvith e.ciy elegance of mr'd, every humans 
feeling, and ev^i y rmMhle facu'ty that .'donied inai'kinii j that tint of Malice led a life 
of private '.iitiie and j'r:bl;i: iriduiiiy and nnremitinig .ititn'ior. to the fi ft intei'elis of focieiy j 
that wlivn dll rnnfidur.'t’oi.s of n party nature fhould he no nioie, and the libels and the l.bel. 
lersfliou'd be in the duO, that he would then he looked upon by pnitenty as the honour of 
his lime ; it was imp- Bible not to fe"l the iiidignata'ii d'ae to the raucoiii'>>f ihofe who fele^it'd 
fuL'ha ch.iia/dei. as tlie obj-fi of ibiir cilumny .md the ma. k of their dsirifhon, W'lth aU 
thefe feelings, G n rd Bn.g"}nc faid, the cife m'ght be le^iiddd to b« taken up by him as 
the cauic of tiic Gertlemcii .ippoiiitcd by the Hmite to condufl the profeciiiion .igainfi Mr. 
HaCiings •, but b« begged to Date himfelf as It indiug on very differcit -ind much broader 
ground, llcliood up 111 ilcfence of the ho'nuir of tint Hmife, and of the dignity oftheRe- 
p'efen'aturs of Creat-Bi I'.aio, fhot at tliniugh tlv' medium of tha IHanagers of the Trial of 
Mr. fh'liiogs. ffavn; linis Ian! divvnliis p rniifes, (ieneixl Firgoyni proc--ede'.l to (fate 
that the Hmile lud b'.rne loo lung alir.'nly the hb .lloas atiacks of the Hon Gentleiinn who 
hid avowed hmifelf ili** .ii'tlior of ih« Liuer ccniamcd in the p .per lie held in Ins hand. 
From the conimepc-mrnt of th-'Ti'ial to the piafcnt hour, the Hon. GemUman, confelfcdly 
the 'gent of the Cl imi'i d brought to the Bar of the lloufc of Lords, h.id fyftematically libelled 
that Honfe, .and the procic.iir^s vLhioli h.id originated by its fpecial aiith .r.tv. The Honour 
of the Honfe .snd the Wrivilegts of ii> iVlemheis had been infiiiied and fcufFed at wi'.li impu* 
pity, '1 he Ce-itrd ilurlirtd, that he h-d mideouta fchedu'mof the Hon. Gentleman's libels* 
to (hew that hr wis groondtd in his alfeiCi')ii ; ih.iC the Hon. Cenlleman had uniformly, and 
wiih great iiuhdhy, puifued .1 tyll'm of libellous att.ck 00 the jVfanageis. He read an ex» 
fi,idl 'roni a Letter fig- ed John Scott, .'ddrclfui to Mr. Fox, and pubhflied July 14, 1789, in 
•wli ch the wiiter all iitd, ‘‘ I hit ihiitef.i of ibeChirges ag^iHll VVairen Halhngs, Efq. had 
pvlfed Ihe 11 jii's (•( CiirTifiions w thoot h.iving hem read, to the fliame and difgrai^ of tlui 
Natioiu” and “ th t there wc-ie p.q'rj' on tlie I'able ot lies Honfe of C.immons, which 
5 uMv deiTioniirtilecl thatmery llnng utt.'iid in Wtliminlitr-rl.di was f.d'e and uufouudrd.” 

1 hr. General vVas piuucd.ug v.iti> rvaau.i^ c-.t'vfVs irum Ui.- Lutur, iMicp 
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■tljftir jilflice and hilfnanity ^complete fion. Tills motion having been c.irrVe*» 
jji'otectiuA frum r<ij)aci-y and opprcf- the lift was accordtii^ty tead uvcr, and 

Major Scott fpukctn order. The Ma|or faid, as the Hon. General had only piven hi.-n 
.t><dii.e, tint he liad intcDtU-d to proceed on one I'aper, and as he had prep.ired hitniuli to .ni. 
fwer that alonr, he tohinittrd it to his candour and confidcracioh, wheilicr it U3s tair to bring 
what had appeared at any other peiiod into his ftatemer.t of tlic complaiui ; not that he l ud 
a 'y willi, (lie Major fjidj to dtfunn any one Letter tivtt he had written ; he d:d not mi a 
/traw ahinit them. 

Y General Euipoytie refiimetl hiS fpeecb) and declared/ th.tt he had only produc'd the fche. 
duie, to ihew iImc the puhhuition he now complained of wat but oiie of <i long'Continued .inti 
progrellive fyilem of libels, and that ihe Manapers had nut bren pr«c:pit.!le in comp'ninii.g. 
He (aid, helbimid he exceedingly huit, if it cuuid be fiippofed that; on an occafiUn I kt the 
prefeiit, he could intend to produce any collateral matter in aggnavaticln of the iltni.cdi.iie 
caufe I't complauit; and that, f«H>ner than have it for a moment LuriHdcreU that he wav capnhie 
'-/it ativ tiling to iliibeial and unlair, he would re.'.diiy ab.>ndon ai.y aigument that ilie fthedule 
which he had prepared might fuggeft, and return to the moie imnicniite fubjef). Ihe 
. General then nhfei ved, ihti hbel» da that Houfe had of late i>eeii friijiient, and that Ihe 
prcls teemed tvv.h the moll I'.ceuil.ms attacks on its proceedings and the uinduift oi us mca« 
lures i althiii.gh it v% Js well known, ihat printing any ]>.iit of wliat palled in .hat Hoiife. or 
even ihc fpeeches of any of the Members, was dire^ly c intr^ry to (he oiuct of the li'oiile ; 
bill, owing either to the indiirerciice or the contempt of the Houfe, the pay.eis had piiuted 
ficoouilts of thro procfediogs from time to time/ and h id gone on fo tor yc.n., Even a com. 
iriiinication by letter, or (he circulation of .any account of wluat paired, was o ntrai) to urd.r ; 
bnt there was lurely a great difference bitween a private letter (rot:) one Getitleni.m to it.o- 
thcr, and a libellnus attack on the Houle (or its condiiCl in a judici.'tl piiici.-ed!iig ju a'greac 
cju'e pending before the High Court of Parliament, and more efpeii.dly when the Libel 
came from the Agent of a criminal on his trial, and that Agent was a Member of the Houfe, 
who ci.iiifrquen!ly had an opportniiiiy of comphining in his place agniufl ilse iManagers, if 
li'j tlmuglIt their coodu£f wrong. Ihe Geneial declaied, ha xsondcred that the H(ini.Ge<iilc> 
rnan, vslien he was penning his libels, did nut refleiil that lie w.is comiKifnig auaiks im ilu) 

' lioiioui and dignity of P.u li.imenc; and did not cunfidcr, when he fubfcribed-,liis name lo 
thr-fh, iliac he was fettuig the Houfe at defiance, andnfquiiig all the coiifetjiiences of a Hre.-xli 
of tlie privileges of that Houfe. After laying great lliefs on ihis r,-mai k, Gent'r.al Biu'g-j; ne 
adverted to the condtiAof Mr. Halhngs and his Agent during the rcuife of the T11..I, im¬ 
puting to them a variety of endeavours to d'Veit the attention of Che Public from the pro¬ 
ceeding. Ac one time, he faid, a Gentleman had been biunghc from Wales to engage the 
notice of the Houfe; and at another, the Hon, Gentleman came lor ward hiinlUl with a Petit ion 
land a complaint. He did not, the General hud, ac.ufe the Hun. G-iiileman of igiiot.Mice of 
his duty as a Member of Paihament; on tlie contrary, his knowledge of (hat duty made his 
offence ihe greater. In order to fhew what had been the rule of proceetliiig m cahs ul a 
. fimilar nature, the General dated (eveial precedents frum the Jotiriiais: and the lit (1 he 
mentioned w.tsthat of a Baronet in 1701, svliu had uttered ceitain woius, which sveie takitt 

■ down at the time; but the Baronet was fuffered to explain himfelf, when he Pegged p.irduu 
of the Houfe if any thing he had f^id lud g’vcn plTcnce. Tlie General tneutiuued fcveial 
other precedents; bnt, as we did nut hear them diliindly, sve cannot give them in dttail. 
After a variety of peitinent obfeivain ns. General Burgoyne concluded with reading the fe. 
veral Pilotions he intended to move, wliich, fur the (.ike of intelligibility, we have lubjoined 
ill the form in which the whole proceeding is entered on the Juuioals. Beftiie the Gpuei.il 

r fat down, he appealed to the Chair for iufoimation what would b« the prn(rer tune for tho 
Hon. Gentleman to m.ske his defence ? 

^ The Diary of Tuefday lall liaving been handed to the Clerk, at the defire of Crneral Bw. 
gnyiie, the letter figned yoba Stott was read (rum u; at parts ot which the Hgufe laugh.d 

■ exceedingly. 

The Speaker, as fexsH as the Letter had been read, faid, it was the praAice of the Heu'e t« 
hear the party againll whom a cumpLdnt was made, if he Was a Mcinhrr of the Houle, as 
fuon as the matter of the complaint had been fully opened, before any Mimuio had befii made j 
and then it was ufual for the Member compKiined of to withdraw. 1 Im, Mr. b'pe.Uer EuiL 
•he had y^aCun to believe was the general pnCliee, altl-ough he was aw.ire iIikm exiiled ex..' 
options lu it, «s it had been the cafe with AMcnncn Cioihy and Oliver. 
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tTip name of Mr. Moore was C.levied who per^'^'ly anfwcred the deforipttoff* 
from 4 t| as the n^me of a gentleman no iefs honourable to Mr> MacpherloU* 

Major rcottthe -,1 rofe, and faid, “ Mr. Speaker,—Before I enUr upon my defence, I* muft 
cxpiels my acknnu ledgments to the Hon. Gi-ner^l for cite very fair and c<ndid manner iit 
which he has opened the charge wliicti tte lias thongtit pinper to prefer ag<in(t me. Refoita 
I hc'yin, I do mutt .‘ol. mnly difarow the tligbiett intention (hat J h.id to do at y thuig that 
cunld he conttrued into an ufthe privileges of the Uunfe of Commons. 

'* The t'eciihar ntuiitiun in which 1 flaiid at the prefent moment will, 1 fl.atter rnyfelf, 
^Tr. Speaki'i', ple.id my excufe to the Uoiifo for detaining them a Ihurt time, but 1 promifov/ 
f'-em It be as tliortas pnflihie. ' 

** 1 mntf cenfefs to you, Sir, that 1 did nnt exprA at this time of day fuels a Motion from 
fiuli a qttaicer. 1 know ihat this Houfe puflefles great and important jsrivileges ; I know 
(li.*c the |M isileges of the lluufe are daily broken in upon; hut, as there are fome rules " mors . 
fonoi.rtd i.-ithc hie.-|ch tlwn in the ohferwance,*' 1 have always fup{X)fed,thst iiiacmntiy Use/ 
f ttil iis (he wtuile world, this Houfe iiad contented to difisenfe with the rigid obfervance ojf 
f.ime of it« piiviJeges, retaining, liowevcr, the full power to refume them j and where li- 
htfi ty (ball be pleaded as an excufe for licentiuufntCs, the Houfe will confnit their own dig¬ 
nity, their ow n honour, and their juflice, in calling the ollender to a fevere example. 1 be- 
hf ve, Sir, it lus been obferved in almott eveiy trial for a libel in the Courts below, th.tt tlie 
tuieil way to pieferve the frpedoai of the piefs is to punifli the abufe of ic« Upon this 
ground, k!r. Speaker, 1 with my conduct tn be confidertH); and upon no otlier, I am fure, it 

ill he cnnfidered by .s bo«'y of Gentlemen, wlwi, prizing the bleflings of a free conftiiutton, 

V ill he at all tiroes ready to fiipport, in its fulletl ext<.nt, the freedom of the prefs. I know it to 
hi one of the (tanding orders of this Hmifr, that no flrangers fhall be admitted intnthe gallery; 
'.<X, Sir, our gallery is .always, and very prnpeily, full of (trangers. 1 am aware th."it it is 
a brsa«.!i ©f privilese, lor any man to pubiifh the fpeeches of this Houfe; yet, wo know that 
every day's debate is regul-trly publiihed, and with great accuracy in general, on the followiiq; 
i>ioi niog; and we have very good reafon to believe, that on important queftions in this 
tloufs tome Members write their own fpeeches ; and I will appeal to the recoHe^ion of 
every Genlleman, whether men of the firti eminence in the Honfe have not thmight it ofim- 
p<nt.incac(icnrre£l any mifiepiefrntstion that has occafionally been made of their fpeeLhe^, by 
«ii ezplan lion <mi the following day { hut noperfun ever thinks of exclnding flrangers fiom 
the g.iUery, or prohibiting the puldlcatii n of tite Members fpeechtv. The precedent of the 
year 1701 does net apply in any degi ee. At that time the manners and cuftoms of all ranks 
•»f people were d.ff.ient, and the public knew little of the proceedings in I'arliameut; but 
>■1 ihefe enlightened days, they know what their conllituents do eveiy day, and they have a 
.-tglti to knnw it. I hold now in my band twelve fpeeches and pamphlets on ptilitical fob- 
j.cfs, pubhthed by a Right Hon. Gentleman over the way (Mr. Biiike), which I fhall mor« 
puiticnlarly refer to by and by. Tlie qtielUon then to coiiAder is. Whether in my remarks 
I ;io.i a fpeech of a Kight Hon. Gentleman, or raiher upon the report of that fpeech, 1 have 
deviated from tliat line of propiiety which, as a Member of Parliament, or as a Gentleman, 

1 am hound to obferve ? Rnt,though my Letter is really and truly a rtmn k ui»on a fpeech in 
a paper, yet I will neither be mean nor liafe enough to (helter mylelf under fucli a fnbtcrfugf. 

1 Iwve le.nl it again and again, but cannot find an oflenfwe word in it. VVill the Hon. Ge» 
ner.il point cot any thing offiinfive in the l.snguage, or ahfurd m tfw argument ? 1 (hall he 
glad to meet him upon that ground, 1 will, veiy Ihoriiy, Mr. Speaker, examine the ta£la 
t 1 i..l 1 have atTei led one hy one, and 1 defy the united .’ibitities of the Gentlemen oppofite to 
mo to difpute the veracity ol any one of tliim.—The fiiil. Sir, is the ftory of the tliree 
tlionlaifd pounds ttaled to have been paid by Mr. HaRings, at tte India.Houfe, for copyin^^, 
p.ipers. Am I to blame for the circulation of that ridiculous tale f or am Z charged fof a 
libel, becaufe I arrefted a libel in its enurfe ? Men who ar« pcofecuting for a£ls which in* 
volve, "s they fay, the defoLiiion of Provinces, tte banithmont of Princes, the robbery of 
Ladies, &c. one (hould imagine, would be above attending to fiwh noofenfe. Yet, wheat 
Right Hon. Gentleman tteught proper to moke a ferioos enquiry into fuch little-tattle ftuflv 
and to ii.volve my name in it; when men of rank and confeqoence repeated the ftory again,. I 
w.-is juftified in declai ing, what I again repeat, that the ftory has no fotindaiion in truth, either 
as It r. fpeCls Mr. Haflu'fis i>r my fi-lf. If there are any perfons who are to boafbamed, they 
.SI e ihcle u ho fiift brought fuch contemptible nonfenfe before the Public —Sir, tte next afa 
ft!til n ill my Letter if, that aq account ftated in a Morning Paper, that the delays in fbe 
Trial arc iirpiitable to Mr, Haflings, are (iflc.irne { that to fay fo, is to add infuit to injuty. 

I flci pcU here, the Houfe might with juftlco acenfeme of audacity j but 1 have given 

my 
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ifrhtjmideit, that to Mr. Mocrr, Moore was called by Mr-Anllnithcr 
wUom it fo Well luitcd.—After.this Mr. and appeared. 

inv reafons for aJJing, that Iheliove it was^he original intention oT the^’Right Hon. G^^nrte- 
man not to bring the IViai to aclofe in tiie prefent Pailiament. 11 every hoi>«n m.in in ihe 
{cingiJom will lay his hand upon his heart, and t'cliver bis opinion, 1 .vn ronvinced it will 
exactly coincide with mine. But I have fldi Ai'ongeC evidincc to nifrr upon ihis point.' 
Snell Genttemen as have attended in Wi-rtmioHer-HaH cannot hot obfefve t 1 \e flow pii'giefs' 
ufthe prefent Trial, ] own 1 sm altonithed .it the patience and fnihearance of both Honfei. 
Sir, we the profecutors have been pioving for feverid days —1 beg pardon, I mean, we tiave 
^leen attentpting to prove—that Mr, M.iftmgs, by a fyftenj ho rliabl'filed in 1781, b; ought 
great |iif> and dimage to the revenues of rtie taft India Company, tluutgh our Maii.ig-is 
proved <61 rf montbi ago that the change of (yttsm w.ts attendetl iiy an a£tii 1 increafe of 
revenue, amounting to nearly 400,000!. in three ye.irs. If there is one Ociitli:mnn in tins 
Houfe doubts the truth of this, letiiim borrow tlie evidence, and look into page 1196.—Si% 
upon the next the Houfe will determine. I think the jnfUce of the itfl.iAion no man 
syili diffiute ; but I have put it hypiehctically; and I now a(k the Houfe and the country, 
whether it w.is juft or honourable to impeach a man (or -ads ihai he was feiti t4i li .vc done in 
tlie year 1772, which were fully known in 1776 in Great Brit.Hn, upon ivliich not one tittle 
of new evidence isnr can he brought; when, luhfequentto the vear 1776, he has three feveiat 
times been appwntedhy the Legifl-iture, on the itiution ofUte Minifter, Govei nor-General of 
Bengal f Surely fuch a queftinn is a f-iir one, and if ever pertinently put, put at fuch a time 
as tins, when we may he on the eve of a w.ir. 1 have put the queftion hypothetically ; but 
l-am neKher afraid tier afliamcd to fay that 1 tliiiik it was unworthy of a great naiina.—The 
next pohit, Mr. fq.raker, is what 1 luolr, as 1 ft.'ite, fn m the newfpaper, for 1 really was not 
in the Houfe at the time the Right Hon. Gmtleman g .ve notice of the Moti .11 lie mteiMitd to 
make ; i mean as to the new and dangfi'mis do£lrines tivat he had heard in Weftminityr- 
Hall; I alxde by the rrfleflion 1 made upon tb.it circumftaiice.—The next point is a matter 
in which the dignity and juttice of this Houfe is miift niateii.illy OMicerned, and on wiuch its 
ch.iradler for confifteiicy throughout the countiy materially depends. 1 do afTtrm, Mr. 
Speaker, Hut tlie Houfeuptxi this point is involved in a very unforlun.ntedilemma, owing to 
the degree of confidence that they luve repofed in the Gentleman oppofite to nie. When X 
' fl.itetl>e faAs, the Houfe will judge of the proper mc.ifuies to be purfuesl. Of the tiventy 
Articles compofing the Impeachment, there is one entitled Revenues, on wliich lo much time 
lias been employed in Weftnninfter'Hall. W’lieii that article was under the cciifider.'itioii «f 
a Committee of tlie whule Houfe, the Minifter nut only voted, hut fpoke againft it; and he 
proved, from accurate calculations, that hy Mr. Haftings’s change of lyftem in 17S t, a ro»« 
JiJtruile advantage ii.id .tccrurd to tlie £aft ltidi.i C()nnp.iny. He proved alfo, that no foit <«(' 
f.ivour was ftitwn by Mr. Haftings to his fervaiit C.int» Bab-xi, wlio had been a veiy con-. 
fideraMe farmer of revenue before Mr. Haftingj arrived in Bengal. It happened, however, 
that upon the divifion the Minifter was left in a minority, and thequrftinn was carried, by a 
m.ijority of fifteen, for impeaching Mr. Hafting' upon this article. 1 his was the only debate 
ill the Houfe upon tlie fiihjedl; for wlieii tlie aiticle Wras piefeiited in the form in which it 
now is, it paired w-ithniit obfervatton or cumnient, and, t am fiire, without being looked at; 
bccaufe either this article contains an aftertion palp-hly and notorioufly f.ilfe, nr certain refuln. 
tions moved for four years fuccefltvely are notorioufly falfe j and ior this moft ii.telligihle of all 
rmfons, chat tiiey are mamfeftly contradiAuiy, the one to the other, as 1 Ihall prove in a few 
words; and unlefs it he true tnat two and two make five a. well as four, both are not true. 
The articleof impeachment called ' Revenues,* ftates, that Mr. Haftings’s adminiftratiotiof ti e 
Revenues was attended with great lofs and damage to the Revenues of the Raft* India>Cnm« 
ivpaoy, and with the vexation, opprefliun, and deftruition of the natives of Bengal. This Ar- 
' tide was voted by tlie Houfe of Commons in the month of May 17 8 7 - How has it happened 
>that a very few days before this vote, the Houfe voted another Kefehition dire£lly the reverie 
of it. I'hat Refolution was moved by a Right Kon, Geritleman (Mr. Dundas), and is in 
fubftance as follows : *• Thit the annual receipts of the Bcng.’il Government on an average of 
three years from 1781.z to 1783-4 were five hundred and eight lacks of rupees." Ihe 
Bight Hon. Gentleni.in did not merely content himfelf with moving ibis Refohitiuni but ha 
reafixied upon it at gre t length; and he aflirmed, as is undoubtedly the truth, th't Beng.d was 
the heft governed country in India. This is the aver.ige of tlie three years nf .Mt*. Haliings's ad- 
niiiiittr.ition tint immediately followed the change of fyftem, a change fe much condemned 
hy the Managers. J will do the Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Puhdas) the juftice to fay, 
tliat be alfo voted agaiitft the Revenue Axticle $ but as the Houfe M bad. an Judia Budger m 
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Mr. D illi?, of CmiiirJ for Mr. H-if- tint he or his CuSleagiies hail thrown- 

tin^s, ill order to rcinovt; a Ciilpicion out inlinuations agaii.il Mr. Mot)re 

, «r''< 5 , t7'?9. apil anil ms it has voted Refolwtions each year, which prove that, fo 
Jn-m Ml. H.ilf.i.gs I) vi"g oveithaiii.'.! tlie ci'iintry in order to get a large temporary Re- 
* vHnv, t!.^ hrt y«.,,’s Revenues are liijlier ilini tl.e preceding, I dn own I am nut a hide. 
aRimiihtd tint the Houle Hill peimiis the Revenue Article 10 ftiin i's Journals, or allow* 
its Manjitess to g.. t>n day after day aicempiing t«i prove what, if it could he proved, fliull 
difgiMce the Hoiife of Co-tinion:. j o'lnely, tint for four yeais fucceillvely it haseiirerni 
f.itfe Refol.itiiins upon the Joinnals. I contend, th.it the Refohi'U’iis are true, and that th.* 
alit.rle IS fail.*, [ h. (: who diti'er in opinion with me, thole who tupport the ArciLle, msijt\ 
C'»'i e'tm the Refi.luiii.ii. Was it, Sir, indecent nr improper in me to attempt tu avert the 
run. Inefs whirh tha public might fi.'.t.in by a grnfs pervcrfion i.f die fenfe of Lord C.irn^ 
aval! i’s L -f Cl* ? Is tiui'e 2 Ilian i.: linglind fn (hipid, as to believe ihtta country is (!epu« 
puliied n.! rii.ow'd, wlvi h tui'nilli.'d inpplics fi.r maintaining (evenly ihnufaiul meh in arms 
di.iinp: tl'-L* l.ite >v.tr, wliit-h, liOLi; the 1 etindhons in Coiifr(|iience of the pe.'Ce, has furnifhed a 
fu-ptns of two luiMuMis di'ili'ig a yea'", ami from whieh I.oid Cornw'alli.s Aiw./c^ tells us, 
in.v (li*ii'-iii( n w>n the e^Tifinu.-irer of I'ncli a fiirp'iis in fntnr'i ? I tlnnk, S>r, hy explaining this 
III 'iiei, 1 nvy'it . I.iini foms merit will* this Hou'e, and with the Public. It is the duty of every 
M.'nih';r of P .r!r».v.e'ii*o fopport the Goveimient of the co'jntry as far a- he can ; and 1 am 
pot ihMi.) to ?vo th.1t 1 [jave of'.en wviiten upon the Revenues and refourcei of tlie coiinti y, 
a"i! i III ill ever lu 1 e.uly :n avow them A' to mv llatement of the Revei'oes, fo difterent Ironi 
ile.r of the G •iiMvnii-n opp.ifrs to me, ] will pledge mv falvation npn.iihe triuli of my account, 
ijsle'slhev wiil |irov>iih .t [.oid e'o.nwallis li.istranlmitted falle .accounts fioni Bengd. Look Ut 
till* Repc'i'ts n_.i>nvour !'.iliie,,ind yon will fee,ih.t when .Vlr. Hadinascimet.i theG iveromcnt 
Ilf oeiiga), the whole vefouices. of dm Govei omcnl weie j ;; lacks of mpee.s, Liv k to your 
Jo.ii ivi's. .uuly.’ii u-iil tee, ‘h it whvo lie qnitleil die Goveiiinienl tliey were cio l.icks, and tliif 
r. iw they tire 51,0 1 cki. In .ipiinfi'ion to tho i> 'lad fwi, is it n-it ern'iigli to iT»..ke .1 m.ui Infe Ins 
j>aii.#ncp, w'lBii tie hi a s;t a'.rarioit in the Htnile ot Common', th.‘t Beng.d has declined dui mg his 
A'Inr.iiiid. iffii)»—$11, ihei 8 isone other (Kiint tliac 1 mud mention 'I ha Hon. GentT.d fays, if 1 
i i*.v .any-iliiiig 'vioni!;, it was my dij*y r.i If.irs it to this Houfe. Hav< 1 , Mr, Speaker, neglvifid 
j.'iy duly in th a p iit'cal.ir ? On ih: emtr iry, I a.i) .afi aid 1 have tio j'ltcd you to > often ; hue 
it is a pu nt cf r,' much conRqueoce, that I do hoije the lime will come when Gemkineii . 

m-.ro imp'otan.'t wiil i.ikc it up; fur it is a point in wtu:h I'va honour as well as the 
iu.t.c: I'f the Mouie is deeply interclie'’.. Ivey year tli.it tlie India Bud^get lias l'':en opened, 

J hiveiv.ld Otnriemcn, il.at though 1 corniaily eoncuirrd in the llatcments made'by the 
jrnii Mi.nirlir, t'’e.' were diieffly cuotraiy to the Aifclcs of Im er.chmcnc; and it the Re- 
I Aiticns w.'ic* Tin?, whit ws .''v.i i" oiir na v.e in Vv'eliminitcr H iM mull he t.ilfc. Ian 
pile 't If! J.'i If 'ir-JTnn, ih.xt I // .■«./ o-' full 'it iL- cpi.iijit 4//it. llsifi, jiJ of myCountiy, 

$v ti><: hath •fw’i.: I It.ivs .'IijUlJ .—1 hive repe .O.illy r.ii(i, witliin this Houle a.id out of 
iliat >vc p .ir.'l il'ii'.iic Ai iicles wiiliout r.ailing tlitm Did 1 .scl meanly or bafely hy 
the Hj’hIi ? i>;d I I.f in w..it to entrap them? I wanted the Hoiife of what they were dn- 
jii< at t' e tin.e. 'I'bi'y did it. 1 tuid liic.n, f \v,is furc that it they lead thofe Aiticlis, they 
would rtvei p,,i's them. I d mnot apjjual to yon, Kir, for tlie truth ot this, hecaufe you 
wer^ 1 cj- in t"i Chur at il e time, but I am lure the Gentlemen who fir at iheT.tble re- 
niMihdi It; i dfifjei'c-J, I iinnhied tii'; Houfe to read the Aincles before thc'y voted them. 

T hey aho are eiredily contra’)' to Rei'o lot ions upon your Jonrn.als; they crim.nate the D.- 
i'.ilofs ar.J rtic Khig’s .Mir.il'ars. T hefe Aiticlc? denominate Hyder Keg K.ha.*., the Minillcr 
<••1 the of Code, r.ii'anfl.tctl’c aii.l they condemn Mr. lisitini's for putting fo 

nr-'ch p'ower io l.J, li.m-i . ytt L,oid Cornwalns teBs you (for you have his lutcr upon 
jtior r.ifili.. ti);r in oii ptr.ni .m uu'rment lie has m-.rely nJhtrtti to the f/llem la.d down by ^ 
i .e /ana.T Cliuft.or i 7 .«.r.t/, AJ. If.ij'nnrt. All the fiibfidir'y ariangements aie foiined, ns 
lui 'Lfltdinip I n ci'.ft' a'vici'a It ftifr^tbsn ib'.fs fii'inclptrs, and render r/m*» pfrmnneHt, Ti»^ 
ibis the King s Miniitcts r-plv, t'''<'i-g’i the Ditectors, that having etltmiively coniidtred the 
iv'.ol; fiihV’^t, rnd prrnif'l 'he who!', prcccedir.s:, ttiev appiovo cl she general arrangement, 
.nnlil ill fh'-piis nn .V ev 1 rf p inctplei ? S\Tt the vfty yti/Mr'/.'« 

lui'delj tbiSinoMitg tiiie WO'd uvfit (be M.i/frr, has c.indimncd ; tlie prvicip,it 
iv .ne>T, '.vh'-ii (..iiijNd jnto priclic*, protu't .in anr.ual fiibiidy of Afty lacks fioni the N.bnb, 
wid'eli pj/s th': ex;M ii.:e of one thiic ot out .yrmy. 1 hop-; tie Houfe will excufe me, if 
Iipi't *lt!.'fnbi.-ct J ihoiifd 3 ijttfe lo,'g;t the iHQ.iiration that hccomes me; but tlie ^onira- 
/d.eHons'are fo palp.ihle, that I ovm I am loll in afionifliment when 1 refiidt upon them. 
/.St oat the HI line bs ilifpleakd with me for laying fails fairly litforc them. '1 hole 
wJi* liave ahvf.cl tl;.* geaerous confiJeucs wliiti) this Htufe jihced in 
V )hcin. 
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wnfiipportetl hy aiy fvutenwj afkcd difmiflVdfronfihisemplrtyrtseofi or, ifhe 
Mr. Moore whether he had. nut'been would fo have it, whether he had not 

theiTi. Sir, I hope I fhall not be accof^ of difrefpeft to the Houftfof Commons ; 1 c.dl 
Ood to witR'jCT, I mean it not. The Houfe COnfi'led in their Committee ; alter agreeing; to 
.the lni[>e'icliin;"'it, ir voted the Articles without difeufling the particnlars; atrd, fince, it has 
h<ip;icni.H, that many a£ls arc ft.itcd as crinimal, wliidi the Houle has fanftioned as highly 
mcritrrioui in another cliaraGer, And now, Mr. Speaker, having enteied into a full, and 
J hope a fatisfacloiy explanation of my condu£l, let me fuppole for a moment, that I have* 
atted irrh.giilail/ ot iinprojreiiy in what 1 have done. To wlni I have fAd 1 have put iny 
r name—fotne prool fiirrly th.it I meant to do no wrong. But, admitting for a moment 
th.1t I have been niifled ; by whom is it that I have been milled f By the Gentlemen op- 
pofi-e to me; at H I do c-inltf, myfdfat a lofsto perceive willi w.hat degree of conliftency fuch 
a Moiion as is now propoferi ran come from fuch a quarter. The lion. Gentleman is plea ed 
to compli'.ntnt me upon my knowledge of my duty as a Member oi Parliament, I do al- 
fure you, Mr. Sp.-a.ker, it h is been my Hiiriy to acquire that knowledge, and if I have erred, 
v.lt is by- following wh.it I thought ju.'tifiahlc precedents. ^ never could conceive, Si', 
that a moderate temperate examinition A what is Hated in, a publick p.iper could have 
fcetn conftriK'd into a br«»cli of privilege; but much lefs. Sir, could I conceive it poIRble 
after pcruling the curious prccetlenrs that I fliall now produce. I will not quote the com* 
n-ion Parii.iiiieniary Deb.itefor the riev'f|iapers,«s authority, but 1 will alk every Gcntle.u.in 
in this Houfe, Whether it his not been the invariable pra^icc of Gentlemen oppohte t ime, 
fo arraign with the utmoH freedom fuch arts of the majority, as they difapprtwed ? I mean 
In public meetings, in the lhape of refoluc*orts, &a. But, Sir, I will now bring it to a nice 
martiTof fafl-^.^nd ft-ft, I fhall bring to your notice a pamphlet entitled, “ Mr. Burke’s 
S;ietch on the Motion m.ide for Papers, aSrh Feb. 1785.” Every thing contained in that 
Ij'.cch rie Ctiillcmanliad a right iof«y; but with what oonfillency In-can fupport a motion 
atiinrt me, .iftcr publilhing many months fubfcquent'to the fpeecli this pamphlet, I am at 
a l.n-, to dlfcover. Surely, Sir, ib was no longer a Speech, but, according to the law of thia 
il i\, a libel upon Parjiament. The fit ft pa%e that ! Ih.iil feleft is as follows, and t.he 
Houfe will fee It is very, much in the ftyle of the Cenilcman’s orations in Wtftminfter Hall, 
Let no mm hereafter talk of the dec.i) in.genergies ot nature ; all theaOs and monuments 
“ in the recoids of peculation, the confolidited corruntion of ages, the patterns of cxem- 
“ pliry plunder in the he'oic times bf Roman iniquity, never equalled the glgantick cor- 
“ lupiion of this Tingle aft. Never did Nero, in ail the infolent prodigality of dtfpotifin, 
“ d..a) out with Ips Praetorian guards a donation lit to be named with the largefs Ihowcred 
" down liy the bounty of our Clianc-.-llor of the-fcxchequer on the faithful band of his Indian 
“ frapoys.” The next is as follows;—" Veur Miniftersknew, when they lignsd therfeath- 
waiunt of the ('ainarick, that the Nabob would nofonly turn all the uni’orturtate farmers 
*■ of levcnue out <'{ employment, but iliiit te had denounced bis fevereft vengeance a"unft 
*■ then, for .idling under Britilh authority. With a'lcnowlcdgs of this difpolition, a Mritifh 
“ Chanccllcr of the ^'chequer and *J rcafurer of the Navy, incited by no public advan- 
Mgc, impelled by no public necefllty,-in a ftrain of the moft wanton perfidy vvhich has 
“ tver ftaim-d the annals of mankind, have delfvered overt© plunder, imprifonment, exile, 
" and death itfslf, accoiding to the mercy of fuch execraWe tyrants, all the unhappy and 
" deluded fouls who, untaught by uniforh) rttimple, were ftill weak enough to put their mift 
" in Englifh f.iitli,” ^This Gentleman then proceeds to argue, with the uimoft freedom, 
that an airaqgement forincti.hy the Right Hon, Gentleman bdow me (Mr. Pitt) under the 
fan^ioo of Parliament, was a corrupt and fcapdalogs bargain, in order to repaj certain 
peri'on, the expenccs they incurred by bringing Members in» this Houfe at the laft eleftioii j 
and w'll this Gentlc.man vote againft me for my' moderare difeyffton of a newfpaper fpeech f 
'J he next ttfpeftable authority that I fhall qdote, is from a pamphlet written by Richard 
Biinflcy Slwiidan, Efq. A ‘‘'Comparative View of the India Bills of Mr. Fox and Mr. 
Ihtt, ^ddielTcd to J. I^. Efq. [With eight ftars,] inStafFordfhire.’* In this, the Afts of the 
Houfe and of tlie Lcgiflature are' tieated with the utmoft freedom, I fhall only felctl tlw 
following pairagcs, becaufe they will not tire ifie Houfe : 

I. " As to the D.’cl.rratbry J,av/ itfclf, and the plea wMeh was made for it, sve farm t« 
bsp'rfcftly agreetl upon that fubjeft, The jiapers laid before the Houfe of Commons cef- 
t.iinl/ contain, as you ohferve, a coniplet'e lefutation of all the pretences upon which ths 
I'ciidius out the four regiments to India was defoided as a' meafuro of neceffity. And ftHl 
syiore ftpongly do I agree with you iji )*our remarks -ojion Dcc]ar.>toiy Aft* in genei?iJ,i^ and 
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hw in^wnicqucnce other Mtmhera of the Hoard to which 
(Olctiartea i^xhibited him and the be had htcjopg^edi ot diiobcdience of or* 


the nature of tif s Declaratory Aft in particular. It is indeed an alarming and an un- 
#wtim|ite event in die Hlftory of Farlia nent—for it is one that diAkcsthe Aiundaiion of that 
purity which all men hope from law, and of that refpeft which all men owe to it—to fee, 
H^refentatiees of the PeopL- perfuaded to intercept the ordinary cou/fe of jullice, to af. 
A>«6to,d}emfelve$ a judicial charafter, add, upon the fuggeftion of the King's .Mmirters, to 
determine a queftion of property, in favour of the fervancs of the Crown, againil the claims 
of the fubjeft ! 

•* Nor can our apprchenfions of the confeqoercea of this prcced.-nt be diminiflicd, bjr-v. 
teflefting upon the manner in which the meafore was carried througli the Houfe of l.ords j ? 
by redsftins, that the Supienic Comt of Judicature in this country fhould have been induced 
by any infiuence, or by any eloquence, or upon any plja of neceiTity, pretended or. retl, to 
decide—'With unparalleled precipitation—upon a cnnltruftion of law—in theablence of the 
Judges of thelanJ, and without gr.mtinq a hearing to the parties iotercfled in theirvieCiAsn.'* 
a. ** If it wttie worth reafoning or arguing upon, it would be no diflicult matter to prove^ 
that this crooked fyfieni of involved myttery and stontradiftory duties could never have been 
oieant for any fair purpofe of good government.” 

M Whether under this loofc and arrogant mandate, fo unlike the teipperate prccifion of 
a. Brifiih law upon fucli a fubjeft. there is .".y one right, powery or property of any fort, 
kft to the Company, may reafonably b&duunted.” 

Here, Sir, A^fts of Parliament are moft freely fiiokar. pft 1 do not fay improperly, be- 
caufe t approve of a fair and liberal difculTion of political fuhjefts ; but bow the Hon. Gen. 
tleman who wrote that Pamphlet can vote i^ainit me, 1 cannot conceive. The laft au¬ 
thority that I (hall quote, is that of the Hon. Gerter.al liimfclf, who is alfo an author, and 
npta defpicabk one. Whenhe was. on.bad terms with feme of the Gentlemen cvho fit near 
btin, he wrote tite following (^flage in an addrdGs to his conllituents at Prefton : 

« ** During the laA.Sefrion of iParliamept an enquiry-was inAituted. '1 he detail of the at¬ 
tempts made by Minillry to delict,it, it too notorious to be necelTary upon tliis occafion, 
Th^ at lait contrived that it (bouid be iefc impurfeft.” Is tlus nb rcAcftion upon thn 
IFJovfe ? In another place the Hum General fays: If t|ie (late of tlie nation in its wars, in 
its negociations, in its concerns with its rentaining.cuiqnies, or in the internal pol.cy and 
goveinment ot tliefe kingdoms, cen afford the lVn 3 liett.counteuaqce.to an opinion of iniegriiy 
yind capacity in Admimilration, Lam ready toabide eyery cenfare, for being, what 1 am, a 
determined enemy toil t 1 have been iaa Otuationto fee.that io a complicated and alatming 
War, when, unfupported any alliapees, the kingdom was Lft folely to itsov^ native mili¬ 
tary force, that foie reliance.,was difeouraged and depreciated 1 fa^v.a fylldnacical dehgn 
jpf vilifying, and difgracing every oQcer wjyom tbofis MiniAers had ever employed by fea or 
land i and tliokmoA, who Aood higheA in their feveral pnoliefTions. The ruin of o(!ic':'S 
/orms almoft the whole of iheir ntilUary fyftem; and if I .have experienced my lull meifure 
jof their huAiliry, it only (hew^ the extent of tbdr plan ; luving furniatcd little clfe than my 
xeal and induAiy as a title ts their maleyplenee* As to their'pplitical plan, its ubjeft is 


■to impofe upon the nation from SeOlon .to Seffion. Far from pioAting themfelves, or fuf- 
leringothersto pi'olit by better esfperience, they exiA by bringing forth a fucccOion of deceits. 

I cannot Aiut my eyes againft ,my pwn certain knowj^ge of fome of the moA fatal nf.tbcfe 
deceits refpefting America j nor regain.my juf^apdnaturaliiplignatipn at their efforts, Wich- 
forieiting every feeling for my Ckmmry.” 

Let iwt Gentlemen fuppofe, bcfaufe I Aop bore, tbat.|he fubjeft I* OxbauAed, I Imid in 
psy. hands twelve fpeeches and . pamphlets written J»jf,the Right Hon. Genrhman (Mr. 
^orke), and I will engage, that from each I extraft exprriliqns inAnitcly Arongcr than any 
•vhich 1 .have ufed upon any proceedings pf tbs Houfe of CommunA 1 deny that 1 Hav« 
AlwCsid or written a word dif^peftful pf this Houfe* The Houfe b« been deceived and « 
fiiffled} that I have faid.; 1 fay it again j and 1 will proydft, if tl)e Houfe pleafes, by an ap- 
pqal.to your journals. 1 am mpeh .<d>Uged to the Houfe. for thejr attenuotis end will only 
Retain .them a moment longer. In one of tin Geoeral's Motions, he calls me ** n»w, or hse, 
IW>«ng0bcy>f Mr. Hat^ngs.'* 1 -wos in thqt eharafter when he was abroad ; 1 am not fn now, 
he means at bis warm and .Arqdy fiiend, who am ready to ddvote every faculty that t 
^«d.to bis-fervice.. So far as that { avow myftlf, bpf, t deny ,that 1 wrote the letter com- 
|}(^|iedof in concert .with Mr. HaAtngs or any other perfon^ Wqrefide in different coun- ‘ 
i«s vegry dlAaotfrom each other and the letter 1 wrote on Sunday laA, at my houle inthd 
kbaMnr, fegm whence h was dated y nor was it feen by a fiuntan being till I dsbvered it (ny- 

» f.if 
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4rro and nf|t1e£V of duty { or, at Icaft, communicated totbembytbe Snpitmt, 
whvtucr Aich charges had not been Council i I 

• 

ftlf into the Printer’s hands on Monday, unlefs the iirft (beet, which I believe was lying on 
atie tabic when one of my Hauglitcrs came into the room. 1 am thus particular, Sir, becaufo* 
the Mon. General infinoated that every thing done was dune in concert, and as part of a I'tttkd 
fyilem. So in the cafe of Captain Williams^ 1 do folemnly declare that Mr. Haftlngs knew 
nothing about that matter. The moment I faw the attack upon him, 1 did what I am Aitie 
he would have done by me, 1 fentliim the paper, and anfwerbd in the mean time as far as 
• came witliin my own knowledge. As to the poetry to which the Hon. Ceneial ailucfes (tbO 
Letters of Simkin), it Is fo excellent, I fancy the Hon. Gencrai reads it with pleafuro; but 1 do 
alFure him that the author of thofe verfes is too independent both in mind and fortune tb ac'e 
under the direction of any perfon,or from any other motive than his own conviction; andhCrcs 
Sir, i truff my caufe, having the fuUelt reliance upon the juftice and candour of fhe Houfe.'’ 

9 Major Scott tlien withdrew. 

General Burgoyne rofe again and moved his firft fcneml Refolution, which was fecondc^ 
by Mr. Grey, and agreed to by the Houfe. He next uttered to move his fecond Rtfolutloni 
^ireftly charging Major Scott with having violated the law and ufage of Parliament, and 
been guilty of a Breach of Privileges. 

Mr. Sheridan rofe, for the fake of the regularity of the proceeding, and faid, he coneelved i 
the Houfe ought Iirft to vote the letter of the Hon. Member, as printed in the newfpaper,« 
fcand«lous and libellous writing, before they voted any thing perfonal to the author. 

A motion was accordingly framed, and on its being read IfoiU the Chair, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe and faid, though no perfon could agree more heartily 
with the general pdnciples laid down by the Hon. General, nor would be more anxious than 
he Wtis to preferve the privileges of the Houfe from attack (and if the paper, upon due 
conftderation, fiiould be found to bear out the cortftruiftton put upon it, he conceived thefe 
cuutd be no queftion but that tlie cenfure of the Houlb mult fait on the tranfadion) ; yet, 
as a lax practice had obtained of late years in refpedt to publications relative to tiie pioctctU 
ings of Parliament, he fubmitted it to the candid judgment of the Hon. General and hiv 
friends, whether it would not be more fair, not imnusdiately to proceed to vote the paper ai 
fcandalous and libtllous writing, but to give Gentlemen time to examine wliethcr it was In 
or not, before they wefe called upon to vote it ? However lak the rule had hitherto been, tho 
Cliancellor of the Exchequer faid, it was unddubtedly properthat it Ihould be enforced; but 
then, when the fyAem of llridi enforcement was proposed to be adopted, he trufted, every 
Gentleman would fee the propriety of doing equal juftice, and would not think' it warrantable 
fuddcniy and precipitately to apply it to a Angle cafe without deliberation. He declared, he 
did not think it right to fay what his opinion was, oit the firft bearing the letter in quel^il 
read ; indc^ it was f^arcrly poflihle for him to do fo with any fatiktaflion to bis own mind* 
Or with any colour of juftice to the party coricemed; and thei^ore he conceived it would be 
more proper for tlie Houfe in gencrai to take the matter up with dclibeiation, and not on thq 
impnlfe of'the moment to vote either one way or tlie'other. Under this idea, the Chancellof 
of the'Exchequer concluded with moving, That the Debate be adjourned and ho faid, be 
Would name any day that Ihould be molt convenient to the Houfe. Thurfday next was the 
day Ibitd’on, and the Motion w’as put accordingly fiom the Chair. 

Mr. Fox Ibid, he had' no objedttoft to the propofed adjournment of the Debate, but fome.. 
thing had fallen fromthe Hon. GentleinaH wtiich he did not clearly underftand. The Right 
Hon. Gentleman had talked of tbe/uy praAiee that had obtained in reljped to Libels on that 
Hbufe and its pmceedfngs, as' if they were abbiit to depart from any eftablilhcd rule of the 
'^Houlb. Mr. Fox declared he was not aware that the rule had ever deported from. H(t 
kdew IthadtlOt been uifiverfally enforced; but whenever complaint h^ been made of a Libel oft 
ihe Houft, or ahy of its Membm, theruie had,- he believed, beert uniformly and regularly cai^ 
ried'iftco executibm On thepreftmt occalion, he hoped the Motion would' meet with a f<dt 
dUbufflon in a'fblI>Hoalb; bnaufe) ifcver there was a'Cafe particu'laily entitled to the coofl* 
delation of the Houfe, it was the cafe of an Impeachment, arid a trial upon it, the Ma« 
lingers of which had the fttongeft claims on the Houfe for their pr-otedion and fa|jpon 
dgatnIVall Liheli and Libellers; and fuch', he trufted, they would'enyerieneoitopt Tborfilsy, 

The queftirin of adjournment of the debate was put and carried. 

* Tkuksday, Maysy. 

. Mr. WIgley rofe in the Bouto of Commons, and iutet^jbet he lud fiunetiung to fly on ^ 
IMitofMajior $€ou. 

tkm 
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Mr. Moore ftid tlut foch charges 
bsii been com(nun|:rfted. 


Mr. Dallas, upon this, obfenredr (hiie; 
as be fpohe upon the authority uf 


The Speaker dellred, for the fake of legularity, that the Order of the D.iy might be firA 
read ; wliich having been read, 

Mr. Wigley titen previous to tlie Houfe proceeding to refume tl»e debate. Major 
Scott winiud to be permitted to add a few worda to liis defence ; which being immediately 
fianted, , 

' ' Major Scott entered, and took liis feat, and f.nd, he %iihed to fay a few words upon a 
point in which, iiorti what had been mentioned to him by foine Gentlemen, he concciv..(ty 
he had not made himlt^lf fufdcientiy undviflood the other night. He had meant to ftate in ' 
the fpeech which tlie Houfe weie fo indulgent to hear, that nothing was ever farther from 
Ilia thoughts, than to do an adl which (houid give offence to the Houfe of Commons^ and 
to expiefs his concern, if what he bad done (houid have that etfcfl. At the fame titne, how-, 
tvrr, lie mull beg leave to (late, that, though not a very old Member of Parliament, lie ha 
been diligent in an attention to his duty; that he had obferved upon many great and iiupo^ 
rant fubjeifh agitated within thofe walls, that Houfe had wated its privileges, or at kafb 
bad fora long time forborne to execute them ; and in nt> one public matter more than in tlie 
J'tif enchment, .and in all the difeuflions that led to it. Were not the Chaiges, as originally 
^afi.‘ntcd by a Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Burke;, publicly fold, aimoft as foon as the 
were pi inted for this Houfe > The Ai tides the lame. Was not a very curious Letter, 
figncd by «U the Managers, and fent to Mr. Francis, alfo pi inted in iho ncwfpapers } F.veiy 
delute that led to the Imjieachment was publifhed, and every day's pioceedlngs fir.ee the 
trial be^an, in mo^re than two or three editions. He had taken the libeity to Mate the other 
n.ght a variety of other publications, and one in particular from a Right Hon. Gentleman 
'CMr. KUrkc), in which lic had difciibed the conduct of the Minitter as more coirupt than 
Tfero’e, and all the tyruins of antiquity and motlem days put logithcr. 1 his was a pub'i- 
.cation coolly ilioing fro:n his ctofet five months after he was .^iippoled tohavefpoken it iu .tus 
Houfe. It was the eiore al.b.J upon two Right Hon. Gentlemen (Mr. I’itt and Mr. Don. 
da») and ujion the Hc'tCe. Itc-dJcdan A£t of the Legirtature “a corrupt A£l/’ and at- 
wilw! tlie condoA of thefe Gentlemen to a defire to repay certain Centiemen the expence 
Uiry had incurred in biinging Members into this prefent Parliament. The Major concluded ' 
ty faying, that if he ii.'id ailed wrong, he fhould feel as much concern as any ni,n, but 
be h.'id dene fo by following the example of thofe Gentlemen who bad made the picfeiit 
complaint. 

The Major having withdrawn, tbc Speaker read the following motion from the Chair : 

'f’nat It a(»jiears to this Houfe, that the letter publi.'hcd in the Diakv, or U'wdJ^ir^ 

* of May ;S, is a fcandaious and libellous paper, reflecting on the Honour and - 

V JuJticeof tlic Houf'*, and on the condurt of die Managers appointed tocondudl the |iu« 
peai;limint now p,iid.ngagainfl V/.urtn Haftings, Eiq.” 

Mr. V.'igley rofe to obj:£l to the Mr.t on as unntcefTiry, conceiving the apology made bjf 
t'lc Hon. Member tw lia*e been fufiicicnt for the otlvnce. He declared himislf to be always 
lesidy realouflyto maintain and defend, tlie privileges of the Houfe ; but in fo doing, he wifbed 
yomake a diftmdion betvrecn a wilful Breaph of Privilege,, and a Breach that might have 
been oec4tioned I'y the reniiffiiel's and itlaxation of the Houfa as to tlieexerclfe and enforce* 
ment of theirown rules, Fvery day, he faid, afforded a proof of the remiflhefs of the Houfe^ 
by the Matcment in the public papers of their prccevdings. Thr Hon* Gentleman had, ift 
t))e prcf.nt cafe, only anfweied an account of a t'pcech that had been given the day before iia 
flic fame paper ; and being anxious to conendiet atrertions he believed to be falfe, he had 
fallen into (be errors cotnphuned of. He acknowledged that this was no excufe, but li^'. ' 
sfcifhed it to beconfide'cd as an extenuation, might Induce the Houfe to receive asVnf* 
Aciencthe apology they had board from the Hon. Member y efpecially as the rule of the H< ufia . 
l)ad not bfctj obferved with the rigour now propqfcd for neara century. If theiloufe, how¬ 
ever, (hbuld proceed to notice the libel complained of, they would notdojnfticc, unlefs thef 
iljoutd enter into an enquiry and inflitute a ftnuUr* proceeding againit the various libcln 
fjroduccd by the Mon. Membtur Lfl Friday, which l«e (Mr. W.) faid, he would give them an 
jPjpporVunity,of. doing, by moving to enter into a (Committee for that purpofe. He declared 
lie did not fay iliis as a thrpat, Mr. Wigley trade a lew obCenrations on fevdralof tlie tulea 
and orders of the Houf.-, and p.u(icohr)y nn that declaring the admittance of ilr^ngers to 
> a brcacli of ]>rivitegf,. winch breach of piivllege had, he obferved, for feveral yeais been 
' “*y;(fifregarHeH. would if, he ajV.nd, be cucdtlcred to lie jufl. and reafcnable, if the Hopfe 
dd, alter adniiCii.'ig <lrangert, vxdsr Uiq doots to ha lo*kal»an(LdiieA tteicSerjjiaiU to taioi 
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which Were to be found in. the Managers knew to be in cxiftftice* anii^ 
Company's archives* and which the migfitproduceifthey^Ieafcd* the Court.. 

inro cuftody every Granger prefeni ? He wi^ed to compaie that cafe witb the prefect, h^r. 
Wigley reminded the Houfc, that they had np proof that the Hon. Menjberwas the author, 
of the l.ibcl, except by his own confctTion; and be would appc.tl to every Lawyer on both 
Odes the Houfe, whether a confeOion ought not to be taUep .lU logeiher, that the party plight 
have the beneht of the wiiole of it. Had the word made a part of. the Moti(;int,Mi«< 
Wigley faid, the Houfe mult necellkrily have gone hifo a Commiltee to, euquire into 
^afeertain the fad before they Iiad proceeded. In that caG:, there npight, ohfsrved, hav^ 
occuircd great difficuitiev He declared, that whacever>lhould be the.decilton of- the Houfe, 
he had no doubt it would be proper ; and, though but a young Member, ho knew his duty^' 
too well not to acquiefee in it, let it be what it niiglit; he hoped, .howpver, pn the confi> ' 
derations that he had dated, that the Houfe would not proceed haltily, but would be &tft-. 

« d with the apology given. , , . . ■ i 

Mr. Burke rofe next, and alkcd wisat fort of an apology the Houfp had heard, and wiiat 
was the Hon. Member's indication of repentance 1 An audacious avowal of tSie Libel, and 
a dirt£l recrimination upon the Members cf. the Committee of Manager.s t.. For his P4rt| 
and he doubted not lie fpoke tlic fentiments of the-Managc'^ in genera], he equally thd 
Kon. Member, his fiiend, and Jiis fiiend’s ftiend, and all that they could eflfedl. Having 
madethis exordium, Mr. B-uikefaid, the arguipent of Uie Hon. Gentleman tended, to cut, 
\ip the privileges of the Houfe. by the roots; bccaufe, if every Breach of Privilege were to bd 
piofecuted, it would do more harm than good. There wa? fcarpcly a myn in that Houlf 
who was not every day guilty of fome Breach of Privilege or other j but the Houfe (hewed 
its wtfdom and its prudence in palTing over a great number, of Breaches.of Privilege, and 
noticing fuch only as from their nature abfolutely demanded the notice of the Houfe, .Did 
not every man know, that in cafes of aflaiilt, from the mere laying a.dngec on anolber, dowiy 
to dirc£f murder, each was equally an alTault; but would any perfon in their fenfes recom> 
mend the proceeding u^son the Stoics' principle, and.puniGiirig ctery a/Tault, the (lighted aa 
well as the mod atrocious equally ? In like manner the. prefent queAIbn was not, What 
Breaches of Privilege had paded unnoticed ? but, Whetlier a mod atr/^cipus Libel on their 
honour and jultice ought to efcape the vengeance of that Houfe ? Tltp Libel in quedion was a 
direcl attack on the Managers of a Profecution of the jnod foiemn natu.re, initituted by the 
authority of the Houfe, while they were endeavouriqe to bring a criminal, leaded with aiy 
unexampled m..fs of crimes, te judice. Would the Houfe fuffer the di-lipquent to ufe his 
unjudly acquired wealth ia (landering.the means by which he -was to be brought to. judice ? 
It was not the matter of the Libel, but the vehicle of It that l^e cundemned. With regard 
li> the publication of fpccches, (he pra£lice had obtained from the..time, of Loid Clarendon to 
the prefent day^ and, when biforeetly cxercifed, no harm.could rcfult from it; but, on tlie* 
contrary, much good might accrue to the public, who'Ou.<bt to be Informed of .what pafTcd 
In that Houfe ; and it would be for the wifdoin and prudence of the Houfe to decide wlvat 
fbould be pubhihed with impunity and without notice, and, yv^t (houid notv A Vtxy 
dlllinguilhed Member of that Houfe, the late Mr. Grenville, had, by tlw publication of a ce- 
■lebraced fpeech of liis on the Middlefex ek-^lion, recorded his condiiucioni^l principles for 
ever} and he had rcafon to believe the pra£licc was cccaficnally, 6r,d with gisat piopripty, 
followed by feme of the family to tliis day. Having ju Aihcd tlie pra^Jlce of printing fpceclifs, 
.Mr. Buike recurred to his animadverfions on the cenduff of Mr. Haftings jpnd liM agents t 
While the Managers of tlie Impeachment were difeharging their duty the and ?«.- 


.cufing the principal, bis agents, lie declared, were accnfing his atciifcr;^ , 8 n 4 tli« Libel copir 
explained of was nothing metetlian tbeiaA of a long hit of Liiiels fyi^ic-rnatically roanqfadured 
by Major Scott, who bad not yet faid a woi d of all his other Libels, jihough (hey were mat. 
ters of the greatell notoriety. As a proof that the l.etter itt queltion, Baghious as it was, 
was not the molt atrocious of all, Mr. Burke produced and read a paper (taring its contents 
TO bq the words cf a conyerfation held I etween Major Scott and a Hobie Lord (Lord Dover), 
when Major Scott delivered to that Nohlq Lord tlie Petitirn of.Mr, Hadings to piefent to 
the Houfe of Loids. The words ufed.by Maior Sqott, Mr, Burke read them, were, tiiat 
the whole of the Proceeding on the pact of the Managers had bem in the bigbeft degree 
** iniquitous, eruel, and unjpft;" Mr. Buikc commenttB upon;tlie'crimin.ality of fuch * 
tieclaratipn coming from a Member uf that, Houfe. Hq- ipid, ,it,!y^ a molt flagitious and 
outrageous Libel on the Managers, What (he aflted) wax a Noble Lord, one of the Judges, 
^who were to decitie, upon the qauCe they vvere employed in tlw condu^ of, to think of tbeqq, 
Wjiep they were uUed to carry on that caufe, and a Member of the Houfe wtio were'tlic 
' Tart Ill, O 



S oft ice that the Cnunrel had not Mr. IVfoorc> to do away the iiapref^ 
rown oyxtgrtundlefs isfifttMtion againft lion which thisobrcrvation migiit makc> 
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begged teave to explain bimfclf. The* 


profecutore came flown from the phee where he had voted the proftcstion, artd toM one of 
fheLords^thet he was not to credit the words of the Managers, becaufe therr motives wero 
^ iniqiritens, onjoft, and erutt ?*’ Mr. Burke faid, he taid out of the qoelfion aH that con- 
jcemed htmfcif ; moft men were deemerl partial in tlieir own cawfe, and it was right they 
lauld be fo sonfidered ; he was indifferent to all that related to him perfonaliy. He had 
_ »tHt yeas together, from the year 178-0, been employed in the work of the Trial j and, 
from the arrival of Major Scott in England, he had been the objea of the Libels pouted lorwi, 
kr fueh torrents againft him. That Honfe had anfwered them effectually, by appointing him. 
a Member of a SclcCt CoAimitree to detect Indian Delinquencies ; at a fubfcquent period, 
b)r granting him additional powers ; afterwards by fanCtioning the produce of his labours ; 
and hilly, by adopting the Giarges, and inltituting the Impeachment. Their'eonduCl its 
this lall refpeCl, he laid, was a complete refutation of all the calumny and fcandal fo i^ 
duArioufty heap^ upon him. Bot now theft harpies were not content with fbedding tbH^ 
filth on him frngly, but they dared prefumptooufiy to make the Houfe parties, and arraign 
the juAiceof its proceedings. For his part, he entertained an utter contempt for the uhje 
gamf of thofe who called themfelves the friends of Mr. HaAlngs ; but the Houfe could not, its 
xonfiAency, and from conAdcration of what was due to their own honour, difr^ard what 
The was fatisfied was part of a fy Item to cover the frauds, perjuries, and villanies of thedelin* 
queiit, and an attempt to torn into ridicule matters the moll ferions and awful. Mr. Burke 
declared, the Arong^A fign of a depraved mind was the being able to break a wicked jelt 
upon the moA grave and important matters. It fiiewed that the wiekednefs of a nation was 
rooted, ^nd that nmions of propriety and decency were lulled to a lethargy and abandoned, 
Mr. Bilrke read the extract from the proofs adduced in the Benares Charge, which had 
cauftd fo much fenfibility in WeAminAer-Hall, and alked if foch horrid barbarities as Ic 
Hated were fit (pbjeClafor mirth or rkHcnle ? Having declared that if the extraCl lie had read 
foas an Invention, it was no invemionof his; and ha>nngdercantedon.the affair of Dcby Sing, 
which he declared bimfelf r«dy to prove there or any where elfc; Mr. Burke profeffed him- 
felf a finccre friend to the Lib^y of the Prefs, confidcring it as a facred thing, and the main 
Pillar of the ConAitmion : hut (he alked) was it a proof of the Liberty of the Prefs to fuffer 
the Ageiit to a Griminat to libel the juAlee-of that Court before which the Criminal was on 
his trial ? He was fatisfied, he faid, that the Houfe was not bafe enough to fepanite thrm- 
felves from the Managers, and ftt thm like raggamufiins led to a poA of danger, where they 
would be well peppered, without fianding forward in their defence. He declared he Was not 
Ufraid of the Liberty of the Prefs, neither was he afraid of its licentioofnefe; but he avowed 
himfelf afraid of its venality, Mr. HaHings was able to boy up all the newljpapers, and he had 
l^rd, from what he denned good authority, that 20,ooel. had been expended in the publica. 
lion of Mr. HaAings’s Libels* With regard to the Hon. Centkman's threatened Committee 
«f Enquiry into the Libds pubEAied of late years,, he was ready to meet the whole phalanx 
of India DsEaquents with their Affoeiates upon that fubjeft. He faid, it was abfolutely ne- 
ceffary that the Mottfe Ihould proceed, as he knew it to be one of the floating opinions abroad, 
that the Honfe was againft the profecution continuing any longer. If they were^ they ought 
Itahave refolutioa enough to declare it, and diftbarge ehelr Managers j if on the other hand, 
a® hebdievedwasihefafr, the report was wholly without foundation, he was ready to go 
on, and to wear himfelf out in their fervice; for he thought it the moft honourable one that 

msdutnild be employed In. Bot it behoved them to aCl firmly Utat day, fince he defied 
aBr Member to produce an inftance in the hiAo^ of this country, while the Houfe of Com— 
tnons vi^ profecuting a moft powerful delinquent, of the Managers of fueh profceutiorf 
feeing libelled by one of their own body. Ha ran through a long catalogue of enormous 
pnmtM, aU of which he imputed to Mr. Haftings, and faid, he defied the united Cdkndaii 
of jait-denvery throughout the kingdom, to produce a lift of offences in any proportion in 
ixdnt of fouhwft and atrocity. Major Scott, be obferved, had denied that he was Agent to 
felr. HaftlBgt at prefent. What was he then 1 He was either Agent, or fomething more 1 

'*** Haftij^s himfelf. Their ftxeH names, characters, and conftitutions, were 
-^ounM. If Ae went to the IndLs Houfe, he faw Major Scott copying out papero and 
jNiyiAg rttwfiy «|r Mr. Haftings } at ih^ Honfe of Lords he faw Major Scott prefenting a 
freifiwn fo a Noble Lmd, figned Warren Haftings, which Major Scott had afterswreis toll 
dfeliinr it that Ifoafe, was his drawing. At their own Bar they had feen Articles of Defence 
Mr.mftjtogs, who had made It bis boaft that he had drawn thoft Articles in five 

,aa. A_ 
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«barfr«8 1>rou|^t agalnlt the Board of edlf were for « difobedience df orA<^ 
which he had been a Member, undoobt* a»d aegfedt of duty. But the aft on wbicii 

days, in anfwer to Charges which had«oft^!m(Mr. Bwke} as many y^rs to prepaHe} and 
afterwards, when Mr. Haftings’s Counfel exprefled their dUlatisfisAion at thofe Artictas, 
Major Scott came into Weftminiter Hall, and faid, that faeand others wrote them ; the true 


name of Mr. Haftings therefore mult be Lr^fea, Since erery thing was done by Srert a«f Ct, 
Mr. Buike declared he was not afraid of any of the Libels he had aUodod to, for they were, 
not remarkable either for the elegance of their ftyle, the beauty of their compofition, or thw 
force of tlicir arguments ; but, fuch as tb :y were, they called for the vengeance of the Houfq| 
^nd elpecially the daring Libel then in qu.-dion, that they might mark to the whole world 
aheir deteAaiton of the fyftem praftifed by the criminals of India So defeat the juftico 


of that Houfe and the Nation. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, it was necedary for him only to fay a few words oa 
the Motion, and in doing fo he ihould lay afide many of the topics introduced by the Right 
Ito n Gentleman, as wholly foKign to the matter contained in the paper oompiained of, and 
*^iich confequently could have no connexion with the immediate fubjeA of the debate; he 
fhoold lay alide alfo every conhderation of the other libels that the Right Hon. Gentlemaa 
had mentioned, becaufe it was impolTible for him, (landing up in that Houfe, to know any 
thing of them, untcTs by a regular complaint they bad been brought upon the Table. In tike 
manner, he &ould take no notice of tlie Right Hon. Gentleman's aggravation of the fafla 
contained in tlie Charges that formed the Articles of Impeachment; titofe (hfts being now 
under the confideration and fubjeft to the dccifion of the proper tribunal, of courfe could 
not be the proper fiibje^s of difeuflion at prefent in the Houfe ; but with regard to the other 
arguments of the Right Hon. Gentleman, he liad not at alt changed his opinion fince he had 
declared that he thought there was matter in the Articles fit for that Houfe to fubjeft to the 
iavedigaticn of the Houfe of Lords, and to carry up to their Bar in the (hape of an Impeach^ 
ment. Nothing that had palTcd fince having occafioned him to alter his fenthnents, he ae» 
celTaiily declared, that he thought the Houfe bound in juftice, and in ddeharge of its own 
honour, to give every proper fupport to tlie Trial, and to the Managers, whom they had 
authorifed to carry it on! The proceeding was a ferious one, and it ought to be eondufted 
with all the folemnity fuch a proceeding necefifarily demanded ; he therefore was difpofed, on 
^ all occafions, to give eyery fupport to the Managers that a confideration of the juftice due to 
others would admit; and whenever they had applied for the proteftion of the Houle, the 
Houfe had been always ready to give it, except’ng in a (ingle inllancc, where, upon the ap» 
plication of an Individual, it had appeared that he was, from his peculiar fituation, entitled to 
their iir(l confideration. Gentlemen, the Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, would eafily 
perceive that he alluded to the application of Sir Elijah Impey, who certainly was in jufiice 
entitled to the interference of the Houfe in tlie manner in which it had interfered. With re> 


g;^-i to the principal Charge contained in the paper complained of, it was impoflible to go into 
any difcutTion, bwaufe it was either a quefilon of opinion or a quefiion of intention; in net* 
ther of which cafes any one man could judge for anotheti; not that he meant by this remark to 
fix any imputation on the Right Hon. Gentleman as to the matter aliedged in tite paper ; no 
man more readily acquitted the Hon. Gentleman of a pre-determination not todofe the pn»- 
fecution in the prefent SelTion of Parliament. It was equally unnecelTaiy, lie obferved, to 
inveftigate the truth or faifehood of the Libel complained of ; it was fufficient to read the 
paper to (ee what it was, and tliere could not be a doubt but it was a Libel on the Mahagere 
of a profecutinn authorifed by that Houfe, and therefore he readily admitted that it was a 
Breach of the Privileges of the Houfe. The only queftion therefore was, in what manner 
it ought to betaken notice of. The generid purport of the Motion he was ready to agree to, 
>dtutitdid not (Irikehim what part ofi the Libel would fupport the words, *• highly rcAcfting 
on the Honour and Juftice of the Houfe." That did not appear to him to have been made 
, out. With regard to the Libel i-felf, as there had certainly been for fome >«ire a relaxation 
of that Houfe in the praftice of maintairung its privileges (b rigidly as formerly, and many 
Libels highly refleftingon the Houfe had palTed unnoticed; tliough fuch a circumfiance un< 
doubtedly was no jufiification of the paper complained of, yet every candid man, helhoitld 
conceive, would readily agree, that it ought to weigh in mitigation of the ofience; and therefori 
he would recommend it to the Houfe to take the matter up with temper and moderationi 
rather with a view to mark their difapprobation of fuch publications, and to hold out a le(ll>t 
tt> perfo^ to avoid incurring their difpleafure in future, than by any unnecelTarily harih pro 
ceeding, to give the world rCafon to fuppofe, that the motive was founded in perforial re 
feotmenti or any thing that could be conArued into a vindlftive feeliiig, neither^ which, h 
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.4^ch9rMS verefoundedc be'faHi» W43 di^itw of their confcicn^e and thfft* 
tffist^heBoardU*din,obed.icocetothe duty* oischa&grd fiftehk unfor- 

«f8 perfuaded, woalJ^hava the fmaUcft Influerceen the m^r.dsofanyone Gentltman of that 
o«, the prelent occafion. The C^ancello^ of the Exchequer faid, tie had thought it 
necetfary thus early to sntiniato hh fentimsnts on the fubjedi} and if the words “ highly' 
re^edting on the Honour and JuHice of the Hoiife" were omitted, or Gentlemen would 
iatint out wiiat part Of the letter complained of' warranted their infertipn in the Motion, he 
ould hav? no objeAion to tt. 

Mr. Fox contended that a li^el like that complained of, being diredtly levelled at the 
stnagers acting under the orders of the Houfe in the pmfecuiion of an Impeachment au- < 
thorized and inliitutcd by the Houle itiVlf, was in tils mind a libi .1 in defiance of the Hon6ur 
and Juilice of that Houie, and the moll proper of all othess to take up. A Libel on the 
Houfe itfelf was nor, he ilaid, of nearly thoihime dangerous confequence, becaufe the Houfe 
was armed with fufitcient'jjowers'tb protcdl itfelf; but a Libel on the Manbgt-ra might be 
copfidered as a Libtl on'individuals, who were,'X'omparatively fpeaking, hciplefs, and, not 
having the power to proted iherofelvcs', mull neceiTailly look to the Houfe fur protedion. 
He reprobated the argument of Mr. Wigley,' thar.tlie Houfe ought to t.ike notice of or pro- 
'fecute every individual breach of its privileges,-or not to profccute them at all. In 
either cafe, be faid, the Hnuie would ad moA umivifeiy j it was by a prudent cxercifecf 
their diferetion, and by diAmguilhing the nature of one'lireach of Privilege from another, 

■ that they would heft prefsive their pnvilrges.- Were they to piofccute in all cafes of Breach 
of Privilege indifcriminatcly, their whole time would be fpent in criUiiniJ pioccedings, and 
the Houfe would become a nuifance to the country, inftcad of a ficuiity to its libcilies. If 
on the other hand they were to fall into the other extreme, and picfccuie in no inflancc, the 
Houfe would incur ihe public contempt, and become altogeihtr ui'ilefs. It was, therefore, a 
bad extenuatioQ of any ftateii offencs to fay, tiiat the Houfe had negltdled to take notice of 
o;]icr libels on the Managers, and therefore it ought to he peculiarly mild in the mode of 
puflilhing the author of the Libel row complained of. VVas its merciful renillTncfs in fomq 
cafes any. rcafun why it ought not to proceed'with f,verity in cafes of.Bieach of Privilege the 
n^ft flagrant and outiageous ? Was it an argiitnent thst would be borne in a Court of Jullice, 
if op ,a profeeution lor a Libel agsinfl Litn, it was to be laid that Mr. Fox bore a 
T oyrent of Libels for fourteen years togeth-.r with pallcr.ce, and therefore enticed the Libeller 
as it were to publifh one more f On the contrary, would it not be confideitd, thathisfor> 
bearance fo long had- heaped upon li'» Libeller a debt of gratitude, which aggravated his 
crime, if, after fu lortg-a for bcjrarsce on the paii t of M'-. I-ox, he at lall thought ptopor to pro- 
fecuti^. For bis s>a<t,. Mr. Fct l.tid, it had been his but, and that of his Right Hon. Friend, 
toi have been hnelled grols-ly for tha greater part cf their political lives, but they neither of 
tlicm had-thought it r-ght fiom prudent ztio'i-'es to t.ike any notice, except in a Angle inflancc 
or two, cf the Lrbcticr.s j - :.n!, filing tii.it tlicir pioii-cuting might he attended with 
rather worfs general conAquenees liun ti.s J.iKi\ did them h.imi, they had ticated ihc Libels 
aqd their authcis with fcorn and co'nieinpr. B-it tl'e ca.e was widely difTerent between a 
Libel on individu,'.l.'in their prliiate capacity, and individuals l.anflioned by the autberityof 
that Houfe, and afling as Managers of an Impeachment inftuutcd by that Houfe. Neitlicr 
was the fail true, as the Honourable Gentlci0.m wh-s fpohe firft in the Debate, .and the 
Honourable. Geniiemsn who bad jult fat down had fuppofed, that the Houfe had lelaxed 
in fup( oruiig its j rivilegtt, by not taking proper notice of fuch Breaches of Privilege 
as had appeared to deferve their notice. As often as a c.^mphiiit had been made, thq 
Houfe had grounced a pioceedmg upon that ccrnplaint. On the fubjcdl of the prcfi-nt 
Itnpeachment only, the paper cumplaiiud of n.)w was not the firft,the (ccond, nor the third. 
Libel that the Houfe bad taken noriceof, hut the fourth that h'ld been Itated to it. The'’ 
Morning Herald had been ordered to be piofecuted by older of the Houfe for a Lib.l. An-^ 
other paper had been ordered to be profecuicd, and Mr. Stockdaltf had bkcwife been oideicd 
to he proCpcuted ; k was true, that Mr. Stockdale had been acquined ; but that did not alter 
the prefent argument. And the Printer of the Woild had be.n prcfecuttd likewjfe by oider 
of the Houfe, and convidled rccenily, within this day or two. It was not true, therefote, 
fiMC the Houfe had abandi.ncd the defence of its privileges by neg-Vaing to punifh breaches 
©f them. With regard to the degiec ol criminality between Mr. Stockdaic, or the Printer 
pf^-^iNewfpaperf and Major Scott, the.m was no coinparifon. hfr. Fox faid. a Bookfeller an< 
a ,N^fpaper Printer could he fuppofed to have no perfonai view in the libel they ptfblifhed, 
gnd'cdi^ oqly aft upon public ptmeipies in the way of their profeffion and tr-tde ; bu^ 
J^I^Soott 'itgd.Qo of that kind I being a Meipoer of Patliamcpt, as the Right Hon, 

^Jcrl^sma^ 
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TtsAri NATtvES, whom the DHvan% confiufd. —Whether fuch »b aft wat % 
or Farmer CeneraU had II.LEGally br^jcft, or adifcharjre^of duty j whether 

Gentleman had well dated it, he had an njlportanlty of making any complaint againlt the 
Managers that he thoaght their condnft de&rved ; he might have done To fairly and openly, 
and had no occafion to libel the Managers from one end of the kingdom to the other. Mr. 
Fox addrd a gteat variety of o:!ier arguments'to piove, that if ever a Libullsr had juAly 
called down the hea^y vengeance cf the Houfe, it‘was MajorScott, who, from iheeommence>|^' 
nient of the procceclin;Ts on the InipeacluTtent, had fyAemaricaily traduced and viliAed 
Managers.' As an afgume'nt of initigstion had been g'rounded on the Managers having for^ 
o years together' fuffered themftlves to be libelled day after day with, impunity, Mr. Fox 
fald, it was foAuhate that they had at length taken up the matter, for had they fuffered it 
to go on for two years longer^ that might have been held to confticute a juAiAcation of any 
Llb'et again A them witatever. Mr. Fox ftid, Was it not enough for their Libellers that they 
might drag forth every tranfadVion of their private livds, that they might enter their dwellings, 
eXpofe'tlie weakneffes that men m^ghi naturally be fuppofed defirgus of concealing, and, ia 
Arort, trace out every Angle c’rcumAance of their cor.duft to ground a charge of traduftioa 
upon, but they muA attack th^m when afting in flie capacity and charafter of Managers of 
ad imprrtant criminal profecui’.on, endeavouring to bring a great delinquent to juAice^ 
and while they were employed by the authority of that Honfe in a great judicial proceeding 
on the event of which the future happlnefs of millions depended, and poAibly the exiAtnes 
of the RririAi ConAiculion, Arice It was intimately connefled with that Houfe enjoying the free . 

, eXercile of its inquifiiorial po^'Crs, which he contended were Aruck at by the Libel in quef* 
tibn > Mr. Fox, before he fat down, faid, he was glad to And that he was likely to havotlio 
vote of the Right Hon. Gentleman on the prcA-nt QueAion ; he declared he agreed with the 
Right Hon. Gentleman in the greatcA p.irt of his arguments, but could not help dilfrring al¬ 
together as to the latter part of his fpccch, with regaid to the propriety of a gentle cenfure: 
fo convinced was he that the contrary ought ro be the caft, that, invidious as it might 
appear, if there Aiould be a diviAon on the fubjeft, he faid he Ihould Vote for the feveier 
mode of picceedirg, « 

Mr. Dnndjs faid, he Airadd fpeak but for a very (liort time} he rofa merely to 
ren-irtfk on certain parts of his Right Hon. Friend’s fpeech, whicli the Right Hon. Gentleman 
r whii had juA f^c down had compUtely miAakcn. The Right Hon. Gentleman had talked 
ef the fo'beaiance of an individual, and had faid, there aiofe out of that forbearance to 
punith his l.ibciler a debt of grat'tude which made his agsin libelling him the more at.'ocious 
ptfence. Undoubtedly, Mr. Uundasfaid, the argument wr.s true } but the forbearance ofaa 
individual had been no part of the argument of his Right Flon. Fiiend, who had argued on 
the forbearance of that Hoilfc of late years in almoll all cafes of Libels whatfoever touclring 
its proceedings, a fa£l Which wa.s undeniable, and which bad h<en ex.-mpliAed in a variety 
of iriAanccs. Another matter the RLht Hun. Gentleman')iad ia'd great Arefs on, made it 
necelFiry, Mr. Dundas declared, for him to take netfeeof, in order to guard againA an inu 
pfopee impreffion going abroad ; and therefoie, he hoped when the Right fion. Gentleniaa 
pok fuch pa'ns to point out tlie enormity of a l.ibel on the Managers of the Impeachment^ 
he did not mc.in either on his own part, or on bclixlf of the other Managci-s, to lay it down 
as a rblc to be obfen^ed wi-houf doors, that no otl.er' libellous attack cn that Houfe, on its. • 
proceedings, or on its Members, ought to be fenoufly treated or taken notice pf. [Mr. 
Fox faid acrofs the table, “ McA ur.doubttc.ly, he had no fuch meaning,”] Thu reafon Mr. 
Dundas had thought it neccAkry to obferve upon this , he declared, was, th.tt the Right Hon^ 
Gentleman had dated fuhh a v.ariety cf exculUs for libel* upon the Houfe of a diilcreni nature^ 
^that he feared, if be bad fuffered what he had fa'd to have p.iffe.d unnoticed, it would have 
gone abioad as a doftrinc 'laid down upon the authority of the Right Hon. Gentleman, ihac 
an Irrfpcachtnent and the Managers of it, arid all that related to them, were the only fubje£l$ 
on which a Libel ought in that Houfe to be' deemed cr’rainal. Ti.e {.i£t undoubtedly was, 
^hat fcarcely .t Sefiloii had paffed df late years, without producing one Libel or other on that 
Houfe, or upon individual Members, which had not been at all ferioully noticed. N« later 
than a day or iwp after the debate on the motion for the Rep.al of tbe TobacFo Bill, ameet., 
ing had been held at the Sc. Alban’s Tavern cf the Tobacco Manufafturers, viho had fat 
down and drawn up a fet of Refolutions, containing feme of them as grofs a Libel on the 
|)rucuedings of tli tt He'ufe,' and on fcveral Members for words fpoken by them in their places, 
as ever^as printed. They had done him, Mr. Dundas faid, the honour to make him the 
eb^eft of one cf the Rcfo{otion3, grounded op a mifreprefeof^ttion of bis ar^uniMt; but 
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Ik'wfts hononratiTe or difhonoiirable to Son or reward ( and whether difinillion 
the Boar4» whether it deferved dUVnif- on fuch an account was to be called 

brhad tahen no notici of it; and that bccaufe, on, reading k, he had not found himfelf angry 
with it to make it a fubjed of ferious complaint; and for the lame reafon he had paffed 
hf a variety of other libels againft him. It was notorious, that of late years the newfpapera. 

gone as far as if thofe who condufled them thought, if he might ufe fuch a phrafe, that 
thare ought to be as much freedom of debate in Newfpapers as in that Houfe. Mr. Dundas 
Actared he had thought it right to fay thus much in anfwer to what had fallen from tho, 
^JHght Hoi*. Genthsman j but in regard to the general principles Aated by the Right Hon. 
"‘Ceaclefnan, be agreed with him in every one of them. The Houfe having authorifed tho'y 
froftcotionof the Impeachment, they were hound to fupport the Managers, they were en- 
tided to efatm ir, and tliey miift have it. No Gentleman could be ignorant, that the con. 
dufl of the Impeachment was a very arduous taft, that the Managers had many difficukiea 
•ofurmuont, and a variety of obAruAions to encounter. In proportion, therHore, as the 
caUe was arduous, in proportion as difficulties prefented themfelves, and in proportion aa 
obAroftions and impediments occurred, in the Dune proportion ought chat Houfe to grant 
the Managers their fulIeA proteflion and (upport. This, Mr. Pandas fetd, ever had been hie 
opinion, and as often as he had heard the Managers call for fupport, fo often he had been 
teed/, for orn^ to grant it. With regard tc the prefent cafe, it was undo-ibtedly a Libel 
•pon tftt Managers} but altltougli he would agree with the Motkm declaring it to be a 
libel, yet whep the partiepiar fituation of the Hon. Gentleman who had avowed himfeif to 
be the author was racoUeAed, when k due allowance was made for the Hon. Gentleman’s 
*al for hh friend, and {various other circumAances that belonged to his charafler weie 
conAdered, Mr. Dundas faid, though they could not legally or properly plead as a yuAihea- 
•Ton of the Letter, they neverthelefs, in his miitd, ought to go a great way in extenuation, 
and to induce the Houfe to proceed as mildly and kniendy as they could conAAent with tlieir 
i^^inity and theirjuAi.ee. 

The QueAion was then put and carried without a divifioD. 

General Burgoyne rofe to move the fame propofition as be bad read to the Houfe on 
Friday, and be conceived it was .unneceiTary for him tp do more chan*barriy move it. The 
General accordingly moved, 

** That the frid John Scott, Efq. being by his own acknowledgement tiie Aiiihor of the 
f*- Letter, is guilty of a violation of his duty ft p Member of this Houfe, and of a 
*■ high Breach of the Piivilegs of this Houfe.” 

This QueAion having been put from the Chair, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer laid, unlefs it was meant to follow up the Motton 
with feme other QjieAion, or to ground fonw other proceeding upon it, the Motion now 
p.'opofed mu A either be nugatory pr unneceSary, becauie the fenfe of the Houfe could not be 
more Arongly marked as to the nature and contents of the Paper complained of than by 
•he words of the Motion that had already been carried. If the Motion then propofed was 
meant to he foBowed up by fome other, it wopld he but fair in the Hon. General to fiate to the 
Houfe the nature of the fabfequent Motion that he intended to move, as Gentlemen would 
Vien be enabled to judge how far it would be right in then) to vote for the prefent Motion. 

Genwal Bprgoyne (aid, he thought th^e w^s fomething fo candid in what the Right Hon. 
Centteman had j(^d, that he had noobjeAion to comply with bis proportion. The General 
avowed, that this part of the hurmeis had fomewbat diAreffiri his feelinga, and that having 
brought the matter formally before the Houfe, he had hoped that it would not have been 
improper in him tp have kft it to tlie judgment of the Hpufe, and that feme Gentleman of 
greater weight and ability than He could pretend to, would have propofed the punifhmeitt 
•hat fhouM a|>pcar to him the moA adequate to the o^nce. But the General added, that h« ^ 
was not a man to fhrink froti) his duty, however difagreeah)e to his feelings j and that he 
had k bri^nally in Ms intention to have iqoved a vote of cenfure, which he Oipuld yet do 
If catted upon. The Motion would be, “ That John Scott, Efq.'for tlic (aid o^cnce bp tepri, 
f* manded at the Bar of tito Houfe by Mr. Speaker.** 

" The Ohanceltor of the ExclKqucr faid, that after having voted the complained of 
a feandalotts and libellous paper, be could have no objeAion to the Author's receiving a 
leprimand. He ffipuld therefore agree to the firA of tl|e two Motions, provided it wera 
•mended, and the words ♦* grofs and fcandalous” were omitted, lie explained, that bis 
ml'on for wiihing for this amendment w^s, that although he faw no objeaion to atplyinB 
yhe word « fcandahms’’ to the matter of the Libel, yet when they came to apply it m th« 
pfgfen of a Ggnilfman wbp was 4 Member pf that Houfe,'it mi^bt carry a cUbuflion, 

Ibat 
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^ifgracefiil, or creditable to him and Wii.mam Harwood, 

his colleagues, he would leave it to their was neat called. He had ferved tlw 

Lordftiips to determine. Company ia Inda i % yeara, and chidlf 

9 

that he ihould imagine went far beyond the meaning of dw Hon. Mover of the Q^eftioRi. 
.With regard to tt« reprimand, he had no other objeftion than the words« at tlie Barrf 
rhat Houfe.” It wa* tifual, he believed, generally to reprimand Gcnttemen, who were 
Members, in their places, and he IhoaW hope that there woald be no objtftioo to alter i« 
accordingly. 

This gave rife to a (hort converfation between the ChanceWbr of the E*cheifiicr, Mr. foota 
f Genera! Burgoyne, and Mr. Burke. The three fatter declared they would read^y omit th* 
words ** grofs and fcandalous,’* not having intended that they fliould carry the oonftr«ak« 
the Riglit Hon. Gentleman feemed to think they would be liable to. 

Juft as the Qusftion was about to be put, Mr. Jckyll rofe, and after fciemnly appealing to 
the feelings of the Houfe on different grounds, declareri he bad reafon to believe that the 
fentiments of many Genttemeii would go with him, when he propofcd the previous tjueftioi^ 
in order to prevent a queftion fo perfbn^ from being put. 

Mr. Vanlittart rofe to fecond the Motion, which he did with a few words of preface^ thac 
wedid not rfiftinftly hear. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared, that, painful as it was to liii» to dMfer from tifa 
Hon. Friends, he could not on the prefent occafton but be of ofMnion, that the Houfe, bavla^ 
voted the Letter a fcandaioos and libdlous paper, couH not, with any r^ard to tlw co»- 
fjftency of their prosiedings, or their own honour, let the nutter ftop there, hot that tlwp 
were bound to follow it up with fometWng, which, though founded in moderation and leni¬ 
ency, ftiould ferve to mark their difapprobation of any fuch publication, and to holdouts 
leffon tor tiie future. 

Mr. Wigley faW, that well as he wilhed tlw Hon. Gentleman who was the ofcjea of the 
Motion, yet, having profeffed himfelf determined to fupport the IVivUeges of the Houfb, he 
oouid not but think the prefent Motion ought to mfs; and hefbould vote for U under the 
confident expeftation fbat the known humanity and tendernefs of the Hen. CeneaTa 
nrind, at exemplified by his condod in private Ufa, would induce him to move for as nnifi 
a cenfure as the forms of the Houfe would admit; and therefoit; hehoped tus Learned fneni. 
would withdraw his Motion for the previous queftion. 

Mr, Jckyll and Mr. Vanfittart having agreed to withdraw their Motion, a«id she Houit 
•onfenting to it, the previous queftion was put 5 but the Motion of Ctm. Burgoyne, m 
amended, was carried. 

General Burgoyne then rofe to tnako hi* third Motion j and, notwithflandlng the perfimaS 
compliment which had been paid him by the Hon. and Learned Gentleman over die wa^ 
the General fald be muft adhere to bis original Morion, ** That John Scott, E(^ be repri¬ 
manded at the Bar of the Houfe.” The General declared, that confidering the magBitode 
•f theofience, he conceived he had moved a paniOiment extremely inildj and he was ooa- 
vinced, that in former times a much more feven punilhment would have been propofed. 

As foon as the Queftion was read, 

Mr. Burke rofe and declared, that he came down to the Houfe that day in «temper a> 
eool and governed as that in whit* be then fpoke j that he had wiftied the incafwe of pw- 
tiifhmentpropoftd fhould be as lenient as ftiould be confiftent with the maintenance of thw 
•wn hopovr and dignity, and confiftent with the fupport of the Managers of a profecutioa 
which they had an undoubted right to claim froiu the Houfe. Mr. Burke obferved, that 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer bad faid lie would fay out of bis confideration a variety of 
, tij^cs which he had introduced, and which the Right Hon. Gentleman confidcred as foreign 
^to the fubjeff. The Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Burke faid, neither had laid out of 
his ennfiderstion ail that was not to be found in that Letter, nor ought he tohavedonefo. He. 
bad alluded to natters that in his opinion ought to weigh with the Houfe in mitigatioa of the 
Hon. Member’s ofienee. If that were juft, it would be equally warrantable for him, Mr- 
Burke faid, to infill on the matters of aggravation of the Hon. Member’s crime j ^ 
greatell aggravation he held in hit hand, via. an account of tire converfation which Major 
Scott had with Lord Dover, one of the Judges who was to decide on the Charges that con- 
ftituted the Impeachment. That, Mr. Burke declared, was by far a greater libel than the 

{ taper now complained of, beeaule it direflly and broadly attacked the honour and juftice cf 
tvst Haafc, declaring, that the whole of the proceeding on the part of the Mana^ waa 
« In the higheft degree iniquitous, cruel, and unjuft.” It was evident, Mr. Burke fM, that 
elthodgh the Chancellor of the Exchequer had been fo nice in regard to thcqplcluu applied 
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in th« rfvenue i^epartntent. He knew Under the adittir.irti'-itioii of the Tni** 
Giitria 09 v!'.'J Shig, anrl he 'knew rhr.t venue ly Provineial JJoards, wliich Mr. 

Ite bore generally t very bid ehrr.'irter. Il.iftinga iitiJ alrolilliid^ it via# not pof- 

to Mjjor Scott, Major Scott h-.d not been equ.lly fivirbiK of eiiiiliets applied to the Hotife 
and tbs Mami;eri.. .Mr, CuiK-j I lid Rrait (litfs on this tranfuflion, wliiclt, be fair!, had he 
been aware of, he would have iii.’.dc ilia pround of co-nplaint, latiier th.rn the I,et*er in the 
Dial y, as he c mild,.rod it to be the nr aft and '-cl mis libt I he ever had heard of. Witii regard 
to thi’plca of M.iior Scott',, bei.i^ iln fnsnJ of Mr. fj-allin^s, he knew nothing of it, nor did 
the Hoiifc. They htd kimwti M’li-ar Scott -s the A(;ci« of Mr. Ha{linvs,and tberefote he had 
no doubt, Mr. Burke fud, but th^f Mr. Haili i'js hinifelf was the LiJjelb.r. He mentioned 
the Petition to the Hou'e, w'’ic'i M ij^'r Scott iiad told them was of his drawinfr. He adveited 
alfo asatn to the Defence wl)i ;h h,-.t! been Hated at tbtir B-ir, and afterwards denied ; and, 
after a va^fy of .i-"iiirfnts ert' >rctd with jtrer.t tnertry, Mr, Burke concluded with declar¬ 
ing, tb.at he kow the n.itt-r:.! miMriefs of his Tlon. I'ric.nd’s difpofuion would Incline hint 
fo ur f-r a lenient, ntber t!. s:i a h.atih piinilbment; th.it he had, if any ib.ip* exceeded his 
exprChition in tliis rcfpcc'^ ; and that althougli he ouH not but think the propofal to rcj-vi- 
mind Major Scott at the Bar of the Houfe by no means an adequate punifiiment, ho afeiib,d 
jt I'o prudential iv.otivcs, a propcnfjiy to tcndeinef., and an attention to t!ie times, ratliei than 
to bis Men. friend’s opinion that it was equal to the demands of juftice. 

• The Ch.incel!or of the Ixchequcr faid, after what lie had before thrown out, it was necd- 
hfi for him to do more (Iran trove, by way of amendment, to leave o^t the words ** at the 
ll.*r of the Iloufe,” and Irifeit the words, “in Ids place.” 

This Amendment havirg been Hated from the Chair, and the queHion put, That the 
Vv.tJs ‘at theBarof theH mfe’ Hard part of the qncHion,’’ 

Mr. V/yn.lham rofe, and d'cl..ied, as he had he-rd no rcafms for the Amendment then 
propofed, he was at a Icf. to kno'." on wha*' p-mciylc ^he Ki!.'!it.H,)n. Gentleman could de¬ 
fend it. Mr. Wyndham la d, his !^cn. Friend had pla'nly Ihcwn that foi bearance in the 
Managers was r.stkcr a rtafor, th,-t if a Libeller trifp.ifT-d iipo,'i the gioutid of that for- 
fce.irance, it ought to be confsdcr'.d a, an ajgrav.rtlon of his offen.te,' and not a mitigation } 
but the faft w.as not as the Birht TTc.,n. Genil-m.io had Hated it, for th'‘re had been no 
forbearance, there havirt; been aheady flute f^vu'.'il pn fccufons inlUtuttd on the fuhjetft cf 
Libels itfpc^lii'g the pi efrnt'J'ri rh With rt'^ard to the L Horry of the Pitfs, Mr. V/yndiiam 
itatedthat theta w.'s ;in ev’d nt diHinilion between its ufc .ir.d its abiifo, and tbit the very 
htii way to preferve it. I'berty Was to puniih it. hccr.t oufnefs. Tliij brd been ^agieed on 
■by a'l wijo had ever iccftred upon the fub’trt j and lu:cly a better m«Kle oi drnning this 
■diHinrtlon could net be vd.-pted, tlnn by drcV-ir.g thc'line between the frtc difcolTion of ge- 
neral, polificH, .and p.uliioicntar) t.-.nics, .md the diuufllpn of judicial proceedings. In 
rffpcifh to tl'C latter, it hid c cr been held, that ftndtnii hie the fubjeft ihoiitd be confined 
Vo tilt; Court in which it sv.is trvinn*^ and on no acctiunt made a matter of difculhen wiibuut 
tlot.rs. And th^c rca.'bn vv„s t-bvio'.j : in a judicial prqectcling the Judges and the Court 
Could not advert toextram ous niattet j tliey muft be govcincd by tljs flrl^fncfs of evidence, 
and confined to t!iar alone; whcrteis in regaid to general political topics, much was at all 
times 10 be leamt fiom difeuflion without doers j and therefore the fiee dlfcuflion of fuch 
topics among tb; publ'cat he go liigltly ufelnl. 'I b.is had been the c.tfo in regard Ui the 
T.iImcco buiinefs in pniiicul ir, which the Rig'it Hon. Gentleman oppofite to him [Mi. 
Dundas] had that d'y meniioricd, and it was the duty of that Right Hon. Ccntlem^in to 
have attended to the agitation of that bufintfs out of the Ifoufc. as information of much im¬ 
portance was by that mjans to have been obtainfil upon the fubjeft, Mr. \Vyndh,iiTijj^k 
pains to exhibit them,inife(l TiHinflii.n lieiwecn the unfetiered djfcuflion of pohticil topics^ 
and the great neccluty of hf.-ldbij judicial proceedings Tiered. Having reafoned _for 
time on this point, Mr. VVy.ulbam faid, tluit he was afluaicd by no motive of viodiaivs 
feeling or perfo.ial refentment. It could not kz Worth a rnonient s confideiction to him JS 
a Member of the Committee of Managers, nor ind.scd to any other Member, Whethfr the 
Hon. Gentleman, the avowed author of the Letter complained of, was repiiinanded'at tho 
■B.iror in bisphicc; but the natural conclufioii woulcf be, that thofc who'were for the 
milder cenfurc, if they had dired to face the lhame that fuch a proceeding -vould have dnwn 
down on them, would have refilled any punilhtnePt of the Autho- of the L;hel on the Houfe 
and the Managers} but that the forceof the proceeding, when cncc Hated to the Hqufe, hud 
eompciled them to fuffer feme cenfure .to be palTed on the Aut'.ior, and th.it neveithtlefs they 
were determined to fkrecn him from jufticc as much as poffible. This, Mr.' Wyodham faid, 
'wai clearly their motive, or they never would Hand between him and the mild meaftire that 
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^ble fortlic f.ir:Tier to opprefs the people ci.jl Coords : the oppre/Tlons muft fooo 
Without the knowledge of the Proyin- be m.idc know'n to t^etn > and the far- 

liad heen propofed; forPich, in his opinion, it wa<;, fine? tlie magnitude of the offence would 
in his imnil li.ive fully jutlitieii expulfton j and expulhon for fueli a ciime, Mr. V/yndh.'iii 
.contended, would have been the punidimeot adopted by tluir ancellors, had tliooff.nce been 
committed in their days. Mr. Wyndham further remarked on the rrosmify rf the Libel, 
the aggravation of the r.fftiicelii confequmce of the author’s 'oeing a Membi.- of c'nat Hccfe, 
and ilia nectflaty ol the iiouf' niaiiiicfllfi-; that they meant to luppoi: the Maiugcr,, uulcfs 
.tluy had real grounda to compi lin of their eonrlurt; and in that cafe the ccmpla’nt oughe 
Jtobe made formally to the Huufe, and the giouncis of it ft.ited. Towards the latter paic of 
hisfpeceli, M-. Wyndham giew iaih..rvvarm, and argued with more Vtliemence than ge- 
niTully chAra£feii/es his mode of n-vifoning. M.ijor .Scotr, it had been faid, was entitled to be 
confulert.tl as the ft lend ol Mr. Halliiigs, and rot as his acent j thia the Houfe had yet to learn ; 
but if it v.’eie fo, he h.-d Itill aded iinwarrantably ; bccaufe, though a friend lu'glit warmly de- 
Jend fhcc.nifcof him for whom he profeflld a fi:cr.dilii|>, he was not entitled to abandon his 
dtLnce and become an accufer axid an aff.ilant of !sia piofocutois. Mt. Wyndham fa.d. for 
all the cor.i;cie..iti(.ni tli.it he had iv.e.ntioned, liefliouid give Ins vote lor the }eve> er cenfure. 

I'he Cluncellur ct the I'xcheqsici obferved, .as he had no: faid any thing when he had 
moved thi Am'.ndm'nt, he trolled he might be allowi d to t.tke f.m‘notice of the ITon. 
f.'cnileman’s obloivanons, wliich apneaitd loliini to call ft.r ;;nt r. us inujhas any 

obfcrvatioiii lie hid ever hc.ird. he Hon. Gentleman h .d thou Ju pipot to cutifuiiiid the 
forbeAraiice of an individual with t! " forbcar.'incc of tli.st Houfe, i-n-i to fet up an argument 
that had n-.c been ufed, in O’der to havuthcfatisfai'ijon of fuimou''iIr'g it. I-ic hr..d never 
Hated, the Ch.iineellcr fa d, th.it tlie Manage;.., having Ion; iciijer.'e t. t he n .tice cf any Libel 
upon lliwin, .had tiioreby entiettl the .'luthor t.t the p.iper complained cf to I'.bwl tnern .ag in. 
What he ii id .iigii'.d upon was, tliatrhe Huufe hid ior ye.iri natoi'i.iu'ly r.iaxed in t'.icir Itridl 
adherence t.o its priviLgesj an 1 by hivirig fuiTeixd nuinbcikfs LilsU upon i.s p:occcd.iies •'o 
pjfs uiirt't'.c . might h.tve induced the Amber ol tlic pspv.r coiapl. iiifi! t.f to ima. inc th it 
be nii^.Kr, iliuiuvili tlie* fame c'lr.nnel, airaign t'lo aCwUtc.s of Mi. Uiuiogs, at.d iuve him 
fru.m the effeC ol a fpeec.i which had been ftated in the news paper. Theie w.is, tr.e Chan- 
cellor of ti e Iixcliequer f.iV, a cle.ir difl.nclion botw'ceii t'lc two cafes, and that ditliiislion 
tlie Right Hon. G.iitlctr.an li.-.d cc.founded and loil fij’ir if. W'ith a peculiar degree of 
inl;er•^{ty alfo, h.id the fvigi.t ll.jn. Gentleman centendvf!, tli.i* i.t the cafe of li.e fobseco 
buiir.elc, wlicn his night lion friind []Mr. Dund.isj hid Hated that Ciitain Rifoliiiions 
had been agreed to and pui-iiihcd by the Tobacco and SnuiF Manuficiurers, and that one of 
tl'.ole Refulutions was a pirfonai Libel upon him ; that much might have been learnt from 
the difeuffion without do rs, and that it w. s his Right Hon. V'ricnd’s duty to h.iva attcpi^td 
to what he bad iiientionjrl. Tliii, the C'emcsllor of the Kxchetjucr faid, v.v.s a curious 
circvimllance, as ilie Refolutions to wh'Ch h.s Right Hon. frieral had alluded, took pl.ee 
«/Vir the tjuelllon of the npeal was decided, and not if,ftre it. The Right Hon. Gcutlerr,.in, 
he obferved, had f.iid a great deal on the difference between tl'c difcuficn cf £er:ii.al political 
topics, and4he difeuffion of jud.c.al proceedings. In tbs l.ittet cafe the Right Hen. Gentle- 
man hid contended, that no reniaik onthe matter in iUue, or the condovT of.the Trial, ought 
to go out of the Court itfcif. Granted—-upon certain general principits, viz. that notlung 
touching the proceeding ough: to be print^ or difeuffed out of Court, cither one way or 
the other; but would the Right Hon. Gcntle!n.in ventme to maintain, th.at il l berries were 
taken lepearedly with the charaficr of the party accufed during the trial, and the mattirof 
charge againlt him aggravated without doors, in conveifation and in ncwfpapcrs ; thet an 
'‘'Hon. Gcntlcii.an (who, wlietlitr the friend or the agent cf the patty charged, had not, in his 
opinion, been very liberally treated in the ccurfeof the debate), who was in the babitof .iffci ting 
liis innocence (and every man was prefumed innocent till be was legally pronounced guilty), 
might not be allowed to be rcafonably grounded in his expe^ation, that it would he deemtd 
no offence in him to anfwei' in his friend’s defence, through tlie fame fort of inediiim that w.is 
tifed as the vehicle of his abufe ? The Right Hon. Gentleman, tl.e Chancellor of the Ix- 
chequer faid, had taken the liberty to affume as a faft what he had no right fo to fi/iurae, 
‘bccaufe It wa.s utterly impofRWe for him to know whether the fafl: weiefounded or net. We 
had taken the liberty to affume, that thefe who were willing to vote for the mildei purifh- 
tnent, sjiould have Hood between Major Scott and any cenfure, if the cafe had not been lo 
Hrong, that they could not with any colour of decency attempt it. This, the Chan¬ 
cellor of the Exchequer faid, was a very extraordinary affumptiun j and he, for bis own 
part, could anVrt, that il was unfounded as to The Hon. Ctnilemao bad gone 
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mer wotkU foon find himfelf checked would fpecdily obtain rcdreft. 

Sodcoatrouled»andtbeoppreired natives when the Provincial Boards were ab'6- 

I 

ftill farther, and had faid, it was evident, that in yjting for tlie milder cenfurc, thofe who took 
that line meant to Hcreen Mijor Stort fipm julticc. He would not, tlie Cliancellor of the 
Exchequer faid, adopt any mode of reafoning fo uncandid ; but it would be equally fair, and 
equally liberal in him to fay, that the Hon. Gentleman's preffmg for the more fevere cenfure 
originated in motives of fpleen and crotlry. Having commented further upon Mr. Wynd-* 
ham’s fpeech,and declared that he was i.ither furprized at the fort of temper with which the 
Right Hon. Gentleman had clcSir.red his fentiments on an ncc.ifion which, above all others, 
feemed to call for moderation and coolnefs, the Chancellor ol the Exchequer fat down witff- 
alTuring the Huufe, that he had not intended to h.ave tioubled them any farther, had not 
what the Hon Gentleman .had faid made it indifpenf.>bly necclTaty. 

Mr. Wyndhani rofe loexpl.ain. The Right Hon. Gentleman, he faid, had obferved upon 
his fpeech with feme dcgiee of triumph ; but the tiiumph he could eafily liear, fince it was 
atiiiimpli over the Right TIon. Gentleman's inirieprerc.ntation of what he had faid, and not 
over his argun.ent, fuch as it leal’y was. Mr. \V)ndha.n f.iid, he could not be pofitive as to 
iiis words, but he could to tiis meaning : and fuie he was, tli.it he had never meant to fay, 
thit the Hon. (Gentleman had crefpatT(.cl on the fotbear.ince of the Managers, and thcnm.xle 
•in argument of cxcufo of himfelf, for.ai. additional Librl out of that forbearance 5 although, 
if he had f.iid fo, hs ttmccived he lliculJ rot have argued abfurdly. In like manner, he had 
not faid that it h.id been tlic duty of the Right Hon. Gentleman [Mr. Dur.das] to have at¬ 
tended fo the Refolutions of the Tobacco .Mr.nufa<Rurers* as he might have learnt fomt thing 
fiom the.n ) it was impolRble tha' he could ha\e faid fo, fir.cc the Rcfoluticns p.afTed fub- 
feqnent to thedecifion of the qucflion. What he had laid was, that from the dd'culRon of 
the topic of the Tob.acco ,Manufa£lurer'i' c.tfe without doors, much was to have bein learnt. 
Mr. Wyadlwm added fome farther explanations in reply to that part of the Chancellor of the 
Exchequer's fpccch which referred to judicial proceedings 

Mr. Lambton ihoitly affigiud his ici.fonf for givirgjthe preference to the feverer cenfure. 

Mr. Fox dLclared, tiiat the | rincipa! iirifcns which had inducec^ ^im to rile as focn as the 
Right Hen. GeniL-man f.t down, had ec..fed, in corTequcnce of the very able reply of his 
Hon. Friend ; who, ilv.u,;)! he had flridliy confined iiimfclf to explanation, had contrivtd 
to give a complete refutation of the arguments of the Kon. Gentleman, who bad complyinidf 
of his Hon. Frieml's want cl tempo, ahheugh he had perceived nothing like an indication 
of paflton, or any fort of departure fiom that charaAeriilic temper which peculiarly diftin- 
guilEed his Kon. Friend, viz. tise beir.; .iblc to argue with more fedatenefs, and in a cooler 
and clofer manner th.ui perhaps any otliei Cciiikman in that Houfe. Perhaps, Mr. Fox faid, 
the Right Hon. Gentleman liad fi-itfcrc fi&m not having been able to find .an anfwer tu wliat 
had fallen w ith fo much abiliry from his Hon. Fiiend. Be that as it might, the Right Hon. 
Gentlem.nn certainly h.'wl t.ot been able to refute any one of his Hon. Fiiend’s politions ; 
an.d as the Rig.ht Hon. Gentleman could nor meet his Hon. Friend's diflin£t'on between tho 
ufe of free dilcuflion in cafes of a genera! political nature and the neceflary lacrednefs of every 
thing telative to judicial proceedings, which his H«n. Friend had fo clearly laid down, and 
which had fo obviouBy made fo (Irong an impredion on the Houfe, the Right Ron. Gentle* 
mm had endcavouied to elude it, by a general difquifttion on the proper rule in regard to the 
conduct to be held refpeOing a trial on 3 criminal profecution. Mr. Fox faid, the calling 
Major Scott thcjfr/wd of Mr, Hallings, was .a proftitution of the nam* of friendfliip for the 
fake of ferving a temporary puipofe. He declared, no man valued the virtue of fritrdfltip 
more than he did, and potlibly an agent might feel a friendfhip for his employer ; hut the 
friendfliip alledged in mitigation of a libel, trade the libel worfe; for, could it be an txcufe 
to him, that an agent came to the Haufeand faid, in mitigation, that he bad a friend/hip for 
his employer? Wi.hrcfpcft to tl-e Motion, he declared, that if the amendment had been 
“ That Major Scott be comniitud," and they on his fide h.sd been called upon to Ihcw a 
precedent of a cafe of equal enormity, in which a Member had not been committed, he be¬ 
lieved it would have fcarctly been poflible for them to have found one. As lo being lepri- 
niandcd at the Bar, there was a famous precedent in the year 1660, when Mr. Lenthall had 
been reprimanded at the Bar for holding a political opinion which he (Mr. fox) had ever 
confidered as a falfe and a diabolic.d one, viz. “ That thofe who had fiift taken up arm* 
againft Charles the Fii (t, were as blameable as thofe who bad been immediately concerned 
in his de-ith." That opinion Mr. Lenthall had broached on his legs in the Houfe, wheie.tha 
freedom of debate, and its being the doty of cvciy Member to Rate his opinion on any fubje« 
oij.Jfr difc'.tfiion, cne flit?tild have imagined might have fanilioned the delivery of it} and yet 
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lilhcd, and only one General Board ex- natives, unknown to the Board) and 
ifted, and was held at Calcutta, many conlcqucntly unrcdrl-fled. 
opprcfQoni might be exercifed upon ttic And ir it was known that the farmer* 

"Mr. Lenthall was reprimanded at the Bar of the Iloufc. How mucii more then oujlit 
Major Scett to be reprimanded at 'he Bar, fur one of the motV deliberate, indecent, and 
atrocious Libels on the Houle and theManaj;ers (and that inferred in a common news-paper) 
that ever was publifhed ? There were, Mr, Fox obferved, but three fpecies of puninimenc 
. in cafes of Bieach of Privilege within the option of the Heufe, viz. Reprimand, Commie- 
iment, and ExpuKion. Of the firfl, which was the moft mild and lenient, there weic two 
' forts, the Repiimand of a Member at the Bar, and the Reprimand of a Mcmbi.r in his Place, 
Was it not fair to argue, that if the mildeft of the two were infi/led on in a flagrant and 
atrocious cafe, thofe who preflTcd for it would have prevented any punlOiment, if titey decently 
could have done fo, and that tliey were deflrous of Handing between the criminal and 
jiiilice ? Ml. Fox agreed with h‘s Hon Friend (Mr. Wyndham) that the oflence merited 
expulflon. He added feveral otlier Hrong argu!t:ents in fupport of the Motion as ori¬ 
ginally moved. 

The Mafler of the Rolls faid, he could not after what had pafled give a filent vote on the 
queftion ; he declaied, he ihpuld vote for the milder ccnfuie, not liecaufe he thought it an 
adequ.ite punilhment, for he thought it extremely light, hut meanirg that the Hon. Member 
who had been the fubjeft of debate, and was to be the objeftof the cenfure, Ihould feel that 
his piimlhmcnt was a light one, not doubting hut he would acknowledge that the Houfe 
had dealt with him leniently, and would govern Ins futuicconduifleccoidiagly. Sir Richard 
faid, though he felt in this manner with regiul to the cenfuie, he v. as far from meaning to 
juflify the conduff of the Hon. Mentber, which had undoubtedly bu-n highly criminal, the 
Letter in quelVion being clearly a Libel, and a Breach of the Privileges of the Houfe As 
the objefl, however, was to hold out a Ic/Fon for the futuie, and prevent a rejretition of 
ft.milar offences, rather than to do any thing degrading in Its mode, and grating to the feel- 
Ings of the Hon. Genflcman, that obj.-> would be fufnciently anfwcted by adopting the 
genilcll mode of reprimanding him. The Matter of the Roils dccl..red, he was not one cf 
^ thofe who held that the forbearance of the Houfe in refpeif tc ocher Libels was any jultifi- 
tation of the prefent Libel j but lie did think if th..y had a l.ttle more watched over dll the 
publ.cations refpefling tlic Trial, the Houfe would have done tlieir duty better. Sir Richan) 
faid, a variety of ciicumffances confidered, the Hon Centlemr.n flood in a very paiticuJar 
predicameitt: and, though he could not then fay it, he doubted not but (hat when the repri- 
mand was given him, the Hon. Gtiirlcmnn would declare, that he had been milled by (he 
numberlefs puhliciti^ns of the fpei flies of the M.in.igers, and of other matters rel.itivi. to (he 
Trial, which had been publifhed in a manner highly ieflc£ling on Mr. llaflings, and which 
had pafTed unnoticed and with impuniiy. He had hiiiifelf fecn, ^ii Kithaid faid, a fprech 
or two of the Managers piinted in a news pajicr with comrr.ints, .and itierefoie it was not 
to be wondered at, while fuch ptaflicts were winktd at, that liie Hen. Member fhould 
hive conceived that it was wairantahle for him to anfwer tliem, in order to defend Mr. 
Hailings fiom the impreflion tha: fuch publicatidns might have made to his piejudicc on 
the minds of the public. In cliooltni' the mode of doing fo, undoubtedly tlie Flon. Gentle¬ 
man had afted exceedingly wiorg, and extremely unbeccmini; a Member cf that Houfe j aa 
he would learn fiom the Speaket, that a Member of that Houfe was to Hate any giound of 
complaint tliat he might have agaiiiH the ccndu<Sl of the Managers, in llie Houfe upon his 
legs, and not, by nforting to a news-paper, to poblifh a Libel on jirotcedings cai ried on under 
^tlie .iutliority of the Houfe. Sir Richard added feveial othei rliret''atimis, and concluded 
VI itii repeating that he Hiould vote for the milder cenfure, mtaning to convince Major Scott, 
that the Houfe had dealt with him leniently and indulgently, and not doubtitig but that Ins 
would thence be aware, tbaf the next iiift.-incs of nrcnch of Privilege of aftmilarnatuie that 
was taken notice cf, the Houfe wuu!d be under the aeceflity of cxcrcifing their juftice with 
much greater feverity. 

Mr. Burke rofe to clear himfelf Horn the imputation of h-'-ving countenanced the publir 
cation of the Managers fpeecheS (for lie liad conceived that ilis Mafter of the Rolls meant to 
impute it to him that they had appeared in the news-papersl; Mr. Butke declaied, in (he 
enoH fuf^mn manner, that he had neither diie£lly nor indireflly lent his countenance to any 
fpeh proceeding, and he believed he might fafely take upon him to fay as mticli op the part 
of tlie Managers in general. He declared, he had heard that fuch accounts pf the fpccches, 
ard of what pafled in the Hall, did appear from time to time in the news-papers; but he 
)i9d not read theni] he ha^l merely referred occaflonally to the Ihort-hand writer’s notes. 
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general (as was the cafe with Gunpa with the Governor General, the op- 
Gov.nd Sing; was ijiliujately coiuietied piuled natives would be iefs forward, 

when he wanted tn rnm to ;.ny p.rriohr f. Weft ?h,« had he-n difci.tTed in ilie courfe of 
the 1 rial. Vv.di re,::.. 1 to t-, ,j arh. < n( the Mar.,;-!, bavins appeared in the iicws-oapeis 
With conimenrs, u w.i.> p.eci,. 'nn.-i., p.-m « hn.-n f„cli c-jmmr'mt were n.nfl Jikdy to come • 

and as to the paper- r;cr, if that coeM i,. ore vi.w he eonired a-, a 

difarivantas: to Mr. Fuiimss, .t m-sht m arcther be faid t.r.r he had mjoy.d hU f.,il ad- 
vant.igc of the circuinnatm, lii'.-'. Ins coin edhen with fh. o-fi, iv . ■ 

h.id Ai/raed !Us t! -.n *u-. -in-. Mi. Ij;;.ke i,\\ ih. rt,.; >e..r both im', s"lud pr^fervel 

a becorn.ns te.riper.-.o-v-; bm r, year !.',!i h.d poa.ul in as. i.r .i doodc-ite had bceB 
opia.ee In ih: l.r^-. tl. T.lal, that v .a not tone impiitt^tTl^ 

asam.tto toruac.taej vv..ti • h.n.c ; .m.v.'.ey had, .-it tl.c fnd oo.ie: of ol- 

feed to oc-iee i..in'.v...a.. y uic;.. ic., I,ri.„c il.ty p,oe cOed to ellr.bl ih ;,nd fuhain 

anyoth.r. a l>.s i. ey a i.j.yp,,i,y „) ,ho c.do nr ilie IAn.-;it*, v. hir'--• but ir k 
. ended bv M ILrnogs, wholM.ld.fMe,I th.t the M.-n.a..c,s nnaht jo’,h . ukI. whl^the 
whole b lo,e he ma. . Dela.ce j .n d .n.n ,u,i, fi.ion th. Heufe of Lords had . nted 

T hi«. 1 uiKd !j'i \v.i!5-I fiair..i u , .. ri . .. »''*20 ^<nntea* 


This Mr. r oiiie nil it.r’, \v.:S i in.wii.'t .i 'x.-.ru .i.e to M:. [limvo, ■ -! ii " 

r,:tsl.ia,:;ii to biama for^L dellT"‘wr! 

poa c.fihe llmmnoj■“S'm.cnts in fup. 

TheMa.-.i, ofilx :U,lls ricd.ucd. tint be ndthu l,.ad impuud it to th,.' Rb-ht Hm 
Gcntk.r..in. t,. .t he ! ..d countcn.,nc..: .mi po,.I.tat.on u, the lL..•.chcs c-V\^r « •' 

the news papers, rcr b.sd i.e eidct...,. d .he ie.ft idea th.tt cithe^kt n cLT' 

or any other of f.e Ind c. n-a..i..nc-cd to do f.. n, p , ;,^;r X? tb ^" 1 ,' 

j'.«d«ci.i] to the (a .ji.if wi’ ct M;, li rcndini** *»'S t* i ij - ' r i! "s. t’a > » r . . ^ ^ 

p^ity, itmiglK be lep,KAd thm thc/bad miflejl ihe 

7 he Ci.ai,-e , ,i (.1 : 1 1 ; x..! riuei .'"d-l, lie knew rot wh?i'-rr rh? Pt 'h* rton 
had ii.te.lden toa)iu.-to I-. m, hut I c b.rae.l ieave to acov-.r 1,. 1. -C, 
fallen from linn could h. •tn<.er.’d any on.p.irt ol tl-.-dn-n ".'’r ’ 

all nccfftVy. He d!,' . tm e that Riyi.t Hon, H.' h T.; r ■*'n 

much Icfs fio.m hav.its t.if.i.'it to Inir.u: ■ -nv I ’ - cr t 1 ' '*■ -J' “ conieiuns, 

Gentleman hi.vk:l!, ■ ..thel or nl; ' ‘ ti,e K.ght Hon. 

Mr Wislty ref.-, ami he a 1« td cry :o .‘.V ru /■.«, to ni-k- a fe-.v oHtrv.-ion- dcM- n, 
that f om the part he hid taken tcat nay, „e let k ho dutv to do ^ wV?^’ 

then reminted upon fcvcral rnsument, tl. ,r had l>..n u-al .h/t d,.- d r 
Mr. Btirke. lie rcmi.ndtd that Rl-!,: I h.u. Gcntlen.an. that be h !• rV“' 

Haftingsas the tu-hc- .if the l.ibr , .,t t • (t.ne k-v -r s j Is h “ 

Ktght Hon. C.,i:lc.,tan alto, that-iithoa Mr. Ur,v^■■: I:' 

tb. wfer or. p - 


Ml'. Halliiigs v.'ai afluaJly upen Ins tri.', I.e 


I ot ;.! t bcti) c.'i tilled : and it wa 


the 


maxim of •>-c!,w tint evt.y nun W..S to be I, Jd inn. cult, nil h,. was f-luiid -.lu, V nn 

and fkir tr^i, \{\u]\v. I.e t.i , n » i .j titil 

aiTiam-.d to c.ill himk-lf the of .M, ^ o ’ to be 

be call..! ..a. . K h H n G n f'^ntl..min w., tl.udccto 

man vv. 0 .ivoa.- . m .ij. p, p,; ti,„ f,; «'*■>> Gfitlc- 

of cerfur. in 
tbc hcnoui 

..an,;, », ... .—. ■ . • i ..^.ii lo oe in .'.nyp.nt 


.'.voAr- . Ml ,,J. to he the f.i nd ot Mr. K‘h;.’" Ru Tf 

Ic k , -1 - Uijt ii tkfL-ic s^c^c .inv i*jfi ‘u! 

o/bin"::-mvrr’'■= fi-s.hou^ 

habits otf,I,-rdiki.;’..viih \m/vv■ ny p.iiticul.ar 

flicdd hr any luvuioo, ha niut ’L't'5 ' 

mildertet fu^c. ' n«nitnt ;^ud the 

Thj qu.dion wast!,en put, oTii.t the.wWch «at the .P ir of this H ...f • n . 
qutflion ;•’ w'li.h w,s iv tatived It was ,r-xt put “ n 
inferred}’ wh ch ernitd in the .•>fhrn,ativs. 'Ihi uu.d>’on w--''h<i* 

Mo . ■„ w'.i.h VAIS ..if. c.ifritd without a divificn. .. ^ tlieamendwi 

7‘ir C'l.ir',c;in ol I'le t.'tc.'i ^o rendrr r> ..i- 
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to (late their gvievancesjiftt by 3 fnjit- tings with havinu cftahliflird a fyftem 
Kf.i attempt to i->rocuic ndiefs, they for colicfling the Ke^'cnue, the 
llionld txpofe themfilvt s to gn ,«ter. , confscuitiice of which was cruelty to 
Ilewas a(ked, VVhctlu rumh r the fyf- thcnitivcs! Mr. H.i(hng'< liinifelf, in a 
tern j»I I'lovincul Boirdi, ai-oiinuil hy Mitiute w hich he entered at aConfulu- 
Ivlr. Haflingsi tlic ivi'mhers ha;' ever lioit in the Stiprer.ie Council, admitteii 
fi'tind it nettn'aiy to have rccouitc to that thefyilem ct tanning the Revenue 
iotture, forl'nc purpofc ot enfon iiig the or lotting the lands for omycart would 
icClion of the revenue ? Ills anfvver n'"C.fi‘:irily produce to the na- 

,as, NfVER. tivc'- ; and yet he ax'optcd the vtiy fyf- 

i'he oi'jeft which the Managers had trm I'^at he ii-*:! condemned. Mr. Aii» 
view' in examining to tins point, fti ii'du r fdd, that wo ii Mr. H.»fl:ings h wi 
wa-’, to (hew that neither crit /;_>■ iicrcyi- uilii ■ Minuta loi elolri TOOw/t/happm, the 
J</tj^.ua WAS thought nece.’nj hy tie M-.nagei'. wire going to pi ovc ac- 

Boards of Revenue which Mi.Ilaftings tuatly happmed. 
hadabrihlhed, to eufon c the collei ion ; Mr- I .-iw, jun-flii'g f hat the Managers 
but that und-'r U^e new fyftvmi ft u-lithcd were p'';;’to give eviviince of the fa- 
by him in tbf!rroSW?<WWftitivt s wc:c vge ci licit les committed b> Deby Sing, 
expofed to, and had adually fotlVud .iJkid v.hitinr tliu was realiy their in* 
beth. In pin filing this ohjerl, ilu-Mana ■ tention ? 

gt rs met witli mill li opp.ilitnin iioin tlie Mr. /Vnrtrwlhcr de'fired that theMi- 
Couniclfor the priloiici. wlni iniiteiidt'd mi ss cf a Conlultaiion fi, ned by Mr. 
that as irwr/'/was not 'n ciiarge ag-iinil Hallhigs be icad ; hut would] 

Mr. Hafting.'i, fu no e\idcncc of It could not iiyf'fwi'at puip«,fe hV producetj 
be aitm fted. tnis evnl n. e ; he was not b< und d| 

The Managers,on the contnryjmain- dcel'tir ; it was enough lor lorn iflie 
taitied that cruflty wis ui char^.-e, and preduc devdincc Ih.ai was relevant, 
that they conl'i-tiiuntlv had a i ci. to If rlic Icaiof-il Coitnh'i for llte deiendai.t 
give proot.. of it. ,T' i .‘itiilc .nri.v.l foiii el it iir..icvr.ut, they would oljcft 
•RtVbNUii’exprerdy chaiovil Mi. IJaf- to it. 

Fuiniv, May 

The Order of the D ly h' mg rca’ fo'- tl e aife:ir}.!r.c.- of Tchn Scotr, l-.fq. in his place? 

Mr. Reginald I'd • eiciw, .‘eel rg it to be io.‘ ilu f'igriity ol the tlooi'e, upon a bufinct* 
like the prtf,nt, to excluc!,- din g.r., in^...(! d.e flsiiiiingoiiic/of il'c Koufe^ ‘‘That ftiangtu 
be excluded.” 

'I he Honfo was immediately cic.ned, anc. nolo ingcis ptronttiii to be prelent during tlie^ 
remainder cf the day. 

After the ftiangcrs were wiihrlia . n, sod ;i e refolut'crs rf tl e Houle irad, 

The Speaker, .n-cordinj? to the direiftlori oi tiie lij-ife, upimi.in lvil the lion. Member 
for the I.ettei written by him .!n;I infeitti! in the V'i .-j. 

I he following is .a eopyt.f the Rifiiiinrc d p .if J en Afijo' Scott : 

“ Mr. Ccett,—The He ufe b.ave refoivcc, th it ;.cu, htin.; ihe author of a Letter which the 
Houfe have dcciaied tv) be a fc.ind.\!.>uc and Id,' h'.n p'pji, leileftio ; on the honour .and 
julUce of iliis Houfe, nivd on the coivluil of the hiiii r.ppcinttd to m jnetje the im- 
peachnicnr now dcpM'.vi.i';^'ugninll Vfairen H.dtii.go, I ftp .iie guiity of a violmon of yvur 
duty r.s a Membei of thic Houfe, and of .1 hiy.h :,il !..li of tlie Privilege .of this Hojfc, 

“ On the n ituic and maiphtudeol your cib nci it ir. unneccfriry lor me to dwdl what 
ever InS'S a tcndei.cy t > f'.’jjreciate the honour .'.cd ol thi.s Houfe. p.;nici]l.i!iy in tbe^ 

cxcicife of its Intjuifitoiia! fimfticps, ttmi-., in tlie f.;,;ie piopoiiion, 10 we.iktn and degrade 
the energies .ii.vl fiign-tj of tlie biiiiflt Ce.i.ilifjtion. 

“ '1 he piiv.leges cf ;'.>i.i Houfe liave a cH.in to tlic icipcia- of every fabjefl of this coun¬ 
try. As a Meinbei of tliis I Inufc, it is your duty, as it is pa; t of; o'lr truft, to fuppci t anr^ 
pioteifl tliem. H?ila fi-nfu of ilu l!, obligations piotluced its due ii'.iin.i.ee on your mind and 
condufl, you would have ..volilid the dupleaiureof ibis Houk, an-i Ithi'Uld have been fp..rcdb 
the p.iln of decLiring to ><vu ciierefolt ot it. The modcreiion of the Houfe is noi, however,' 
Iffi manifeft on this occ^i.on, than ilielr juft fciife of ibcir own dignity, and o! tlic iinpor':. 
tance of their own puviUges. It is my duty, in addu'lnng you, to baguided by the knity 
. whi9h maiks their proceedings ; and, in tlic pcifu.ifion tiiat the judgment cf the Houfe wiU 
operate as an effcfiu.il admmition to youifiJf and toothers, 1 /nbiar to fay moie, than 
that the Houfe h.ive dnedlsd that I reprimand you for your (aid offence j aad, in obcJitncsl 
their commands^ 1 do reprimand yon accordingly." 
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• After much Sk\tetc%l\on» the Con- 
felt^tion was resdj and then Mr. An* 
firutherwaa proceeding to go into evi¬ 
dence of the CRUELTIES exercifed by 
Deby Sing on the wretched natives of 
piraehpore\ not, he laid, for the purpofe 
^ bringing thefc cruelties home to Mr. 
piaftings pcrfonally, but for the pur¬ 
pofe of Ihewingt that they arofe from the 
lyftem etlablilhcd by him, and from 
which fyftem he himlelf had allowed 
OPPRESSIONS MUST NECESSARILY 
arife. 

Mr. Law objefted to the produdion 
of any evidence of cruelties which were 
not in charge. If thofe cruelties could 
be proved ever to have cxilled, he de- 
firedthat the Managers W'ould put them 
into the ihape of a Charge, and he 
would be ready to meet them ; but at 
prel'ent, as they were nut charged, no 
vidence relating to them could be re- 

. Burke contended, that for all the 
nds fur which the Managers wanted to 
rove ads of cruelty, the Commons 
ad fufficicntly charged them. The 
Ibtiarge Hated, that cruelty was a necef- 
fary confequi'nce of the new fyfttm in¬ 
troduced by Mr. Haitings i and that 
cruelty could not have been pradifcd 
under the old one which he had abo- 
lilhed.—The charge further Hated, that 
Mr. H-iHings himfcif was aware that 
nppreilion muH neceflarily arife from a 
lyHeiii that Ihould adopt the letting of 
lands iav one year \ and that, notwith- 
Handing this I is own opinion, he had 
rltablilhcd the very fy Hem of which he 
Lnew OPPRESSION mull be a neces¬ 
sary cunHqueiice. 

Attcr fonic further argument or this 
fuhjed, the Counfel perliHing in their 
jhjedion to the evidence required, and 
;he Managers perliHing in their rtqui- 
ition forthe produdion of it, thcLords 
withdrew to the Chamber ot Parll imcnt 
:o take into cuniideratiou the arguments 
an both Hdt-s. 

In lefs than h.df an hour their T,ord- 
)iip8 returned to WcHminHer-hnll, and 
here the Lord Chancellor infurmt d the 
rarties concemed, that the i-ioufc had 
efolved—** That it was not competent 
o give evidence of the cruelties excr* 
:ifcd by Deby Sing, the lame not being 
barged in the Article then under coii- 
ideration.’* 

Mr. Burke fdd, that be miiH fiibmit 
0 their Lordniips'drcifion, but he muH 
ay at the fame time, that he had lieard 
: wi^h tlic deepeft (;oRi;ern • fof if ever 


there was a cafe in which the honour, 
the jnHice, and the charader of a coun¬ 
try were concerned, it was in that vyhich 
related to the horrid ci uelties and fa- 
v.ige barbarities exercifed by Deby Sing,* 
under an authority derived from the 
Britifli Government, upon the poor fur- 
lorn inhabitants of Diraebpore ; cruel¬ 
ties and birharities fu frightfully anc^ 
tranfcendcntly enormous and favage 
that the bare mention of them had tilled 
with horror every defeription of peopled 
in the country. , 

The imprelliun that even the feeble 
reprelentalion which his (lender abilities 
had been able to produce had made 
upon the of all who 

had heard mm^wasnot to be removed 
but by the evidence that (hould prove 
the whole a fabrication.—The horror 
which the detail of thofe cruelties had 
produced in the minds of all claircb of 
people was indrtci'ibable ^ the moH dig¬ 
nified ladles ufBiigland had thuddered, 
and fome had fainted at the bar- recital; 
and was no evidence now to be received 
to prove the cxiHence of thofe a£is of 
barbrrity which had Hiockcd the whole 
nation ? 

Mr. Law faid, it was not to be borne, 
that the Right Hon. Manager ihould 
thus proceed to argue in reprobation of 
their Lordlhips’ judgments folemnly 
given. 

Mr. Burke /aid, nothing could be far¬ 
ther irom his intention tliaii to reprobate 
any dccition coming from a Court for 
which he eiitertainfd the highcH refpeft. 
But he was not a little furprii'cd to find, 
that the learned C'luntei Hiould hand 
forth the champion tor their Lord/hips' 
honour I—they Mere thcmfelves the 
belt gil irdiaiis of their own honour: 
and It never coultl be the intention of 
the Commons to fully, much lefs to call 
in qucHiori, the horionr of the Hoiife of 
l\-« I '. As theii o i!«r////i,</ecH.ilc in the 
Legiflature, the Commons were perhaps 
not lets iiitereHed t)<an their l.urdHiips 
themfelves in the prcfcivation of the 
honour of that noble Hoiife ; and there¬ 
fore he never could think of arguing ia 
repribciiitm ot .luy of its decilions. 

But the truth was, that the decilion 
upon which he was then fpeaking was 
not upon a qneHiun put by the Com¬ 
mons: the Lords had no doubt decided 
properly; but it was certainly upon 
their own qiieHion, and lyuc upon that ' 
of the Commons. If the Commons 
had been fiilTcred to draw up their qiicf- 
(ioQ tbcmfelvcsi thpy would have 

wortk'i 
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horded it in a very different manner* 
And called for the judgment of the Houle 
upon a queftion very di/Tcreritly dated 
from that on which the deciHon bad jiift 
been given. 

It was true, that the cruelties charged 
in the Article were not dated, eo ««* 
ininet to have been exercil'ed by Deby 
Sing; but the Article charged Mr. Haf* 
tings with having cdablifhed a I'ydcm 
h^hich he knew would be, and which 
Hi point of fadt had aduaily been, at* 
lende«l with cruelty and opprej/ion .— 
The Article did not date by whom the 
adls of cruelty had been committed, but 
it dated cruelty in general; and of fuch 
cruelty, fo charged, the Managers had a 
right to give evidence. 

He obferved.that thcifl-brdfliipsmuft 
perceive a difference in the cafe thus 
dated, from that which they had dated 
themfelves, and on which they had de¬ 
cided. He begged, therefore, that they 
would conlider feriuufly whateffeft this 
dtcifion would have upon this part of 
the Article, and upon the general cha* 
rafter of the country. 

If they were entirely to fliut out all 
evidence of thofe afts of cruelty, what 
would the world fay ? what would be the 
opinion of nianLiiid i It would adoni/h 
the fiirround'iiig mtions, ih it the door 
(hould be Unit upon the proof of cruel¬ 
ties, the bare recital of which had har¬ 
rowed up the fouls of all who had heard 
it. The charaftcrofthe n-ition would fuf- 
fer, the honour of their Lordfliips would 
be aflefted, if, when the t'oinmons of 
England dood ready to prove the exif- 
tanee of barbaritica that had dilgraced 
the Britilli name, and called for venge¬ 
ance on the guilty heads of thofe who 
were in any degree indrumental in them, 
they fliould be dopped, and told that 
no evidence could be received in proof 
of thofe harbaritii.s. A Noble Lord, 
defervcdly higli in the opinion of his 
Peers, had faid, when he heard thofe 
favage cruelties detailed, th.at, compared 
W>ith the enormity of them, all the Ar- 
^ tides of the Impeachment vveigbed not 
a feat'icr; that if the det.til«Ms founded 
in truth, no puniihment could be too 
fevere for wboevtr IhouUl he found to 
have had any part io exercifing them. 

The fame Noble Lord, Mr. Burke ob* 
ferved, had faid, that if the Hon. Ma> 
nager did not make good this molt hor- 
. rid of all charges, he ought to pafs for 
■the (holt daring calumniator. 

Upon that ifliie, faid Mr. Burke, 
** I am ready to put my charaiter: fuf- 


“ fer me to gointo the proofs ofthofeun^ 
“ p.^ralldcd barbarities ; and it 1 do not 
“ eltabliih them to t*)e full conviftion of 
** this Houfe and of ail manki.nd, if I do 
“ not prove their immedute and direft: 
“ relation to, and cunneftion with the 
fyltem eltablifhed by Mr. HaRiog^ 
then let me be branded as the boldeM 
** calumniator that ever, d ired to liifl 
upon unfpotted. innocence the impu4 
tation of guilt.” ^ 

E.arl Stanhop'e called Mr. Burke to 
order. H's Lnrdfliip faid, that the time 
of the Houfe muR not be waRed in ar¬ 
guments upon qtieRinns on which their 
Lordfhips had already decided. 

Mr. Buike faid, that it was hisobjeft 
to fave the noNoufi and the charac¬ 
ter. of their LordRiips, and not their 
TIME i and it could not have entered 
his head, that whilR he was purfuing fo 
great an objeft, he could be hippofed to 
be waiting their time, which, though 
certainly precious, couldfuotariii^j^t 
feay^gUSdttl^ fheir HONOURand^ir>, 
RAC TER. 

However, let that be as it might, be 
had done: he had endeavoured to rci- 
cue the character and juRice of hiJ 
country from obloquy ; if thofe who 
had formerly provoked enquiry, if thofe 
who had faid that the favage barbarities 
which he had detailed had no other ex- 
iRence than that which they derived 
from the malicious fertility of his ima¬ 
gination, if thofe who had faid that he 
was bound to make good what he had 
charged, and that he would deferve the 
moR opprobrious names if be did not 
alTord Mr. HaRings an opportunity o( 
doing away the impreiliun which every 
p^rt of the nation had reieivedfroin the 
pifture ot the favage cruelties exercifed 
by Deby Sing; if, he repeated, they now 
ihrunk from the enquiry for whicn they 
had before fo loudly called, if they now 
called upon their Lordfliips to rejeft, 
and not liRen to the proofs which they 
before had challenged him to bring, th< 
fault was not with him ; he had ddnehii 
duty to his country, whofe honour ant 
juRice had been outraged; to the Houfi 
of Commons, who had feiit him tothei 
Lordfliips bar to exprefs their abhor 
rence of cruelties, and to point the ven 
geance of the law againR thofe who ha< 
been inRrumental in praftifing them 
and he had done what he owed to him 
felf, in offering to prove all that be ha< 
advanced on the fubjeft, on pain of be 
ing branded, if he ihould fail in hi 
proofs, as a bold and infamous calum 

Qiatoi 
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SiAtor.—'* ttppn tVie heads of others, 
“ therefore (faid he), and notitpon thcfc 
•* of the Comrr.O'i^ of Great BuM'Hi 
“ Irt the charjic fail, that the jn(li> c of 
•*'the country was not to h.i\e its vHt'l'i’i. 
** The Commons have diewn tiu ir rt i- 
**<Jirtef« to make pood their Charitt'-— 
But the defendant fttrinks t:»e 
proof, and inlifts th.’ l yniir Lonilhips 
•* ought tiot to receive it.” 

Mr. T,aw, with unetamp't'd \VT:r.rh, 
tfrhetherrealjor aniiTr.e'i ir. -'.cdi i-i’.ur. 'j 
of inftruiitioos in hi' hiitf, '.vc t ann.it 
pretend to fiy, opiu'd to Mr. Jt-irl-e. 
He f.iid, that the B ght Ifon. MaM.i;:f r 
fcitboidjonly hccoilv k.'.-.wth- ,'.-oof 
which he v'lnted t i ^;r-'c tv/Kd nor be 
received;—tod, is jOi tlie in.... ,i la 
whic't the clique was woulro, t'titir 
Lordfliips ii'tiie> -.va'J, id- 

mitthem, withoutvioi.'tM'.; tin- ch-.-ieit 
titles and prinippUn of la-v. *' Tu: (ftid 
he) let the Comtnof.s pot tnc 

cn-.eilTcs into 'J.e 
" (Itapeof aCh.'-K c wh-i;!wiwf Hw mx: .n 
“ meet, let them pref, i-t tt.i jn m t!i>: 

fltape at your LmdOi'p's l ar, .'.>■<! 
** then we wi.i b.. itady to hc.i. eve:\ 
“ proof that c..t' I'c t<d.b'ecd. if 

** when they bive ('.on - t'la*. V e titii* 
** tleman for whom I am now ipetkui.i: 

dors not f.dhfy every .a^r ot i iuclty 
■* that the Mon. M-n.at'i.i.*' liidl attempt 
** to prove up<jn him, May riii-: h.\M) 
OF THIS Hour;: and Tilt; ii.v.'D of 
God light urot; mri !” 

After this rjaetil.'tion, debvfred in a 
tone of voice not unbh." t*:it o," th<; 
theatric hero, when he cx<d.iirr.i., " ii'- 
“ ch.ird is hoarfe with talbn.: thv.* to 
battlethis part of the bul.iiefa 
ended. 

Mr. Anflrnfber, adverting then to ti e 
THiiiiE lacks of rupee*', or jojouoi. 
fteriing, reewrd by Mr. jlaftMigs Iri-m 
liffjah NobkiJ]’’};, oofeivt'd, th.at vviicn 
Mr. HafUiiji wms at hft obliged to m-ike 
a d feevtry to tbe Court of Directors of 
the icceipl of this fum, he f.iid, in hi.s 
letter to the Coiiit, that being in want 
of money for Ins own private ronceni“, 
and thetiate of the Conipany’s Treafury 
being fo low ih.it he could not pny him- 
felf bis I'.iiarv, he h.id procured a loan 
of three lacks, to anlwer h s private 
wants; tlai being .'<bout the amoiiDt of 
what w'as due to Itim by the Coinpany 
on the fcore offilary. 

Mr. Anftruthcr laid, he w,is going to 
prove that the whole of ttis rc'-ount, 
except the receipt ot the lliree I.ick .\vis 

fade. A clerk fi oin the Iridia-houtc \Vti« 


accordingly called, who proved the vA- 
r'ous paynsents made to Mr. Haftings 
on .iccount of his f.ilary ; from whicli 
it^ippcared, that at the lime when Mr. 
Hiftings pretended the fum of three 
lacks was due to him on account of la-' 
lary, there was not a rupee due to Inm 
by the Coinp.anv. 

Here the bohr.tfa clofed for this <’ay, 
it being five o'clock, and their Lordlbips ^ 
not cl.niing t.i gvi furthir irPo the evi-r* 
dtnee at that lime. Adjourned. 

Sixty-fifth Day. 

Thi'rsday, May 20. 

Mr. .tufti n'htr reminded the ..Court 
ti.ai Mr. il.iOingo, in aiifwer to the 
ch irge broeght agiinft him for Invin * 
t iken a bnbe from Rnjah Nob ii/Je>; , of 
Kicks ef rupee.':, had f.iid, that Ids 
rc.Ti'cn for having taken that fum 
t’-'iii ho V* anted money on his own pn- 
\ ite r.ccoiii't; that there wasdue to Inm 
by the Comp.ar.y for I’aKiry, &c. a coii- 
f. '■ r '.b>c lum ; t nt Ih it the Company’a 
Tre.iluiy w IS lo empty, that he couhl 
RCt piy h'.T fell' what was due to him ; 
an.I tn.'.t t'l/’n forr he had aceepted, but 
/>: h'.'e lu.-'ii fl) 7 - l/ii* Oy?'!pir!yi ufc^t ihtf 

ab.ive fum liom Nobkij'/at. 

Mr. Anftriither oblervd, that on 
Tu.'f lay lail: be had proved, one p.irt of 
this defence, viz. “ That the Compir.y 
“ v' as eoiiliderably in debt to liim 011 
“ thefcore offalary,” to be uttcilydcf- 
tiinte of fo'iud.it'.on in truth. 

On thic d'ly, hefaid.he would proceed 
to prove that the oth.r part of the de¬ 
fence, viz. “ 'T'bat the Conip.iiy’s 
“ Treafury was at that time fo empty, 

“ lliat he could not pay himfelf what 
“ \va;, <luc hiHi,*’ was to the full as 
fade and unfounded. 

Fnrt'ais purp' fe a clerk belonging to 
tb .* Iivlia-Houie was cdied, who proved 
that at the period lo which the charge 
and defence referred, very confidcrable 
ftims h.sd been pud into the Company’s 
Treafury at Calcutta, for wh’ch Mr.^. 
Ilaflings bad given bills on the Cumpany 
in Europe ; and alfo that on accMuit of 
various loans opened by the Supreme 
Conned at Calcutta, otlur fuins to a 
very gre.it amount had I'Ccn paid into 
the Treafury there.—The infcrenee 
from this evidence was obvioully, that 
the Trt afury, fo f.ir from being empty at 
the time, was, if not full, atleal| iVtll 
ftockfd w'hli ready money. 

M/:. Anftrufher delired nt*t that a 
letter from Mr. ttaftinga to th« Court 
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®f Dircftors, dated the 5th of May 
17'it, mi};ht btfretcl. 

His object, he faid, in prodiicinp this 
was lo fliew lliat Mr. Ilaftinj'S 
hatl firnfsly iirpoCed npoii his mafVers, 
the India Co np.iny, with n-fptift 
to the .‘ppomt oent of his new Com- 
niitttcof Revenue j th it he had, through 
the wnole courfe of his cnrrefpondcnce 
■non this lubjedl with the Cuuit of Di- 
redor', poii)t:,d out the propriety of 
Utting the lands, particularly in the ex- 
terdive ZcmindarK-s, to the ancient and 
rtlpedaldc Z'mindars of the country ; 
but that, in (UH.ince even of his own 
principles, he had artually let the binds 
not 01.ly to pcvions who were not Ze¬ 
mindars, hut to pel foils of fuch charac¬ 
ters as reuocred them totally unfit for 
anyplace wliitcver in which humanity, 
jultice, and integrity, were ntceffary. 

Mr. Ljw ohjrdcd to the produdion 
of tins letter, as the opinions given by 
Mr, H ifliiigs to the Court ofDneitors, 
whu I) the lertcr was to preve he had not 
loilovvcd, weic not in charge againlt 
him. 

Mr. Anftruther maintained, that as 
th“ chaige ft dcil thal Mr. Haftings had 
aded corruttly in aholiftiing the Pnivin- 
cid Bo.nds, and iubftitutin/ in tlieir 
r'lteati a Gcn. ral Committee ofRevenue, 
the M oiagcrs were at liln rty to give 
in evidence every c'rcurnftariee which 
could prove corrt<f>t motives for the 
meafuie. 

Mr. I.,aw inlitled, that the bare Rating 
that a thing, perhaps iunocciit in itfclf, 
had been done corruptly, could not, in 
point of iiw, let the profeoutors in to 
give evidence of what might have been, 
but what, in point of fad, was not in 
chaigc. 

'I’he Lord Chancellor obferved, ih.it 
if an ad, in its nature hJ.t/p.i tut <ir 
harinhfs, WMs ft.ited the ,, round of a 
criminal charge, the t'uking iif the 
word t.orrupt to i', couid net open a 
door ter tnc admillion of evidence of 
^ids not Rated in the Charge. 

Mr. Fox faid, this t'bfcivation went 
not lu tac particular maticr now in 
difputc, but to the -Maale Charge \ and 
he apprehended that this wa.s not the 
ftage of the huiinef!. in which the learn¬ 
ed Counfel IhouI.Hhew that the Charge 
would notfuftain a judgment. Such a 
proceeding would be very proper in 
drxrfl erf'judgment; and then it wotihl 
be time enough for him to (Tiew that 
the Charge 'wrulU fuftain the judgment. 

JBut evm in the prefent ftage of the 
Part UI. 


bufinefs he might uhdertaUe to prove* 
that though the wonf corruptly has not 
been inleited in the Cit irgc, (till the 
evidence ofl'ered by his Icllow-Managei' 
would be admiftible. 

For the inttntion was precifely what 
cmiltituted the crime or gud'- in every 
adiun ; and whatever tended to alcer- 
tain the intention w.ts leg-d evidence 
The killing of a man was not neceffarily 
a rrirninnl ad ; and therefore every 
circiimftance lending to (hew with 
what inttntion the atl was done, muft 
nectllaiily he evidence, or one of thtfe 
t'vo conlequences ir.iid enfue, either 
that an innocent man (houid be pro¬ 
nounced a murderer, or a guilty man 
eftape the puninimcnt of the law. 

If a man waw im'.ide'd for uUciing a 
b'il knowing it to be forged, iurciy no 
on'" \\'‘uld -oiitenii ihit all evidence 
of eiicurnltancfs (hewmg that he- had a 
ki.owledgi* 'M t' c lorgeiy, mull ht (but 
out, Hn'cfs tliofe c'l cumltanccs (houid- 
happen to have hi tu Rated in the in- 
ciidmc'if.—Nothing could more fatis- 
factoiily prove the party's hnt,w!tdge 
Of tbf forgery, tlian his havJiig given 
falfe and eoutr.«dicfury accounts of the 
traufaciion. 

Ill tut picfe’nt cafe, Mr. Haftingg waa 
ch ii}.cd with having adtd traiiflultnlly 
and corruptly ; and in his opinion no¬ 
thing could fo ckaily (upport fuch a 
charge, as the evidence oR’ered on this 
occalion, wliicli would prove that be 
h -d viivcn the Coutt of Directors a fall'e 
acetjunt o( the afFiir. 

Mr Burke laid, the Learned Lord had 
greatly rruiundcrllotui the cafe, or he 
would not c-'ll the att of aboldhing tli^ 
Provinciid Boards of Revenue, aitU fel¬ 
ting up a general Cv>mmittee of Re¬ 
venue, as let forth in the Charge, an aft 
in its n’.tiire inUilFeieiit or hanr.kfs { 
for the Charge not only Rated it to be 
corrupt, but alfo that it had been done 
contruiyto the orders tf the Court of Di* 
r< and contrary to me ir.juiiftion 
of an A^l of Parliament, the 13th of 
the preknt King. 

The .Managers did not therefore rrly 
merely upon the word corruptly which 
was in the Charge ; hut upon the pluirt 
and pofitive declaration cle irly fet foith 
in it, thal the cftabliRiment of the ge- 
ner l Committee of Revenue had been 
tflc-6>c d by Mr. HaRings in contempt of 
an Aft of Parliament. He prelumedthat 
no one would venture to contend that 
an aft involving in it the violation of aa 
Aft of PatiiamcDt might or could be ta 

ill 



I+s nature neutral, indiffv'rcnt or harm- 
lefs. • 

He infifted that the Commons •were 
not hoivnd to the rules oi /}efial pi ad~ 
ifiS\ and'to attempt to bind tlicrn to 
lueh rnlesi would dt-ftroy the only I'-eu- 
rtty vk'hieh the Nation had for the pic- 
fcTvation of the Conftitntron. 

At the Revolution, the people bad 
taken no other feem ity for that prefer- 
vation, and f r the pure, and impartial 
adminiftration of jnflico, than the re- 
Iponfihility of Minifters ?nd Judges to 
the High Court of Parliament. An 
impeachment by the Commons was the 
mode of bringing them to juftice, if the 
fill mer ilinuld attempt any thing againlt 
the Conllitiitiun, or the latter ihould 
corruptly lend thcaifelves to mcafurts 
calculated to frt alide the Government 
by law, or fliould attempt to pollute 
the Iburce of public juftice. 

If in the purfuit of fuch criminals 
the Commons, who could have nothing 
In view but fubflantial juftice, were to 
be (topped at every ft« p by objeiftions 
dr^wn from technical rules and ft ima 
of pleading, then would the greattft 
ynd moft dangerous criminals efcape 
the vengeance of offended juftice ; Par¬ 
liamentary Impeachments, which were 
the principal, if not the only fccinity 
for the prcfei vation of theConftitutiou, 
would become nugatory and viin ; and 
tlie moft corrupt Minifttrs mighf,with¬ 
out check or controul, purfue the moft 
anti conftilutiunnl career, undwed by 
lefponlibility, or an impeachment from 
which they could have nothing to fear. 

Mr. Anftruthev made a Kutg and 
able /asu argument, in which hcfiiewtd, 
from the authority of the great Lords 
Hardwicke and Mansfield, that lie was 
entitled to give in tv.dcncc, not only 
fadts not ftatca in the charge, but even 
iiSti of a different nature. 

He quoted two cafes, one of which 
had been determined by Lord Hard¬ 
wicke, when he was Chief Juftice of 
the King’s-Dench ; the other by Lord 
MaubHeld, fitting afterwards in the 
fa me Com 1. 

The former cafe was this:—Two 
men had been indidled on the BlacJt A 3 
y~the indiiftment fet forth, that they 
fiad their faces blacked ; that they had 
concealed arms; and that, thus disfi* 
gured and thus armed, they had ap¬ 
peared oil the King's highway. 

Thefc fafls were proved; and the 
profeciitors having offered in evidence 
/Mr fads not fet forth in the indid- 


ment, thit great Judge fuffered them 
to procecrl, and to give evidtiicc not 
Ojjily of o//;«r crimes of a diff-itiit iia- 
tuie, which had prfcethd the appre- 
hCnlioii of thefe men, but alto othvi; 
fadts an«l Climes which hid happened 
aft'T they were in cnllci'y. 

Tnefe other farts tewdtd to (liew 
([uo amt/to tl.c-fe men bad blacked their 
faces, had concealed arms under tlicii^ 
clothes, and thus .’ppCrtied on the 
King’s highway. Tlu prefecutors 
were p< rniitted, for tl>e purpofe of 
thewing ai.irno all this had been 
dime, to give in cviiiciice tnat a ri.-itoHs 
mectiiig h-id taken place ; ti'at the 
prifoners had .dfilltd at it } that the 
objed ofthofe who attended it was to 
pull down a turnpike ; anil that after 
the two prifoncrs w,.ie in cuftody, a 
turnpike had adnally been pulled 
down. Lo;d Hardwicke had fuffrred 
all thefe cirenn.dances to be given in 
evidence, ihoVigh not one of them had 
been ft L,rth in the indiiftinent. 

On that ooeafion Lord Hardwicke 
obfc'ved (Mr. Anftrulliir read his 
WO!-ift), that when the profeutors had 
pioved that the prifoners had their 
faces bbitktd, that they had concealed 
aims, 3iid that,lbdifeuifccl and armed, 
they had appeared in the King’s high¬ 
way, they might have (lopped there 
and called for a verdirt: and judgment 
Oil thefe f.idts; but they had gonefai- 
ther, and (hewn, that the purpofes tor 
vt'hich they had fo difguiled and armed 
tliemfi'lv .s and failird forth on the 
King’s highway could not polTibly be 
good. 

'I'lie cafe tried before Lord Maos- 
fitld was an artion brought againft a 
man for having corrupted a great 
many eUrters, to induce them to vote 
for a pirticulai emdidate for a feat in 
Parliamt nt. The declaration let forth, 
that the defendant had gone to a cer¬ 
tain borough therein named, and had 
given to a great number of delators the 
liimct five guineas each, and that froiij^ 
eath he had taken a note of hand for 
the like fum. 

The defendant pleaded, that he had 
honA fide lent the money, that he had 
taken fecurity for it, and that to cor¬ 
rupt the elertors was by no means the 
objed of the tranfartion. 

To rebut tli's defence, evidence wa» 
offered of a convcrfatiim betw;;en the 
defendant and one Taylor: Lorn which 
it appeared,-that the former was not tp 
infift upon the payment of the n'fts, 

w;bich 



which he had taken merely ns a bUncl^ 
and to give a colour to the whole 
tiaiiriiSlion. • 

Though this convcrfation waa not 
fi t fortn or mentioned in the declara¬ 
tion, and though even the nime oF 
I'aylor was not to be found in it, ftill 
Lord Minsfield lufF.-red the PiiintilF 
to give it in evidence, for the pnrpofe, 
fas he faid, of flicwing qno auimo the 
money was given, and quo animo it was 
taken- The Plaintiff obtained a verdiet. 

A motion was afterwaids made for 
anew trial; Lord Mmsfidd refiifcd 
to grant it ; and the other three Jud^ics 
of the Court concurred in opinion 
with his Lordfliip, th it he wa<» riglit in 
admitting the proof of this coiivcr- 
fation. 

Mr. Anflnithcr, having given thefe 
recent authorities, quoted many otheis 
of ancient date in fiipoort ot hit; argu- 
roeiu. He faid, he hr>d often heard Out 
the moft ancient ‘impeachments were 
the beft drawn np, and the beft prece¬ 
dents to follow; for this purpufe he 
had looked into the Rolls of Parliament 
and the Journals of the HouFe of Lords, 
and he found that the oidell; impeach¬ 
ments, fo much praifcd, were inhutlely 
more loofe and vague thin any article 
■ in the prefent Impeachment 

He quoted manw from the Reign of 
Edward HI. down to the Revolution, 
which cont lined charges worded in a 
very general ininiier. 

One of them was the Impeachment 
of Lord Latimer, who was charged 
W’ith having exafted and t«kcn large 
films of money from fnndry prrfons tn 
Britainiy, to the amount in t!ie whole of 
83.000I. Yet, general a'; this charge 
was, it was enteitaincd by the Houle 
of Peirs. and Lord Latimer was tried. 

Mr. Law, uiihout advancing any 
argument in fupuort of his objciSlion, 
adhered toil, and prayed the judgment 
^ of theHoufr. 

* Upon this the Lords withdrew to 
^their own Hoiife, and having put a 
^ufftion to the Judges on this objetiion, 
they adjourned the further proceedings 
in the Trial to To t su ay *. 


Sixty-Sixth Day. 

WtDNESDAY, June %. 

This day the Court gave judgment 
,on the following queftion : 

• TheLoids, however, afterwards 
Uurned the Trial to W£l}^tS]>AY the »d of June, 

1 i 


“ Whether the letter of the 13th of 
“April 1781 can he given in rvi- 
“ dcnce by the Managers for the Com- 
‘‘ mons, to prove, that the letter oflhe 
“ 5th of Miy 1781, already given in 
*• evidence, relative to the abolition of 
“ the Piovincial Council and the fnb- 
“ fcquent appointment of the Com- 
“ mittce of the Riiveiuic, was falfe ia 

any other particular than ih.tt which 
“ is charertd in the 7lh Aiticle of the 
“ Charges ?” 

The judgment of their Lordflilpa was 
in favour nf the negative of this qiteftion^ 
and conirqucntly againffthe Managers. 

The day was pafltd almoft without 
any argument between the Managers 
and tiir Cimiifd for Mr. Hdlings, and 
merely in the reading ot evidence, or 
cxiiinin.ition of witncfTcs. 

'fhe Minagers proved, that a notice 
had been Li ved upon the Solicitor of 
Mr. Hafliiigs, to produce the cabouUad 
or agreement that pafTed between the 
latter and KLelleram and Cullean Sing, 
whm he farmed to thefe Iwp natives the 
dillrii^fi fu often mentioned in the courfe 
of the trial. 

The Coiinfcl for Mr. Hidings faid, 
their Cousifcl was not in pofTctli.in of 
the .igrecmcnt in queflion, or he would 
produce it with great readinefs. 

Mr. Anftriithci faid, be would prove 
th.it Mr. Haftings had never tranfmitted 
to the Court of Diredors the cabou- 
liad, or a copy of it. Mr. Hiidfon, of 
the India-Hoiife, was called for this 
purpofe, who faid, that ht had not ex¬ 
amined the Company’s bunks tor the 
fpecific purpofe of finding whether this 
agreement had been tranfmitted or not; 
but that he was fiire, niveithelefs, that 
had it been to be found in his office, it 
could not have efcaped his eye in a feat rh 
which he had made fur fume other papers 
—be had not found any trace of this ca- 
bouliad. Thei e was another office, how¬ 
ever, he faid, in the India-Houfe, where 
perhaps it might be found. 

Mr. Audi ui her examined Mr.Hudfon 
next refpeiFing the fecunty which it had 
been fnegefied Mr. Haftings had taken 
from Ke'ileram and Cullean Sing when 
he farmed to them the Revenue. But 
the witoefs faid, that he bad not found 
in the Company’s hooks any trace of a 
ieciirity given by them. 

It was fuggefted by the Counfel for 

motion, fuithpr ad- 

tbe 


on Wednefday May ab, upon 
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the defendant* that the feemity being 
made to the Governor-General himfelf, 
it was not in the courfe of prartice, that 
Itlliould be tranl'mifted toKuiope. 

Mr. Anftrulher obferved, that it had 
rever been heard before, that a fecurily 
gwen for the uleof the Corripany IhonKl 
be paffed to the Governor General, and 
^iot to the Compmy. 

lie informed thti.' LordOtips, that the 
im’On of the tvvo offices of Pe-ivun and 
Farmer C,.Krr,il wasiiijui uvu-, lothcin- 
lereft of the C' jinp **•>'» •’“d that it had 
nevir taken place but in tlic two Pio- 
vince^ in which he had •ilrcady provt'il 
that Mr. Hillings lnd received money 
for his own private ufe* 

'I'hcfe puifits were proved from va¬ 
rious p drapes 111 the Company’s books, 
which wire read by the clerk. 

Evidence was alfo given of the PrcHut 
of 100,0001. made to jMr. Hafliiigs by 
the Nabob of Oiide ; .and of .'n c fiVr of 
aootlier riefent of the f.ime a.'iionnt, 
made by the lame to the f.ime. It w.is 
alfo proved, that when the above Pie- 
ii.nt, and the offer of anothir, weie 
inid<‘, the N.’bob was i.i the pre.ittR pe- 
iumary d'ftrel'., and miiUe topiyhis 
troops, or pi nvide even the necellaiies 
of life for his broctx r.s and then mothers, 
the- wives of his deccaled father. 

Mr. Wright, from the India-Houfe, 
proved that Mr. Hillings had at vai ions 
periods, tiom the year 177Z to the end of 
- Ills adminillr-ition, rt mittcd to b r.rope, 
by bi'ls on the Co.mpany,or tllir'- coii- 
figncd to them, to the ainoiint of two 
HUNDRf-D and TiiinTY-rivti thol'- 
^ANU puiiiids (lerling. 

Mr. Da)la.s alkicl hup, W’ eilu r it was 
rot a !< liviicge aliowcJ t.i tlitGovcinor. 
Geneial to remit, by bills on the Coni- 
p.iny, money not bis own, but the pro¬ 
perty i.f otlier pci funs?—Mr. Wright 
anfw'ered this rpieftion in the afiiran- 
tiv-.—On being .liked, Tc whom the bills 
were made pay anlv ? >,e laid, molt of them 
Were to Sir Fr.ir.cis Syke-., to two other 
gentlemen, or to Mr. Halbrigs himldf; 
and in bills of this delcription, p .yable 
to tbefe three p rfons, or to /thi/frlf, 
216,pool, lnd betn remitted by Air. 

H.illings.-The remaining 19,000!. 

which would make the gro!:i him of 
»;j5,oo»!. had been rer.mied litl.ir in 
diamonds or bills not mady p.iydblc to 
bimfilf. 

Mr. Wright, on Iwlng defired 1 y Mr. 
AnftiMlhcr to ll.ite the net amount of 
revenue paid into the Company’s trea. 

^tiiyof B.ngal, in the four yeais 


cediti}^ the abolition of the Provincial 
r.nards of Revenue, and the four ycar.s 
^.tbfqncnt to tli.it eveur, re id ftyei-al 
rtCi.o’.inrs taken hy oiiii Irom the Com¬ 
pany’s books, from which it .ippiared 
t'lat t'f.c tut revenue paid dnii"g the fe- 
conil period was Irfr \vf Jiftini is of 
ru;)t''S» "I near loo.oool tri,iii diiiing_ 
ti>c{ ::iil. nsv ofti'* riovincii! Boau’s of 
R Vi mic ; .Mid t 'lt the rt/nV/ow haif)^ 
diitii.j: li e i. cond p. rio«i, coll the Com- 
p *i\'; fif j> j‘ '’r I t/^s- or iqoioool. more 
li.avi It ii.id loit dniiiig li.c pieceding 
pcr.o.l. 

I'iie Counfil forthe defend.int dilircd 
tli.it In. would ft.itc tlic^i.M'<>/j as'-well as 
the a.t produce rd' the rtvenue diirng 
b-ith Pcnoil'i, .ii'.d .dio :\'.k.-d. Whether 
the Irtiain.s or ptnlioii" .iMow.d to the 
jM-'nii’ii'. ot ll'e innpri(fed I'lnvincial 
Jlu.iriis'veie no', i'lclu led in tbe eiure.af- 
ed expircctli.it had attcniUd the col* 
IciSion ? 

Mr. Andinllier fdd, he was willing 
to arimit both of IIhI’c jioii.t.^, niniily, 
thr.t tlie i-iv/i pi.Kince of ti c nv-iiiie 
li.*d been greakr dm mg rhe 1. cond than 
rinr.ng the iirlt period ; and prut of the 
enci'eriCcd expcnee of coiKCtion had 
been o;cafioncd by the lalimi allowed 
to the J.Icinbtrs of the fnpprcfle.l 
Bo.'lrds: not only he .admin, il ihtfe-^ 
pouts, blit heir.iije them grounds of ^ 
cbaige aiiainfl IMr. K.il'iings —for he 
enarged him wdli n.iimg adopted a I'yf- 
ten-, w'licli, wliillt It took a v,ift deal 
more money out of the poikitsot the 
people, had diniinillieil the rtcc-ipis at 
the Cr>'iipiny’s treafury. He chav.id 
him with h.ivio;4 not only r/ir iiiI/'h'iI til.; 
n venue///Iriv; l.ich, but wrn li.i'.mg 
(rnei'J ./tbe expenee oi cn.li-.’-ion lull 
Ath la, is- I'he luppr ilion of the 
Riovincial li.md.s, which had l)vv.n tlie 
grand caul'c of this rb cienfe ol leveniic 
and incre ife of expi mi'tu:e, was in 
charge ag unft Mi. 1 Jaftiugs ; and t lu rc- 
forc his Counftl eoub! noi rlctmd = up, 
by fnyirig tb it part or the tiuriaft mnlt* 
be ilci bid to filanc? contimied to tb<f 
Mi mbeis of tlie fuppu flld BoauN ; for 
if the liipoit (lidii, which tht .Managers 
contended wasaeiinie, had i.ever taken 
pl.ace, there woti'd not have been any 
ground for p,yi g thole fdarits to 
perfons who vvtrt deprived of the iiii ans 
of earning them. 

The Tic.vt witnefs produced was Mr. 
Shore, who had been ne.tr (wcntiy ycjifs 
in InUiUt .Hid was a Member both of 
one of the Provincinl Councils, anti of 
the Revenue Coininittee, and wKo 

gavo 
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|av€ A very full, clear and diHinft cvi- 

dciice. 

Mr. Bntke (irfl ex-tmined him as *0 
a paper that Si'.- S.a 1 ji'ven Mr. Mac- 
■pt'erlon in 17!'!, in wSmcIi he fltU*! h's 
olij ^Hon to the pi in formal lor Mr. 
ll.iftinss in tli.it year. 

Upon his ciotV-txaminst'on, Mr. 
S^'ore fiiil, tSiat he had often ch.in^ed 
^ his opinion np.m revenue matters, and 
hid rei'orded as miieii v.h- n l ift in In¬ 
dia ; I li.st he was convinced the Natives 
of Ee.ic.al were happi. r, and their pio- 
perty better protuMetl tv'cler tiie En- 
glilh Government, than under any of 
their torir.er Nibohs : 'I'hat his objec¬ 
tion to a Dewan to the Committee of 
Revenu-, was to a Dewan genera'iy, 
not p'rii._uUilv p.ointed at (S.vvjfl G’'?- 
of >i honi he thought at. t,i- 
voni.'l'l .s ot other Njlivts ; hut that 
he tl’.onpS t no Native was lii for fnch 
an cilice ; That lie had condeitiiud 
the lyftem ot I’lovincial Councils, 
as furid-im'iitally wrong, rti<d iiisp- 
pltcible to any gtx'd purpofc : i'liUt he 
had Hated, tliat the loine Cihjeclions 
wh'ch lay ayainil the Coin'iutite of 
Revenue, lay ,d(o ajoiinft the lhrviiici.il 
Counci's, th.ir incapai’ty ti* extreife 
a local cf.ntr«.ul j Th.it he h.id a very 
had ('pmuiii of Kttt.'.'ftf.ain/n '!>:}' nho 
Ic’d tiiccceilcd (Ju/'^^u (‘'.n 

tile rico'imnn. ’atn 11 of \]r. l‘iancu.) : 
That ..c went 1 lU in 17^'), retoriu.l to 
Kn, 1 . nd Ml the iami li.ip with Air. 
Il.'ttiiip'. <11 17SJ, and a'-i iveil in C.d- 
cutta a iM- nu'crof tim Supreme Conn- 
Ol i’l 17*6; that the cliaie.s ag.ii. ft 
Jl'. ! l-iltMij”. wi rc vei V puhiiely knov. ii 
i., Ill ; 'I'.it no coTplainti h.*d hcin 
!'■ ’lie a-.1 r.tl Mr. II iltii:;:s wiiile he 
\v is in iiiugil ; ai d lliat the N it ves 
tlitiiiksht vciy f.ivourabiy of thech.imc- 
ter of Mr. liallings. 

There ueic noitiv othcrnneflion? put 
to Mr. Shore, which he aniwtied with 
the ntn’oil clcaiiicfs; I nt thife aic 
arrongft thernuit .natc. iai on.-®. 

Ml. Bnike tuen .-Iked 1 im a few 
fiiither qucltioi’s— 11 '/ the anf\viT» it 
appealed, that he fetiho Uic Rivtcucs 
of two Provinces himtelf, D.icca ami 
Patna—I h.at he to: k wth iiin: as his 
executive nat ve officer, Pr<nvn Kjun, 
the Ion of GiDiga Covhiil Hias ■ lint 
Mr. Il'ltiiigs did I 'it rceoiiiixiciid it 
him to take tin’s p« rfon, liut that Mr* 
’ Siiory himfclf ttl-tied him, -iccjiimitcd 
Mr, Haft ngs hi- h-id lo di ne, wi o . p- 
proved of it S'—that there was this ma- 
tiiial d filrvi cc bitwcm thw fylt-*m as 
now rflabliflud, and tiiat which I.e 
notietd in the rerraiks he gave to Mr. 
Macj'hcifod ill 1^81—‘Culled^or^ arc 


now appointed to all the ZTillrias—and 
the Board of Ri-veni..- in C-alcuUa t« a 
Committee of CoutrouU 

III anlwer to futthei qutftions frotn 
Mr. Dilla', Mr, Shore Hated, that the 
fylletr. of 1781 w.is not calculated to 
throw the whole pt-wtr into the hand* 
of Mr. If dliii.c.i; n. r w'-u. it calculated 
to keep the Mcnibers of tiiC .Supreme 
Council in ignor.ance ofthe Hate of the 
Rtvenues—ftwo of the allegations in 
the Artichb). Mi. S; ore alfo Hated, 
that when Mr. H iHings appointed him a 
M ember of the Co.mmittee of Revenue 
in 17*1, he w.is not ui habifs of inti- 
tr.M y with him, noein any degree con- 
neiud with him. In ..nfwcr to q-Jcf* 
tions put ’’ly Mr. Rurkc, it appearctl 
tlvat Mr. Shoie h.id liucc been intimate 
with .Mr. fl.ftiiigs; au'- that hegave,bnt 
whe.licr to Mr. J! il't.n.is orfome other 
pel Ians d'.'l iiht '••1,11, fo-ue remark* 
upon the J’-.•venu'- C!i irgcs ; \ veiy fma'.l 
pot of wiiii. h, he believed, .-ppeured in 
Ml Ii Aiiiwer to that Charge- 

In reply to fonu- very p.rtiutiit qiicf- 
tions fioni L"’'d S'ormont, Mr. Shore 
It ted, that I'c h.'.d nrobicdliou per- 
f'oiially to C i’g.': Cvoh,d SVkq-, but ge- 
1 trally to .any ivalivt hivit.g the power 
which a Dev.-.in h.id, as he thought 
every ^ativ.i would ufe it, as Ciunga 
Go'vif'!Strip btlie-/e.i,did, fod.hisown 
ai'v.'irit.ig^, — t.hat hiS'/.eal lud aiteiiciou 
V.'. le not io gicat js he withtd. 

The .tceui.’cv, proriptiluilc, and 
f.iiintls with wli.eh this Cj,iii!emaa 
ani’werid every inti rrogato’-v , impref- 
liiig the wiiole Ci'iir’, and oper, tinglo 
lilt e lo the purp-k of the M.^iiag<.rs, 
the foliowuie qiu ttu'n was .likcd by 
Way of it-tximiintion. 

Is tlie Wunsis in intimate fiiend- 
f.iip ar.d coiMicxiou with Mr. H.'fimg'- ? 

li was iidlantly anivvered, ** I cer- 
t. iuly '.oiilidcr inifili on famdiar tcrih* 
vv.Mi Ii rr..’’ 

The Counfcl, iin viliing t'.i fufferany 
ini'iri diofi lobe made by this ilrar.ge 
inliuu.itioii, put t^e I'oliowuigoueftioii: 
“ VVere Mr. iiaiiirnis the coirupt and 
ciutl ui.m deleiibcd in lb< fc Csi.irges, 
would you coQtiiiue on fucli teims with 
him ? * 

*^1 h'-- Witnefs anfwered emphatically, 

“ I fiiould hope no'.” 

lie w.-s next'ifk-"'!. Whether he had 
bflp'd to tlraw up the nefence of Mi, 
H..flings? — ile laid, he had fiir- 
nitl.c'l him with Menu'r.uidiiins rela¬ 
tive to the Revenue Charge ; but that 
very little ot wh »t he had forniflied 
fiao been ufeJ, or was to Lc found in 
the Defence. 

Mr, I'ox here informed their Lord. 

.,Jbliu- 



/hips, that the Mtnagers had clofed 
their evidence uffon this charge, and 
that he wtuiid do himrdf the h-*nour, 
the nrx*' day theirL-ordili’ps iliould (it, 
of fiimrtiing up the evidence that had 
been giv^ii upon it- 

Here Mr. Lawfiii), that there was a 
foreign G<ntlc.T^^n (Cd. Pouer) who 
h-id beenMttenoing i liffe two \ tai s, un¬ 
der their Lordihipa’ orJei, to give wi- 
• driicc on this trial; that 'ms evidence 
was vciy materia! t(i ivir. Honings ; and 

that, on the one hand, this Gentleman 
might not be obliged to continue 
for an indefinite term this attendance j 
and on the other, that Mr. Haftings 
might not lofe the benefit of his evl- 
deiRC, he '.v.niid be much obliged to 
the Hon. Mmagtrs, if they would fiif- 
fer him in tliis llagc of the bufinefs to 
examine this Grntlcman lo fome points 
relative to the Benares Article, and 
to the Article of Mifdemeanors in 
Oude. 

Mr. Fox replied, that at the oiitfet 
of the Impeachment, a propofition was 
made by the Managers, namely, that 
each aiticle Ihould be confidered as a 
feparate trial, that evidence for and 
againft the defendant fliould he given 
upon it, and that the judgment of the 
Houfe flionld be taken, before another 
Article was opened. This propolilion 
the Connfel for Mr. Haftmgs had 
thought proper to refift: itj therefore 
they at prefent felt an inconvenience 
from a mode of proceeding that bad 
been laid down by themfclves, they, 
and not the Managers, were to blame. 
At tlie fame time he believetl no in¬ 
convenience did cxift, and he would 
be ready to con« \ir in any proper me.i- 
fure for removing it- 

Havmg f,iid Mr. Fox begged 
leave for the Managers to withdraw to 
confult awhile on this point. They 
aecordingly withdrew, and in a few mi¬ 
nutes reiiuncil into Couit. 

Mr. Fox then informed their Lorel- 
fliips, that the Managers would not <»b- 
to the extniination of tlie Centle- 
in»n in quellion, it being underfinod 
that he fhould for the prefent he ex- 
amtned to thofe Articles only which 
the M-inngrrs had opened. 

Ft W'as after tins piivitedy agreed 
between the Connfel and the M inagcrs, 
that Ceil. Poi.iHR, who was a Cedonel 
in the Comj aru*'' le’rvice, fluniid be 
.^called after Mr. Fox fliouiri hwe 
rumrred up the evidence on the pre- 
fem Cha'g-. 

'file Court adjourned at half paft five 


Sixty-Seventh Day- 

• Monday, June?. 

THE Hall was as much crouded this 
Day as it had been through the whole of 
this important Inal. Public cm ioiity was 
wound up to a higher pitch tlun on any* 
former day, and every pan of the Hall was 
ci'oeided to overflowing. 

Two witnefies weic cxaminerl, and the^ 
wliole of the evidence concluded on tlie 
Charge, which has occupied the attention 
ot the Higlt Court for thefe two Sef. 
fions. 

Mr. Fox then rofe to fnin up the. evi¬ 
dence. He addv.fled the High Court in A 
(h'lrt preface, in which he (fated tlie talk 
which had fallen to him that day. It 
was an arduous and a difiicult talk. It he 
were to compare himfvlF with oratois of 
former times, he would jnilly be chaigcd 
with arrogance and vanity. S rine of ihete 
oratois, in addidling the tribunals liefoie 
which they had to plead, had laid, that if 
their Judges would manifeft tli.ir jultice 
and integiity, they truded to their own 
powers for i'eciiring their attention. Ci- 
ccro had, in this confideiice of bis ability, 
called only for the jultice and iiiti giity of 
the Judges.-—“ I b^l'neak not (faid hr) 
your indulgence.”—" 17 / nitente auiii- 

atist id ipfe effuium'* Unlike the Ro¬ 
man Orator, lie foliciud the indulgence of 
the noble Lords, fenrihlc that if he conld 
only gain their attention, he might confi¬ 
dently trull bis caufe to their jultice and 
integiity.—It was his peculiar ilil'.idvan- 
tage to follow othei s, wiio had to devdope 
the high ci imlnal a£Vs of Afr. Hadings, 
a 61 s which wne of themli Ives futlitient to 
excite the indignation of the Court, and 
which gave fcopc to the lofliett eloquence. 
They iiad the giand and conlpicuons ef- 
fiils of Mr. Hailings's (yllem to dilpl.iv. 
He had lo trace the intricate fpiings and 
caiif'esj and it was m this, as in many of 
ll\e operations of nature, where great cf- 
fiiK, which dicw the attemiou of every 
e\e, were frequently derived from caufes 
com,,ai ativcly iVnall, remote, and oppo--^ 
file. He had to trace the fmall feciet 
fpiings of the voluminous niifchicts of Mr. 
Il.idings’sgov-.rnment; not to agitate their 
l.oixilliips by piihires of Kings dethroned, 
and piovinces laidwafie; but to dcnion- 
ftiaic the fpirit of jwculation, bribery, and 
roruiplliiii witli which the prifoner was 
ai^tii.'ued, and yvliuh led him to the coni- 
niidion ot all his bolder crimes. ^ • 

'I'l.t Charge on which their Lordthips 
had li-.en engaged for die t-io lad Sefll.ins 
in healing evidenee, coniprehended the 
whole of the 6ih, part of ibc ytli, anti all 
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tlte 14th Charge, aeongin3llypi‘erente<l to 
. their Lou)Oiips. In fumming up the evi¬ 
dence vviiich had b**en given, he wouJil 
confijM? h.itiftlf ftri/’Yly to wliat imniediateTy 
?n<J dirt£tly applied to ilie prifoneras laid 
in ihc Chaiges 5 aiwl he fnould be careful 
to introduce nothing that was not fully and 
clearly fubllantiated by pi oof. -The lub- 
ji£V nalufaliy divided iiftlf into two paita j 
and, for tlic fake of peifpiciiity, he (liould 
pill fue it in the manner in wbicli it had been 
bioiigbt before their Lordfliips. The na¬ 
tural divifion was, firll, the Prefents re¬ 
ceived by Mr. Haftings betoie the A6t of 
the 13th of luR prel'eiu Majelty ; and, fe- 
condly, the Preft-nts which lie had received 
fubltquently to the paffing of that law. 
The fird comprehended tli? evulence they 
had heard in the cnuife »1 the lalt Seliion. 
Thefecond, together with the conupl ail- 
tninidration of the Revenues, was con¬ 
tained in tlie evidence aiUiuccd inthecourfe 
of tiiis?cfiion. 

f'olii'wing this coiirfe, Mr. Fox liiid, 
the liid cvi.fence that had been hiought, 
w'is fiom the letters and e\amp!e of Lord 
Clivt, who gave a cleu- and diftimT cc- 
ot the cunI'pi'.on'i then jnartilLfl in 
Iiid-a, and particulaily of thecnlloin wiili 
icgsrd to Prefents.' I.uul Ci ve took 
an oath fo'cmnly biiulir.g him'.'t'lt not to 
lake ary Prefents whatcitr.—Mr. VercUl 
ar.d Mr. L'Tiiicr d d the lame thing, and 
that in am) literal compliance wi'h the 
ififtniifions ol the Lunri oi D.ieilors.— 
If did not .'ppeai by the .Minints, whether 
Mr. Ilaftii.gs had taken thie oath or not, 
awt! it was a fail upon wliicli ihfieforc he 
did not mean togiotmd any argument.-- 
'I'he piilbncrwonUl ntfume the |>:»rt which 
favoiiied his caiife tlie moll. Father he did 
or he d'd not take the o.nhi.f ins piedcccf- 
fors.— It he did not tak' iheuatli, it was a 
I’leiinnpiioii againll hir.i, ior he well knew 
tiint it was tlie expieii, ii’innil ,on ot the 
Dliciluis that he Iheiild nke Inch oath. 
If he did take the oath, the riiminality 
loved againft him was the greato, as he 
ad violated that oath, and had ailually 
, accepted of pieients. Let him, howevei, 
plead’ whichever ot the two things he 
pleafeil, the pnilt of accepting P.tlbnts an¬ 
terior to the aft of 1773 was mamreft; for 
he was well acquainted with the c ider of 
the Court of Diutlors, and the guilt v,ias 
greater, hccaufe at that time a gcncial le- 
torm was introduced into all the Ellablifh- 
ments of Ir.dii, and he was entruiled to 
•Trfoiy thcabufes, ot vVhich thiswa* iHted 
to be one. 

Tliis pitimifcd, Mr. F-i:: faid it was his 
duty to tliewfiona the evidence, tliat Mi. 


Haftings had received Prelcnt*, in diicil 
violation of his orders and his duty. 
There were two ways in which fails might 
be proved.—Fiift, By theconfcflion ofttic 
party, or the tettimony of fight.—-Secondly, 
By circumftantial evid> nee or tacit accpii. 
efceiicc of the party.—The latter miglit be 
fo Itiong as to command belief from the 
ftiibbom Iv-arer; and heihoughthe might 
venture to fay, that fiich was ihe natuie ert 
the evidence on the charges brought againlt 
Mr Haftings. TiiL-re were two all. ga- 
tions in the fixtli Charge.—Firft, Ol a 
lack and a half of rupees corruptly received 
from the MunnyBegum.—And, Secondly, 
Of the C'ji'iujit appointment ot Aluniiy 
Ecgom to the fuperintendance and guar- 
di infliip of the infant Nabob of Bengal. 
Tile proof of thefe two fails containecl as 
ftiorg a chain of circuniftaiuial evidence 
as ever was adduced. 

In the Confulratioti of the nth of March 
1775, Francis, then a Member of the 
Supi .'me Council, piefented a letter from 
Nundiiconiar, exprelsly charging Mi, 
Haftings with the corrupt receipt of this 
l.u'k and a half, and oftbring to prove ir. 
\V ii.tr was the condiiil of Mr. Hillings on 
tiiis ilircil charge ! He did not take the 
convle of a man t onfeiousof innocence, and 
anxious for acquittal. He did not deny 
It. Inlleavl of meeting his acciillr op-niy 
and boliily, he contented liimfclfwit'.i mak¬ 
ing a .Minufr, in whic'.i he fiid, that Mr. 
Fiancis liad hiought torwaui a ch.srge 
which lie ci’il nut know to be well founded 
an I had confcquenily run ibe liazaid of 
bunging a libel on a Member of flic Board, 
Mr. Fox rcafuiicd on this with great acute- 
nels. l-!e l.iid, it v as nut the conduil of an 
innocent man. If lie knew himlell to be 
gU’lile-A, lit would not have Itnpjied with 
the q'l.ihiied imputaiiun on Mr. F' ancis of 
the liajard ofbiinginga libel; he would 
have known, anti Uid, that it was a libel 
liypoibc>ically j he would have ej’led for 
cnquiiy, anti would have b cii c.ir.frontcd 
with his atcufer, Inltead of this, when 
it was piupofed that Mr. Goring, a gen¬ 
tleman whufc name Dantls as high as that 
of any pei foil'who ever came from India, 
ftiouid be dcptiied to enquire into the tiutU 
of this charge, be o''ie6led to the appoint¬ 
ment ; not fiorn any thing winch he had 
to alledgc agiiinft Mr. Goring, but on a 
ground unheard of, lU’d unatcouiUable, 
—becaule it was unnct'jj'ary. What ! 
when 'a dir-ct chnige ol corrujitioii was 
brought ag.’iiift him—when his accufer, 
who was ioiiueily bis icltiinncn;, ftootl- 
boldly loiwaid, andoffeutito fublt.intiate 
the chaige, could he refufe to dtpuie 4 
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Crtfntfcman to infjulre itito the matter, be- 
eaufe it «v,-j unKfvrSUty P It was a iiew 
ute of'lJjc leiii) uthi'I'ljjifry ; an<l lie I<‘tt it 
to fl>e fUliiigs ot cvfi V noble Lord pre/ent, 
whethf, (o anarked,—lb confioiUcd,— 
they would o'lilidcr it as confident either 
with th« i» dui\ or tlieir honour, ao fay, ih tt 
an eiKj'.nry would be iinncceflaiy. Mr. 
Goiinp, was, however, attempted,—and 
then Mr.Hatting;* defiud th.'t a (et of quel- 
tions Ihoiild he giv^n to him ;o al'le the Be¬ 
gum. Piiliaps a note exiraordinaiy 
mode of d' fence war r.tvcr taken up. He 
did not dclire liim to afk wlteilier the money 
w.ts paid to him or uot—hut to afk iiim 
why It was given—foi wlmt junpoic—and 
wily this paiticul.ir liini had btcn Icleitcrl 
col of ail tlie rums that had been icceived. 
litre was a complete admiffion on the pan 
oflvl’. Haftings ot the icceipt of the ino- 
iicy. H. did not aticinpt to tieny it. He 
wascegii only to jnliily his aiceptance of 
it. Mr. F‘ox rrititiied the wliolc of JMr. 
J-lalfings's c. ndiidl onthispait, wiili his 
ulual acute reaicnirg, and laid, tliat it 
was as (. tear that he had acknowledged the 
ctijit of the money, tlio'igh tacitly, as if 
it had been pioved by witiicfCes who w'eie 
piefent. Ill the contentions wi>h the 
Council, whom Mr. Hafiings called liis 
cnesricF, he never denied tlie acceptance of 
this bribe. He deelaied, in the pie.tinhle 
to a Minnie, that he wcuid reply to a Mi¬ 
nute of Gincinl Clavering, aiiicle by ai- 
licle. 'I’lic n>ani.er in which he did reply 
was tiulv curious. It was li'erally as tol- 
Jows s This aiticle dill-ives no uply— 
That article requires no ivj ly—J'ois ar- 
t'cfe merits no leply—And loon, to levtn 
or eight of the prineijr 1 aif.dcs in the Mi- 
nnri, did hei'eitci'..te:ir.d change theplir.iies 
of delcrve, lequire, and mciit no reply. 
116 alked of their Lordihips, whether they 
thought this was the condoClof an ii’nocent 
man ? lle,^riliaps, tlmnglil lu couhl defy 
the iiifiice ot his couiniv — Mid ,_^pc ctnnta 
dlxi/pt —pet haps (b he might; but, louu- 
nateiy, he had Ipoken out, and teltimonies 
of his guilt had been I'uccel’sfuliy drawn 
from his own eruk-avours of extenuation. 
From the charge of the murder ot Nimdu- 
comar he had ihonght fit to purge himlclf 
byyiaih. His seiy doing lu was an ai- 
gu|ir:ent 'of liis guilt in the Charges now 
brought agaiidt him—“You may accufe 
me (lays be)of peculation — tliat dtitrves no 
rep|y..-Of brioery—that icquiies none— 
Of corruption—tliat uitriis none—But 
wheb you charge me wiih muidcr—that i*- 
a-crime, and 1 will piove that I am nqt 
guilty, for I will take au oath th.it 1 am in* 
Ijowr^faid Mr. Fox), though 


I am certainly ready toack nowledge 
minder of Nunducomar was a ciime infi¬ 
nitely more atrocious than thectimes ot pe- 
cuiatiort and bribery (and I fpeakof the 
murdei of that man without reference to tl>© 
opinion of othet s),yetfurcly histptal filer.ee 
under the accidiit-un of the coiiupt accep¬ 
tance of this bribe, when he was thus eager 
to accpiit himfeif f’r<mi other charges, is a 
ftrong prefnmplion ot his guilt in that par-' 
ti'.'iilar. As if all ihefe wire not I'lifUcieiit 


(coiniiiuAi Mr, Fox), we find, in the letr-.r 
wbicii he wioie to the Court of DiicHora 
firm Cheltenham, not onefy liable in tlennl 
of tiu'iackand a halfconuptly fiiitf tobeic- 
ceived f>om the Begum. In that U tter we 
have various denials—we have apologies 
hc'ipi.l togethei—but he carefully avoids 
all deni ill of money received from the Be¬ 
gum.” 

Air. P'ox tlicn came to his corrupt ap¬ 
pointment of the Begum to the office of 
gu.inli.in to the intaiit Nabob, in cxjsids 
contiadiiSfion to the or.lers of the (‘imit of 
Diiedors, and which cleat ly and manifelfly 
was the leturn which lie had to make for 
tlie bi ihe received. lie detailed the 01 ders 
of tlie Coiiil of Dirt-^Iots—ilr; I'clieme of 
icduikoii rccoiTiinendcd by tluni—the 
perfons which they defciibcil as pioper to 
be j lit into that liiitt.—and, in diivft difli- 
bcdieiice of ad this, he put this worn iii, ' 
togeilier willi two otliers, ir.ifiunieius of 
his, into the adminittialion of the houfe- 
hold of the Nabob. Were he, he faiil, to 
ttop here, he might fairly f.iy th:It lie had 
not only pioved tlie eoinipt acceptance of 
the hribe, but the abiife which lie Jiad com- 
miUcd ill confequence of it. 'J'heie were 
circiimilarccs of aggiavatlon, however, 
fill! Iieliiiu!. The Coiiitof Diredtois had 
diicHly oidercd, thattliefutn fetapaitfor 
the difbuile.neius of the Nabob Iliould be 
n'dneedfiom 31 lacks a year, to j6 lacks. 
This leduftimi was ordered in 1771. In 
a letter wiineij to the Court of llircftors 
in the year 1775, lu takes credit to hiiufelf 
for the pioinpiilude and alaciity with 
which, in this inltance, he obeyed the or¬ 
ders ot tlie Couit of Hiie^ors. “ 1 might '■* 
(fayshe) have advanced pfaulible pleas for 
pioiiailing the reduilioii ot the etf'iblifh- 
ment till 1771.” He exulted on the cheei- 
fiilnefs with wh ch he did his duty j and 
made it a boaif, that if he liad delayed the 
itdu£Iion, confidtrable I'unis of money, 
by way of PieUnt, would h.<ve been in his 
offer. What would their LoKiibips fay, 
when they coupkd this leitei with wl^.t he 
a6tually did «lo—protraft the leduefion til/ 
the year 1773 ? If he could, accoiding to 
his own account, have received bribes kr 
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^ftponinfi it onfy till tyya, what niuft 
lie not have received for poitponina: it till 
1773 ? How lie could come to write this 
Iftier ill the year 1775, can only be *ac. 
counted for by that fatality in which his 
crimes had involved him—when memory 
was not able to keep pace with the enor¬ 
mities wliich he had to extenuate. But 
two months after he bad written this Itlier, 
~|tlius fpeakiii" of his prompt obedience 
’(by wliattvil (}.-n!us diivtl-d he pretended 
’ not to divine), he dated an account of the 
Nabob’s dllbtiilaments for 27 months 
<lown to the end of 177s, at the raie of 31 
lacks a.year ; fo that what he difclaur.cd 
doinji was a£lually done j or an impofiiion 
was praiiifed on the Comjiany, and ij 
J'’cka, or 150,000!. was funk upon tlienii 
and put into the pocket of Mr. liaftings, 
or of the Munny Begum. 

Mr. Fox detailed all the expedients that 
were aftervv.uds ufid to do away the effett 
oi this vt'iy untoward contradiftion, every 
one of which had recuired on himCtlf, anti 
involvetl him in incicale of lliame. It 
was oidered, that tlicie (hould be an ac¬ 
count kept of the dilburfemtnls of the 
Nabob, and this account was called for. 
Ml. Iiai’t!nf,s apoloj!;i7ed, by f.iyiug that 
be h id omitted to o.iler it. And tliiis, 
by not conijilying wiili the inlfruilions 
tiiat were given, he obtaincvl a fort c.f co- 
ver for li'.e frauds he had pia6fiie<nn that 
tlLtblilhincni. He faid in one of !;is let- 
lers, tlKU 15CO pel Ions were cut olf from 
penlioiis which thev had fiom the Nabob. 
Tliis was done to hiiiig the e.xpsnces 
within the eliabliihment, and this wa.s 
done loo a twelvemonth before the reduc¬ 
tion of falary took place. But «lid it ap¬ 
pear that the efficacy of this U'lorm was 
felt ? Thefe penftons were cut off to 
cnalilc the Begum to give to Mr- Haftings 
• the biibes on which they had agreed. 
Ever .after, he fliewed the uioll m.arkeJ 
attention to the Btgnni, and Ihpported her 
againfl: ihcdireil oVders of the Company. 
In 1783, he writes a letter in lur favour j 
—f.>.ys, that flic is perlcculed on account 
■^of her fuppefed giatitiide to him 3—and 
then, he docs not deny the I'ums that he 
received from her. He re-appoinud her 
after (lie was difplaceJ by the Board, 
and though, accoiding to his own ac- 
count, (he pofllffed none of the qurdities 
of mind ipquiieil by the Court <jf Direc¬ 
tors in the fit peifbn to be appointed to 
the office which (he filled. Mr. Fox Ihcw- 
^d loo, from Mr. Hafliiigs's own confel- 
fion,that he clearly underltood the orders 
of the Court «if Diietlots in the lame way 
in which he [Mr. Fox] uadcrltcod them } 
Part 111. 


and yet, with this prrfeil knowledge of hts 
diitj, he had I'crlirtjd in fippoii’iig this 
Ivlunny Begum, wl.om he dcicibetias a 
])oo;', vvc.ik, ar.<l cily womar, :,i i!ie giur- 
di-infhip of the N ''v h, in the room of the 
Bo v Begum his na-uial mother. 

Mr. l‘\»y f’-iid, be had conii lied himfelf 
in this pan of the fuhjeil flrictly to thu 
hick and a halfj determined a.' lie was 
not to a,';grav.ate the guilt uf the defeiutant, 
nor even to In in i; loiwaid any of the 
ciiaiges that w'cre net in l^is mind clearly 
and incoi;!.'(l.abiy proved. Itjcfy/in this 
inlltncc cleaiJy piovcd, by tlie tacit ac- 
tpiielct-nee of Mr. II.if. mgs, and by a Jong 
unbroken chain of cii cumflaniial evi¬ 
dence, that he had cotruptly leceivcd from 
the Munny Begitm a lack and a half, or 
15,000!.; and th.at i.i conf.quarce of this 
biibe he lii-.d dilbheyelthe oi.iers of the 
Court cl Di'eciois in appointing her to 
an oflice (01 whitli !!,e wjs not qualified 
and in lupportmt; iicr in abuJci, re-ap! 
poinlirg l.tr when removed, and delav- 
ing the redi'£tiun of the i-flablifliment 
whenexpitlsly oidcred by bis employers, 
lie cams next to fj.-.-ak of tbe PrU'ems 
received by Mr. Il.ikiiigs fubfequent to 
tlie Aft of 1773, which exprellyptolilbited 
the Company’s fetvants from leceivipg 
Pieicnts frem the nadves on any pretence 
whatever. The incaiiing of this law was 
clear ; and although the maxim hrnoran- 
tin If^h ntminem fxcij'nt was cleai, j\t, 
feeling that the flnft application of it in 
all cafes might be hailh, he was happy to 
find that it had been alw.iys coiidrueJ, 
both by the Diicft.iis and tlieit leu ants, 
as he thought ii ought to be conflrited. 
It had indeeii been (h'ted, that, accordin'* 
to the inannus of India, an interior ntvei* 
appioachcd a Itiptrior without a Picftntj 
and tiierefore it might rcafoiiably be 
doubled, how f.ir it was confiftent with 
found policy to ad'.ieic in all calcs to the 
lileial meaning of the Ad, On that point 
foitiuiauly there was a dccilion. When 
Genet ai Chvering, Colonel Monli n, ard 
Mr. Francis, arrived in Iiuli.i, men to 
whole great ahiliites and inflexible ir?e- 
griiy India waspcihr.ps indcbti d for what¬ 
ever ot good goven.nmnt it now eniojuf, 
the quvlt'oii was luiuatcd In the Council. 
They wlic deckh l!y againfl .afetptirg 
Prelcnis on any pretence. Mi. Buv.fll 
thought Inch a'S were offiicd 1.1 confor¬ 
mity to the ciiftrm of the couiuiy too in- 
contidei jbic to be refilled at the Hazard of 
offii^uding or alarming thofeby whom they 
were offered. Mi. Haitings took a iniddie 
coutfe, and faid, they might be i.xeivcd, 
provided they were appli,d to the ufe of 
K. the 
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tlie Prefents ctiargfin tlie Sixth Ar* 
fide 5 be(faure it w.is $ tranlhilion which, 
though not exaflly of a fimilar nafme, 
tended to throw light on the lul'j £1 of 
thofe Ptefents. In February ijSt a 
prrfent of ten lacks of i I'pee'* had lieen 
ofFercil to Mr. Haftings by the Vizier, 
through the agency of Mi. iCluMIe'.oi’, 
Xhe proof of thisutTei was fmind in M'. 
Haltings's inlhn^iiuns to Mi'jo; F.’iiiki, 
whicli did not appiai on t'le Minnies of 
the Supreme Council till Oclobtr J7‘?3. 
.The piotluflion of tlioi'e ir.ltl^•^tlons at 
the Council Board was the flid intimaiion 
given to h's cclicagiics «.f fuch an efier 
having been m.ide« am', among otlier rcH- 
fons for di’clini’ig the Prcinil, tie fani, his 
acceptance of it at that paiticular pcr'od 
might appear to proceed Ironi an intcieih.l 
motive; but, led llie Vizier ihouldcon- 
filler the refitfal as a inaik of difpic.ili.ie, 
added, that he would accept the Prifer.t 
tor the ufe of the C-impany with as i.iucli 
ihankfulnefs as if giviti to himftif. 'I be 
Managers me.mt to contend, tb i ihe 
otfer having been fo long ititnL- bclott it 
was publicly refuful, Ic-lt a bad 
lion on the minds of Middleton and n lac 
fervhnts of the Coinp.iny, svl.o knew I’.ai 
it had been made; ai'.d ih: nicde nf ic- 
}e£liitgit, a bad iH'p-.eiiion on ti-.c "'ni d of 
the Vizier. The il.'!.iy of liie jet 

Vts Company’s Icivint*. an csa' c.v of 
donfidering the icic’^on of a ri.K.n j ot 
as a point ofcbfdii'ni.c to vu A'f . t i’ai ■ 
Imment and t'ne cr 'cis of the TinCuirf-; 
for, among all his real'ous for declin¬ 
ing it, that was iiever mentioned, but as 
a .natter of policy ami cttoice. And li e 
mode of refi ling, without icferencc' ta tj'e 
law, proilitceii t. fimilar ch'.ci on the miad 
of the Vi/iei, to vi horn it v. ouid liavc l-nn 
Very uftfii! and i!i5po..:i.,t i-.'r<iiinat:i-i!, 
that the Compaiiy’s Ibvnts weie tx. 
prel'riy jeftricU'-i hom accepiing any PTu- 
i'ciit whaievi-'i At of ihc iri..'yaf 

Chmiar, when the k^ zierS aflifus were 
gre<itly ('.i/irelu-ii, he Uni aucoot a Pn-fent 
of ten lacks. Why nje.'t a licond oft 
the pica of d!li..tvie::e.tr.iis ? V/aj it a 
proof ol ddinterede lnefs, to take oi,u Pre-, 
^ent, when il.s rsia,;! trojii "10111 it v^as 
ttken was ia iva.u .d iivi ei, in nccilllty 
fia urgent, as to bo et n •. for a d..rciice of 
llK,inoft unjuftifiablc exproitiiis ; end to 
refill's anothtr, when that nectfliiy no 
longer cxiftedf Tie apj.Kltpniion ex- 
prcflwl, ibai the V.zier niijvit con/ider the 
rcf'of;! as a nia'.k.f di.pl.al.iio, was a 
ftiongtirciUiiiptioa that Mr. Halfings was 
i-tthe iiSbit oi 'laJiing Pielents from him. 
Hi. condufl rcfpcctiug all the ot.hci Pie. 


fents was confident in this, tlt'athe never 
coi)nmur.icatcd them to his colleagues in 
Indij, and afterwards boafted of inform^ 
ing the Direflors. In his letter from Chel¬ 
tenham, he laid, that he could not com- ■ 
niunicate them to h's colUagues in Ccun. 
cil, for fear of incurring the imputation 
of 'courting favour by an oltentaiioii 
which he difiiaincd. Why did not the 
fame rea.*bn operate with regard to this, 
which he did not communicate to his 
colleagues, and nevrr to ih' Direilors at 
ail, .'f. far as appeand ? His combifl re- 
IpcCling the other Prefenis was—fiilt to 
take the money, thoti to applig or pretend 
to apply it ro the nl'e ot the Company, 
takir.j;; bonds for it to himfelf, am! fimlly 
to coiicea!, conloond, .'ind pciplex the 
names, fimis, and dues, as ilic means 
mo.'l: likely to elude cnquiiy and de- 
fcai inveifigaiioM. Htve, on ti e cun- 
liajy, his l.angu igc wa^-—“ Give not the 
money to me, give it to I'le Company 
a better courfe, to befnrr, ItaJ it been fol. 
lowed in eveiy oilier inftjnce. So niucii 
to lliew the bad example and the iii- 
coafiftiTcy of his conduil in this tranf- 
aeiicn. 

About Auguft 17S2 he ajwared to be 
much difplcafcd with Mdi. Middleton 
and Joliitloi', an ! oiabred them both un¬ 
til r a giiaid to Cilciitta. lohnlou he 
brought to iri.'ilt.ii ctitain fpecific charges, 
of which, advliiiig the Vjzier nut totranf- 
fer to tile Co'.jpiiiy the ten lacks offered 
to hir. Mailings,, was one. MiTjsjim- 
I'on admiiud the fact, and juftifii-d it by 
laying, that tlte aiTets in his hands being 
inie id d to pav the old debt due by the 
ViZicr to l.s C.’ump'.tiy, he would not al¬ 
low any new claim to be bionght againft 
them, knowing they were all the Vizier 
pi.ih! command. Mr. ILiliings aif.'rtcd, 
in itpiy, tniit i!ie ten lacks was no new 
ch ;ii, rill.! that lie believed aflets to pro- 
Vi.ia tor it !ia.! paiTed through Mr. Mid- 
dirtvii’.-i liands to Mr. Jolmlbn ; as, liow- 
tvtr, the (lid debt w.ib not all piovided 
for, he was not Ibny litu the ten lacks 
had not liven add. d to it. 'I’hus it ap-’^ 
peered tlir. a Picieiii, tlie legality of which 
was at all nines moie tit in cJcuhtful, had 
been arcepied .it a time when it might have- 
diltrcllid the Viz'er, and could noi.Hidufit 
t!ic Company, This trlsl Mr. Hafttiigs 
concluded in a in tnnei- in which he could 
not but wi:h Ins own might conclude^, 
Afier biinging I'.Ir. Johnion to 6a|culU^ 
under a guard with fixed buyot)et8,,,;if';.!w 
exhibiting a charge agi.inft Ijim as above, 
he Ifops tliort in the very beginning of the 
enquiry, and acqtiiM him 5 although, at the 

fame 
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fame time, he prorefTt-a to he morally ccr- 
tjjii that Mr. John'ujti had nffet:. iji) hij 
hands to the amotinl of the ten Ia«ks ; 
although he afterwards infiits on the fame 
•thing in his tcmarks on Mr. Middleton’s' 
defence j and no aceount of ihc money, 
tvhether rjceived or mt, was cvir pio« 
duetd by Mr. Joiinfon or any oiher per- 
•Ion, Thi'=, alihoiigh adduced only as a 
medium of proof, might have been cha-g- 
ed as a high nurdemcanor agsinft Jvlr., 
Kaftings ; that he, as G 'vernor Ciencia!, 
whole duty it «'as to liiper.ntcnd the con. 
di'tt of tlic irifeiior is, believing fncli 
a cliarge tu be true, dil'minc l it witlioot 
ciupiiry; that he never ex.itninid Mr. 
Middleton, who was tlien at Cilcuita, 
and could have proved the cliaige, if tiue ; 
and that he had in his pofllfiion a letter fioni 
the Vizier, which Ifaiiii lint the tin leeks 
had been dtinanded as a />/to the 
Company^ which he did not pioduce, and 
whicn appeared among the official pajiers 
till Mr. Haftings left India, but was now 
in evidence on theii Loidiliips (able. ' In 
this letter the Vizier, with great humility, 
reprefented that he was ojlc n 'Jiicd and t rm~ 
founded lo find hiiiiieit lo iiair.iflV(l and 
dirtrefl’ed, confidning that Mr. H'Ifmgs 
was his fritnd- Well might he b,i lb, 
when he had piirch.ifcd his 11 n i , J'liip vvitii a 
bribe of ioo,cooi. and the crier of another 
to the lame amount! Al ter ad, it did not 
appear ihatllic Viriv.!' had been dilTiiaded 
by any perion from peifiaing in th.e oifi..' 

made, ile did pt.'"! tt in it; lo tli.it 
the charge againft Mr. Jolidfon w’as as 
fiille, in faff, as h.s acipiittal was cnndiM 
H c was not only acquiired, hut loon aiter 
appo nied to an c JHcc of great iiiiH and 
emolument, by the ptrfoiv who was nio- 
rally ceitam of his gmlt. Suchcxcebi i,f 
candour could only be accounied for, by 
luppofing that Johnfon had a^fually got 
the mor.ty, tliat tiie cliaigc againlt him 
was nicieiy an expedient to obtain piompt 
payment; and il.at, a feltlemeut naving 
taken place to the laii^fatfion of Mr. 
Haftings, the inv]uiry was immediately 
dropped. Such condiivl as he had ftated 
vi'as utterly inexplicable, hut on the fiip- 
pofition ot a fmifter iindei ftanding be- 
tween the acculcrar.d the actulcd. 

On thole grounds the criminality of the 
tranfa£lion was apparent. Mucii might 
be added in aggravation, of wiiicli he 
Ihoiild notice only one or iwopoinu. Mi. 

‘ Middleton’s letter, containing the offer of 
Prelent, was never produced at allj and 
it was almoft ceitain that Mr. Haihngs 
teceived the offer of the focond I'jcfcnt 
.before he wrote his letter tbUieCiie^ois, 


giving notice of die firff. Wlien be fell 
himfrlfin fo cominuflicative'a (fate of mind, 
that he profefted to give an account not 
only of that Prefent, but of every other 
prelent he had received, one would have 
ii'.ouglit tliat be might have alio mentioned 
the iiitling circuniluucc of a new Prefent 
b.ing oiRreJ. He felt no ihame, as he 
lu'd bcioie ftated, i;i not being able tode* 
vclope the motives of a mind Itudiouftv in¬ 
tricate and niyifeilou..} hut he believed rlist 
Mr. M iitiii;i» meant to confound the two 
Pri len'.s, in order to keep both, if pofTiblej. 
or, at lead, the one undei cover of the other. 
One ch<ir..cur ran through all his tranf- 
tu'-iiosm r-.fpectii'g money j and, as Cicero 
laid of 1*0.lip. i, )i;Lil timplext nihil aper^ 
turn, r.iiitl hcne/luni — ilicie was nothiiig 
deal, roti..ng open, nothing honourable 
ill h'.i c<..ndii:l. 

Mr. Fo-c came next to the allegationt 
of tlie S-veuth Aiticle, lefpefliiigthe mal- 
ndmu.rtiaiionoi iiie Revenue. 'Phe ad- 
miniftiation of the R;vcniie w.is clofdy 
conneded with the Prdems, many of 
which wcie not received tiom Pnncc* 
an.l m. n oi hi h r.ank, but from colUdlors 
ai'd fanners of lind. J'heir Lordftiips 
had not lor,.,olten Uie names ot C.tifis 
aiid Aniieilori, and of iliaigrcat and dlof- 
liii.'iis name, Ciongc Oov:i>d Sing, vtiiiich 
alincft always appeared when Mr. l-Lift- 
iiigs liceivtd money. The charges on 
this head woie, t!ic iiiffitution of the 
Amneer.s, r.nd the abolition of thePro- 
v.acial Cuoncih. 

It was 111 evidence, that (he Court of 
Diredoi s confi.icii d ute Gove; .nor general 
and (.'oiii’cil .is i.ivcftid wita full power 
over the ilevenneby the A'S of 1773 j and 
t>;.i they Were not io giveihai power out ■ 
«'f iheirovvn hands. It was in evadence that 
Mr. ficitirgs unJeiitood the Ai\ in the 
laii'.c inaiuiei s and tlidt, when R fuited 
his piiipolLf, he didin 1776 delegate that 
I'owci by Cjipoii'.ting Auiikchs, with au- 
tl.oiiiy uK!tf,,tndeiu of the Council, tb 
ei.quiic into il.c vrdne ef the lands, to tall, 
foi iccorils .iiul documents, and tocompfr^ 
tiivir produilion hy coiporai pudilhiiwiti^ 
aiidioiiuiv. V/iio were depuAtaiies 
c'f tins e^ftiaordi'iiar'y coihfiViffion f Mr. 

Aiiclerlbii tind Ciungo Cuvind Sing— 
Congo Govii.d Siiig, who had bveiidir- 
inifted lioin the oftice of Dewan 10 '.lie 
C.ilc'Uita Coiixnittee, on proof and con” 
fcfjioii of a coniiderahie delinquency, the 
i'lftiumi-nt of receiving money tor Mr, 
llaftir.gs. This ftigmatized delinquent, 
this noioiious bribe-looker, he thought fit 
to employ as inquijitor-gcneral into tlijC 
propel ty, with power oyer the pe^pn eff 

W»y 
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ywy native., Such an appointment was 
in ititlf an a£i: o| (iclinq\Kitcy» on 
” i*bicb Ite might boldly call for judg¬ 
ment. ^nd, to take away all pretence 
that it was an enor in judgment, a decla- 
irafion of Mr. Flaftings was in evidenre, 
that the value <.f the lands was nicer- 
tainedf and thut the appointment of Au- 
meens was ulielefs and nugatory. Was it 
then poffihle to fuppofe diat it couM have 
been made but for corrupt purpoles ? 
Could a meafuie fo unp^ecelIen^d, ,'0 m- 
bilrary,-fo oppietTive, be juftiiiid upon 
any giound but that of the inoft cogent 
neceihty? Was JiecefTity ilitpleacf Mr. 
Hallings ? No—-he dil'ciaimed all necel- 
jEly, by decldiing the value of the lands 
to be properly afeertained ; and no rt-afun 
could be adigned for doing it, but a reafoii 
of guilt and criminality. Tlie Diiefluis 
beaid of this appointment with all tite 
I'urprize which their Lordllups iniglit 
imagine. Their rtniaiks on itwtic in 
evidence, difapproving, in the fl rouge ft 
terms, bo:h of the meafure and the per- 
fons appointed to catry it into cxictiiiun. 
To tiicfe he Ihould add" nothing. Let Mr. 
Haftings atone fur hiscondufl, not to his 
Ac(;urcrs the Commons, but to his Mai¬ 
lers the Court of Diit«or«. In all dit- 
tant Govitnmcnts, however wilely and 
camiuuliv guarded bylaws, much miili 
be conAded to the iiv.rgnty of ii\e 
Governors. If their Loidliitps liifrVred 
an a£l of difobcdicr.ee fo A.-.gran:, with 
corruption on the face of it fo glaring, to 
|>arsunp(inifl'.ed,lhey inightdevii'c fyitemr, 
they might ei.u^l: laws tor the good go- 
vernmeni of India j but they woiiid do 
moie mifehief by a Angle a6l of dii.ip- 
poinled juiiire, than any fyftem of go- 
vernment, than any code of laws could 
do good. 

He came next to the abolition of the 
Provincial Councils. It would liaidiy he 
denied, that it was the duty of the C< m- 
|>any'8 fervants to obey the Diiefiois. 

* On no iunjefl had their orders been more 
explicit, than on the colUclion of the Re¬ 
venue, Thry had exprelsly direfted Mr. 
Ha lings, if he tuund .he fyftnn ot Pio- 
sriiicial Councils iiiadcqu.ue, to draw t p a 
new plan, and irar.fir.it it to tlum lur 
their approbation \ but to make no al¬ 
teration without their concurrence. In a 
fobfeqiKnt Letter they infilled on his ad¬ 
hering to the letter ami the fpirit of this 
order. When Mr. Fiancis left India, 
Mr. Haftings meditated a total al'cri'iun. 
•If he looked ait’ne Acl of Faillainent, if 
lieltHlked a: the 01 dvrs of the Diieilors, 
be to tUf^U'e and intuit thcin. 


He aboliflted at one ftrokr (be I'rovinrial 
Councils, and gave' to a new Committee of 
Revenue the whole management of the 
Revinue. This wasindifputably contraiy 
to the Ail of rarliament, and contrary to^ 
tlieoideis of the D.reilois; and on this 
alone he might call tor judgment: but 
beyond the crime, there was ciicumfianre 
on ci:'f.i;tnftancb to prove corruption of 
the Ail. ^ 

In tlie Arft place, it was contraiy to 
his own opinion of right, a lliong pre- 
Ihmption ot guilt, as appeared by his 
own leltei <if Match 17S5, in w’hich he 
llatfd the danger of innovations iti^ the 
inanagcmciu of tneRevenue,and exprefled 
himierf I'o well fatisfted with the I’yltem of 
Provincial Council, that he advtfed the 
Diieflors to apply to Faili.riiiLiii to get 
it eftabliflted by law. This fvIK'in, fo 
approved of in 1775, in 1776 he de- 
llioyed, root and b;.nKh, agauili law, 
agaiiilt ordeis, agaiiiil his owm IblLinii 
opiitior. It.: nd.xd found a icaiuii latil- 
fd.''Lory to huiiiclf, .13 he was always ve»y 
calily latisAed of the propriety of his own 
ails, vir. that the Piovincial CouiiciU 
were only pitlimmaiy to a better fyitem 
to he g.adually iitliuduccd. Was this 
leifnn conlilteiit with a total aholition I 
IJiil he anoihei rcafon in tefeivc. 
Pile membeit. oI ihoic Councils were be¬ 
come facUous, and incapable of execut¬ 
ing the duties ot their iLl'peiitve oillccb ; 
and iheicio e l.e diveltecl them of their 
tnill, and gave peiifions ti' Itimj;, and 
i>. w ainioi..iincnls to the r. ft, btc.iuJiTtky 
t‘’ert dtJtHtJfid jut no fuuh of their own ; as 
It ta .Moil iniU been a t^ii iiiie to a penfton, 
Slid incapacity tlie hell qiia'iAcaiion for 
an olAcc. 'J heir Lorditiips had htfaid 
from iVir. M'xm, Mi. Youitj', and even 
l:om Mi.And.-ilon and Mr. "bhorc, that 
biibcs received liom Ke.ltnm and otheis 
had been matter ot public >urn ur befutu 
Mr. Haftings thonglit piopei to make any 
difcloferc of lium. broiit tlie niome>.t 
t't.ii tile Piovir.cijl Con.icils diicuvered 
that biilKS hint been diawu front their 
rU, eilive provinces, they became fac¬ 
tious and ini.ip.ibie. Some were io' 
wCiVk as to believe, others (b faitious as 
to propagate what they bclieyed. All 
weie tainted—iheie was no remedy to be 
found, and he decided at once, away wif& 
them ulugetber. 

Next the mode in which the gencrpl 
Coinnfiittee of Revenue was conitituied 
was equally ohjeilibnable. It confiltcd of 
four Membcis, with iaiaries to the amdlii^ 
of 501000I. iliree of whom were Mr, 
At'dci'lpn, Mr, Sbote, and Mr. Ci-oti*, 

whom 



whom their LorJihlp# recolleft 

Mr. Haftings had iletcfVed in an error cf 
t50,ocol. in dating the Nabob's ac¬ 
counts as Accountant. The office otyju- 
P^riniendant oi' the Chancery Records, an 
lolfice of tntft and contn iil, was aboliffi- 
ed, and its powers tian<--jeiTrd to the 
new Committee; and it was well woiih 
obferving, that the office at that time yi'as 
filled by Mr. Dnc.ircl, a man, hv all 
arcoiinis, of eminent infegiiiy, ablliiy, 
ari'J cxpeiieoce. A niajoiity of tins 
Committee was to decide in all cafes, (I'.c 
Prefident having the carting vote when all 
the Members who pve'ent. 'l‘he Gover* 
nor-gential and Ctnincil were not to m- 
teilcre, except when expref'ly appealed 
to; and it was fpecially providctl, that it 
was not nocelTtry to itcoul every differ¬ 
ence of opinion that might arii'e. The 
whole power of the Revk.i-.uc' was thus 
transferred from the Supreme Council 
to the Committee, and caie was u.ken 
that no means liiould be left of invdli- 
gating its tranfnttions. To this Com¬ 
mittee Gungo Govind Sing was appoint- 
ecT Dewan by Mr. H.-ftings and Mr. 
Whelc-r in Council. Heie appealed the 
tiue caufe of the whole change. The 
Provincial Councils had been abo- 
liihed, and the new Committee eie6icd, 
that this creature of Mr. Kaffings, this 
inffrument of peculatiuii, might have the 
whole Revenue in his power. A fiibor- 
dinate office was abolifiied, becaufe the 
perfim who held it might be a check <jii 
jJ’-! tt;ndu6l of the Dewan, toprevnt Jif- 
putet. To deftruy contruul, was in'Jeed a 
good method to prevent difputes, but ill 
calculated to re.'train jiccuJaiion. The 
new Coinmirtte was thus wholly inde¬ 
pendent of the Supreme Council, and 
compoidl of n.embers wiiolly unfit. But 
it fignified little who wete the members; 
by a paper in evidence, wriiten by Mr. 
Shore, and confirmed by him now, it was 
proved, tliut they were mre tooh in th* 
hands of tbeii Dewan, I'he Oovernor- 
General and Council divefteil themfclves 
of power, not to veft it in Mr. Andeilbn 
and Mr. Shore,- but in Gungo Govind 
Sing, ill whufe Innds ibey were mtie tool'. 
The Committee, by the evidence of Mi. 
Shore, the friend of Mi. Haltings, ami .1 
member of the Committee, wrnt thmugb 
ihs bujinefs ; but to prtttnd that thty did rtolly 
nxecutf it, would ht folly andfalfthood, I'o 
attempt to add any (lung to theie and the 
other proofs contained in Mr. Shore's 

_iniiie, would be wafte of time. From 

^at he bad pioved, he bad a light to 
tCuine, chat Mr. Hartings cunttituted 


Gungo Govind Sing paramount over all 
the Revenues of Bengal, with bis own fon 
fur his Deputy, fo cq;etul and curious Was 
he to remove every obrtacle to his mea. 
fores, every pr.flTibiHty ot detefting his pe- 
cui.itions, conitiary tu law, cuntiaiy to his 
orders ; and liiis after the Direftois had 
cxpiell’-d their indignation at the appoint- 
nieiit of Gungo Govind Sing to the office 
of Aiinicen. 

Theic was only, he faid, one fort of 
defence which could be let up by the piU 
foiicr tu winch he iiii>uli| be at a lofs for 
an arfwer, and it was tlieiefoie a-defeHce 
whicli he muff deprecate.—Itf might be 
aigued for him, that it was unfair to 
diaw a criminal inference from his dil~ 
oljcdience ot the orders of the Couri'of 
Direftors, becaufe difubedicnce of their 
oulcis was his fyftem—his conrtanr, regui 
Jar, and unlfomi c.n;rle of government— 
the fouiidation on which he had built ht,$ 
adiniuiftiaiion—ami fioiu which to draw 
particular inferences wuuid be unfair.—* 
That no initrencc could be drawn from 
a man’s riling in the muruing and going 
to bed at night, or from his taking his 
rrjrsffs in the couife of the day at his 
iilual houis,—“Do not,” they might lay, 
*' diaw conciufions liuin that wnieli was 
unifunn and regular—it you can find any 
deviations I'lom his ulual coutle, any in* 
Itance in which he paid obedience to the 
orders of the Couit of Diieftory, or in 
which he legulated Ifiir.lelf by the laws 
of his couiitty, any inference that you can 
diaw ftom thence will be fair, becaufe the 
calewiil be p-articular ; but you muff not 
fay, tiiat tbiN abuie was commitied, or this 
misfortune w.is incuired, becaufe ]Mr. 
U.dtings dilbbeyed the iniii unions lent out 
for his goverument; he alway.s diloheyed 
his inlti'ii^iuiishe difobeyed ficqueiuly 
without a motive —When he had (wo 
ways of obtaiuing the fame end, he ne* 
ver chofe the courfe whkli iluy Ivad pre- 
ftiibed, mertly becaule they bad pre- 
Icnbed it. It was the principle, fpirir, 
and I ule of his govcrnineni; ami tivei efore, 
to draw inferences horn it would be tin- 
haiullome and unf.iir.”—“ I,” faki Mr. 
Fox, “ Mr.H'dllings's Counfvl lliouid think 
proper to let up this defence, I muft f’a'tly 
cuhtets mjf.ll unable to refijte it.'*—It is 
uiiaul’weiable ; it is a tiiuh which every 
one who crnicinplau s ll-.e Adminiffranon 
of the De>eiulani muff implicitly acknow¬ 
ledge. Heceirainly did not deviate ftom 
that couill-,—and therefore this is the only 
Defence winch I dread, and which 1 n.et^« 
tion only for the lake of dep: re.-ning.” 

A Member of the Cuuncii (he tbout b , 

he 
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Mr. Macplicrlbn), had ca’- upon earth, and which he gave to th® 
led Gur^ts Govind Sing the native Chan- worft. 

cdfof ofthe Excheqtfrr of Indi.% Thi'< Mr. Goodlad indeed was tlie Biitiih 
would give their Lurdlhips fbme idea of RelWenl; and Devi Sing was the Sub 
the extent of the power and influence of Colleftor. Of tlie ioimer, they had. th^ 
this perfun. Tliey well knew what was amhority of the Defendant himfelf for 
taeant in this country by the Cnancel’or faying, that he was utterly unable e'thcr 
of the Exchequer. He was a gieat public to ditcover or to cuntroul the enormities 
officer, poffcffing the confidence of his of the latter. Mi. Fox read a paflaac to 

Sovereign, ami * who ou^iv, ai bad, to fliew this, where tl e Defendant had Did, ^ 

enioy-the good opinion of" tlie country } that fucli werc the talents for cunniuo; 

hut Me. Maoplieribn meant not by ill.; and concedniciit of Devi Sing, that it 

fermjtoiiplutndte that Guisgo Govir.'J Sing was inipo/rible for Mr. Goodlad to pe- 
was any decree to be coinpaie I lo'he netiatc through hla artifices and detect 
Chaitcl!Tlor of tlie F.xc! eqiier of England, his ciiornntic.i. I !ic enormities^ of Devi 
orrothcFinance Minii'c-Tofuny riiiiopean S-ng their Lorddiips had prevented them 
Goveniment. In Engfind, think l-Ua- fioin introducing jnto tlie proof, and aji- 
ven! the Chancellor of lilt Exchequer plying to the Defendant. However he 
was a refnoiifiblc Miniftti-, fiibje6i to the migiit lament ibeir heing denied this 
irifp'^ilioii, check, coniroui, and ccnl'ure proof, it was not his btifinels then to dif- 
of Pailiament. He h.it! julfly gr«.aliank, )'Utc the Refclution of the High Court, 
higli ftntion, and powe.I’nl iiiflitence in Tbo CounlcHor the Defendant had, upon 
thccoiintiy; hut be had not tlie pnw.r this fwbjefl, invoked the judgment of their 
ofextoition and rap ns, nor the pntil.’ge Lijs'dniips,aiid the vengeance of Almighty 
of iri'efponfibility. Yet, liniittd as he w.is, God, not on their own heads, but on tlie 
what would be laid in Englaiui, if iiis bead of their cliext, it the enormities of 
Majeity were to appoint a psilon to the Devi Sing, as ftated by his Right Uon. 
office of Chancellor of the ExciieqiKi, Friend, fhoukl be proved and brought 
who had been convifl d of p.ciiui.iiy lion e t.j him. lie knew not bo’-v the De¬ 
fraud—who had fieeii removed from of- fer.dant might lelifh liis pact in this ini- 
iice for pecul.'itioii .:nd piovcd didionefly. piecat on wiiicli the Counfel had made ; 
In the worll times of this counity, lb but in anfwer to it, if tiie time (hould 
glaring and fo bold a thing had never come when they were fairly permitted to 
been done. But .indeed no M.niftcr 'of ' ci-ine to the pi oof of thofe enormities, he 
Finance in any one of tlie European Go- would, in his luin, invoke the molt li- 
vernments could, fiom the cxiein of his gorctis jufticc of the Noble Lor ds.^ and 
power, give us any aJei|uaie id-a of ilic the full vcngc.ancc of Almighty GodpTTJt 
office of Giiiigo.—In every one of the li- on the head of his Right Hon. Fticiid, 
mited governiTienls of Ikiiope, monar- but on his own, if he did not prove thefe 
chiral, d^^mocratical, or mixed, ilie officer enoimities, and bring them home to the 
. who had the management of tlir Revenues Defendant, in tlic way in wliicIi bis Right 
was refooiifible to fome pooer or other Hon. Friend had chargedilicin yponhim j 
for th<* executicn of his office. 'I'lie m- and tliis he pledged himfelf to do, nndu: 
five Chancellor of the Exchequerof India, an impiecation on himfelf, as folemn as 
on the coiuiary, had iio lefponfiiiility, no the Coiinlll had invoked on their client, 
'check', no cnntmul. Sixty provinces In the mean time, though they were 
weie dclivcicd over to him, to pillage, debarted troin detailing tlieie enoimities, 
plunder, ai.d opprefs as be tlicngiit fit. it vi as free for iliem to argue generally 
He was a tyrant of the moil comp'etc fiom their known and acknowledged 
and perf e^f kind.—Unlike the fame officer exihcnce. It was fair for him to con- 
in Europe, who had to collefi the Reve. tend, that the fyiiem for the cofleilipr, qf 
luies by prrfCTibed means, it was his bu- the Revenues adopted by the Defendant, 
finefs to extort money by every poffibie and put into fuch hands, was necvifai ily 
' art, and in every poirible way.—He was a fyltem of oppretnon and tyranny, 7'he 
to feize upon money whemver he could unhappy people had a triple rent lo pay, 
' find it* waste force the miietablc They had lo pay a iyu to the Company— 
pjBoplc by torture to open their rtceffirs, a rent to Mr. Hailingsj and a reiii 
and to deliver u;> their Inft pittance.— Gungo Govind Sing j—the latter, bavi^jj 
fiiP/pli .was the fort of office which the this to obtain from them by means ftp 
l^itqdanl creaied-i-arming it with an which he was not accountable, was bltf**' 
power which ought h:,t to have to pra^fife every toriuie which ingendt^*^ 
|pifi:-ti‘ufted.ia the hands uf the belt man could itiyeut,ui' lembrlelefs cruelty inflilk 

As- 
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According!.^, they found that enonnitie^ 
were cotnmitred, which EngliHi ears would 
abhor to hear,, and Engh/n hearts'fhi inl; 
tofnlFer. If; wquld naturally be believe^* 
that the Uefendantl. having laboui^ l‘o 
hard, to accompliih his. purpofc in fettling 
Gungo Govind Sing in thi$.iectjre,poft»dia 
not fail to profit from tHe ettablifliment he 
had madei li was fai?. to conclude that 
he had taken bribes^ after this irrelponfi* 
bility was created^ becaiife he had taken 
bribes before, where he was ,fu,bje^ to de- 
tcQion, to cenfure, and punihimept.. It 
was proved on him, that be had received 
a bribe fram Dinagepure through Gu/igo 
Gevind Sing—>hat he had received a bribe 
from Nudeah ihrougli the hanils of Gungo 
feovind Sing—that he bad received a bribe 
fromiCeileram tiirough the hands of Gungo 
Govind Sing. Thelc were proved,becaulh 
sthefc liiree province^ wer? fold, and the 
bribes reettved, btfore tfic Committee 
bt R^eiuie was .appointed, and whichj 
tlitrefore, He had it not in his power 
to conceal,. He had taken thefe when 
all the cheqitcs were in force. Was tt 
to be believed that tlie moment he had 
broke down all the dykes that prevented 
the full torrent of his rapacity, that he 
from that moment ceafedio beVap^ious ? 
Would it be believed, that having fold 
three provinces out of the fixty fietore.he 
had broken down thofe dykes, .and re¬ 
ceived the .bribes from the hands of hje 
favourite Gungo Govind SingJ that he did 
no't fell the fifty-Icven that remained, and 
'which he-had delivered oVer in full prd- 
wrty to Gungo, to be treated hy him as 
he pleafed if No one bribe was difcoveixd 
fubfequent to this appointment (except, 
indeen, that of Nbbkiilen, which flood on 
dillinA grounds)) and indeed none could 
be difeovered, for he had, cbhipletely de- 
firoyed theineans of deteflion. 

Would it be faid, that there was 
^mething in the frame ail'd lempcra- 
incnt of the Defendant peculiar to Ijiin- 
felf, and of which we could form no 
judgment from cur knowledge bf the 
quality of human haturfc m general ?-^ 
Would It be faid, that he was guilty of 
crimes to obtain power which he did not 
mean to abule f-s-Wduld itbc faid; that 
he plundered, peculated, and was coifupt, 
iherb was danger in commit- 
crijnes j.and that the moment 
M could pra^ile plunder, and pecotaiion 
r Iw'Vt ne dildaircd to do fo fi-iWould all 
^•■ttues of the Di^jendant he al'crib(d 
«i)Iy<to his.defpera.ie firayery ?r—That he 
• for the riik which he 

run m acceding them^ and that the IqVc 
.bt wedlih, and the Jtvarice bf'gdin, had 

Part III. 


no,fbare in the fyfiem of his government ? 
Suclt reafoning as this mull be reforted 
Ut, before it could be j>clieyed that he 
ceafed. to, take bribes,' the ynoiheiit that be ■ 
fettled his infirument in a ftation 
which enabled him to take tttem with ini- 
punityl Let us qbierve jiis fituation be¬ 
fore {lus.appointmeati aiid after it. He 
was, previous to this .apjioihtnimt, in a 
Rate of continual embarrafsihent and 
alarml . He was fubjeci to fufpicion and 
dhteftion .of every .terip. He vys t|^azed 
vvith quefiions by the Courtof.^ 
vvhich he .was perplexed to arvl. 

" Vou cajl upon me ((ays be) to^^ount 
for io,eool. received hci-e^ and jo.ocol. 
received there,-^and it is fo long ago, 
that 1 do not remeinber wKy t lot-k the 
fnms, or whj' I concealed tucni } but I, 
n.o doubt; had a r^fon at the time boili 
for taking-and for concealing them.” He, 
was pejftered with theh; enquiries. His 
own liters involved hi n itill further s 
for, what he wrote at one time, he forgpf 
md contradi£li»i at another ; he could 
not bear to be fo teased and piovoked-^ 
he was too much of a gcntletit-ah to keep 
accounts in the Uetir melhodicaj way ie< 
qtiiied by his plodding eritployers; ni;d 
therefore, to get rid .at piicc of q-ael-1 
tions; fufpicions, and detefiioii, he let u|f 
this new iy(^em-. Then, ail at once, he 
became moilei-ate, juil, and extipplaiy i 
thei'e was no longer any power that could 
enquire into his cnndi.ot, and liis conditfl 
was no longer cotrupt I It was net in la- 
tionaf men to believe, that he wh«> bad 
been guilty of fuch fcandaious and dirctfl 
peculation . at a time vvhen bis crimes 
were ftibjcA 'tt-ferutiny and pumfhinent; 
(hoiijd, in the very inflant Uiat l;c had 
cOnliituted a lyllem ibr pkeutating in 
fafety, have ceaied to profit from the bidlti 
expedient. 

Mr. Pox here drew to a conclpftoti. 
faidj he had many apologies to make to 
their Lordlhip^ for having occupied fo 
much of th^ir tirite} but the neceuity f«| 
reading lb milch of the eVideoce-^fon 
quptiqg it in fo many paH^ts-^haJ 
atdivn turn into length. AtTbe Lml 
time, tbat h.^ niighvmortcb their laboc 
. and his qVim, he. liad in .many parts ri 
ferred only to the evidt;;^; He trud 
to their jullice, (tl^t they woidd^^tltl; 
give^ him Credit fur having 
quoted what he had referred them tb, 
that they would tkfcmfelves refei* to 'i 
places, and fte tfia^ ^he conclufions he bi( 
drawn were fairly deduced from the pr| 
jni&s. . He alfo hoped, from their jvuiti 
that duty would be anxious to fupply a^ 
pbini which be might have omitted, f 
i. »ru| 
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trufted* they would carefully pewfe the 
eyidelrciJ^ ^lid enlighten their underftand.* 
ingsi', ipvhere he hid failed firoth ^ant of 
diligence or from whritof memory to ifo it. 


wilhSaiidini 


He would liriefly enumerate what had 
I'cetv teoved in this paii of the Charged 
rgainlt the Defendant. 

They had JiroWdi that the Elefendaht 
hid received fiOm the Munny Beguin a 
lack and a halfi and that it was ftfonglf 
fiifpefiled he had received two lacks mnre^ 
ptior to the Aft of *773. 

They had proved, that he had appolht- 
ed the Munny Begum to the guardianihtp 
of the infant Nabob, contrary to the 
tvprcfs inltruftions and orders of the 
Court of Diuftors, and that he had pcr> 
tilled in keeping Her in the faid officb. 

They had ptoved, lhal he had djctayed 
to reduce the eiiablifbment of the Nabob 
when ordered fo to do ;-»and that he had 
Jiiinfclf confefied, that his poftpohing fuch 
leduftion fqr a time would hhiie been 
purehal’ed by large Prefents. 

' They had proved, that he had receiv^ 
340,000!. in bribes of difiefent kinds 
. fub^quent to the Aft of 1773, and before 
the appointment of a Coraminee of Re> 
That the defence which be had 
fet up for the receiving of t^hefe bribes, 
namely, that they were received for the 
CJompany, was no juftifi'eation of him, 
ttud was i'alfe in faft. That in the only 
jjsftance in which he had refilled a bribe, 
.hip ebnduft' in declining the oiler was 
^uBle, perplexed, and trandulent t aiid 
. fire r^fo»Ovbieh,he had alRgned, incon> 
' fifhent with the doiSenee be- had- fet up for 
his accepting of ail the ‘other hi ibes. 
Ttey had proved, that, he had illegafly 


tTlTnTf7«yo^nntmiT1 


iuplaitccs uhder which luhad appointed 
|jfm, and particularly the perfhns whom 
■ei* highly fii/picioiis, 
indicated a dotrttpt intention. 

that he bad aboliihed 


JtDCT iTf.W.'.VAM 


iroVhiCtat' Councils, of, which he had 
and againft the'direft 
qf pilteftors. 

ey.j hid'proved, thdt he 1^ intro* 
rdliqed 0 Aiddeii and entire ch^e into the 
vindde n.collefting the Revenue, ahlfimgh 
Jip bqif^^hired it as his opinluii, that the 


l^ngitd^'hy Upw and graduai degrees. 

dj^ this by eretlirig a new Corn- 
aid^/to whom tie ghv 4 pavers'iheon- 
BUitK the -Aft of Parliment 3 and 


he noihfitally.invefted in fbor 
.^'ribnli pQ'^t's, beieaiiy hppm'ntcd 
liuhe^ Gd^lii'd *Sing dJewim, wtth the 


vihufiy contifted of fraud lit ap i'nf^^l 
ftiiiion. • ■ - ‘ 

'If thfe; Concurrlhg force of all thuib 
proofs did hpl convince their Ldrdlliips of 
the Charge which they had made agaht^ 
the Defendbht—‘that he was aftiiatcd by 
a eorrtipt prin,ieip1to in the giivemnteht ot 
Bengal, atjld that he was guilty of nOtd* 
rtoua bribery and pTculaiioni the prolb* 
cution of which lea him to the commif* 
fibn or to tte counlennice ofthe gteatblt 
enoftSlhi,es, not onb of which could be ac¬ 
counted for by the principles which would 
have guided the rational coHddft of an 
innocent man—he was Aire that no words 
of his—HQ energy of language—rio powers 
of perAtafion, however Srong, 
the inllueiKe. He wouhl, theief^KKiV e * 
left the whole here to their Lord^^R but 
that he thought he fbuuld take'S^e of 
fome tilings which had been urgeoin tli!e 
defence of Mr. HalHngs, and which be 
hdd opiitted to 'animadvert on in the re* 
view of the Evidence, 

It h»i been faid, that by the appoint* 
ment of the Committee of Revenue, there 
had been an increafe of ^ revenue.' If th*4 
were true,-it certainly Would heao joftih* 
cation—the faft was not fi>. Bbt he 
wolildexamine the aiTcrtioii fairly. The 
year in vthich the Comiininee was ap. 

E iihted was a bad year, hnd it migh't-^ , 
id that the influence of the Committee " 
Was not fclt. Compare the three next 
years of the Revenue with fhe three yeSfrg 
immdiately preceding the appointment, 
and it will be found that they came three 
beks fliort—Take an avera« of four 
years, and it was nineWen ia^s flroit^ 
Kwn hwe then the defence Was felfe 3 
but it was Hill more Weak wbSeh we 'came 
to confider that this^Was a cdfoparifcia of 
one bad inoitutibn oftheSefohdant, badly 
cdndufted-^wttb aho^worle inflitiitioa 
'Of hth, 'woirfis condu^. Snt tt'kr thfe 
kvera^ bl the three years of the Retbnuk 
,tthder the Committee, and cohtpkTe H 
With ih« flime average when there stbh b 
ma^hy t^ Defepd^ fo tha 

•Supreme CMiicit, aijd th« artrabiit falfo ^ 
Ihort forty lacks a year. jA 

^ Thus (ebn'ti'nned'Mr. Fbx) 
defonceis TiHej but, if it weretMH^ 
^^^coittend that it is. ^ yufti'flcatiiy|y'jn 
' would' be ftaiidalotia'^ 

, itieans by which Revenue ebuhd 'be ex* 
torted flrmn'’tlie |k<^te waa 
provided ih'atan ilvlrealh Vvili|. 

thereby proctifod,**' ™ i 
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fiMjdMt .'vaH that after th« apporntwem 
<»f tlb CominiMee of H«venue the eX'a 
peM«» wisre grjeatfir, jwhicU acco^nted for 
.110 more coming into the £xchec|uer f>f 
Ibe Company, ttiough- much more was 
P«td by tbcipeople. ‘‘ .Goitd-God !” ex- 
c^imed Mr. Fox, it poffibk that fuch 
f defeace cafi be fee nji in ttie pretence of 
fhe Comnops Houieof Fudiam.c^ j~{s 
, i| poihble that any m tn O^ould ftand up 
owailay,'* The prubner is nu* tobUme for.- 
jitH having filled the colliers of the publkS 
^hat arofe from the number of 
titat he had to pay-1 but though he did 
not' fill the Company's Sxebequer, he 
completdly emptied ttie pockets of the 
people.*'—It was'anunheardlo* it 

was i btw-ft that deferved the execratiioii 
•f aieryxood man. ' Letitbe umlerltood 
wha^s principle of Indian finance. 
Leti^-y Member go down a^d tell his 
Xop^ifeats the new daftrine, The per. 
/hQion :of finanewring coniifis not in ilie 
{quantity c>f Revenue which goes into the 
ftmlic R-xebequer, but in the quantity 
tvhich is taken out of the private pockets 
of the people. We mufi go back to fchool 
^gain, and unlearn aH that has .been 
us. We have ever been oiai^ to 
JbeUeve, that that only is the true mode of 
,^Hanciering which brings the gmattft 
pofi^ble proportion of what is taken from 
■the piwate tHto the public pprle 1 ^d that 
jRe venue is not the end of goodgovernmenti 
•jhut tbi: means. .One wmild imagine that 


wholelbme truth, that if ^this.ab. 
(urd defence of ftheir 8 *were true, it is 
no juftifijatipp; thaj: though moremoney 
might be prucuretl b/ the appointment 
of Oungp Qovind Sing, it was no good 
reafon for the enurniiti^s he committed; 
for no pifiwer on-earth ha-^ ao-ight to take 
m>>hey trom the people without-givtug to 
that people protection; abd where, in. 
fieaJ of the true and mutu^tl relation thajt 
ought -to ftiofid between the governor and 
ti.e governed, the lat^r. are delivered over 
t(. rtie power of fu^li a tyrant, a bieacli is 
made in tl^e .fit ft piincipies of fociety j 
and the Governor who fo abufes bis tjuft; 
cunimits a Kandaious outrage and a high 
crime. The very acl of (ucli appoint, 
ment indicates a corrupt tmeatiutv and 
flwws a predetermined deiign of abetting 
the itoiTors that are likely Ip follow." 

Mr. l^vx faid, he would not lunger de. 
tain the ULigh Coiut. Ho was coa$dent 
that he had only to iuppUcate their Lord* 
ftiips to an attentive peiufal of the evi. 
deneej for on that review their indigna. 
tion muft be aroufeci, and their juftice in¬ 
duce Uiem not only to find the Jbefendant 
guilty, bnt to infti 6 t on him as fevere a 
punimment as they ever had P'^tlfed on any 
perfon convidled before them of High 
Crimes and Mifdemeanors *•' 

As foon as Mr. Fpx concluded, the 
Coonfel for Mr. Haftings uiformcd t|b 
Court, that Colonel Rulier, whom, 
conlent of the Managers, they propdra m 


inehad^enceforthePefeudantmufthavp <k htae e/li on-behalf of theiJ 

!•._.s^ - ih^ 1 .. r* s« ^ __ _ ' 


client, after waiting in town two yehrS] 
hjid-departed hmjrjierdiff. , ' 

Tjw Qovi;t rofe at halt pafl; four, ^ 
Titeir Lord&ips then adjourned { atn^ 
the bold Chancellor having relumed tlu 
Wuulfack ill the Uouie 
further confiihu'ation o'f the TciaL^ 


ooipe from the Managers, and not from 
his own .Coupfet. ‘ Ry nJIrange iuverfion 
-,pf all£ur.opean realbningy.'diey think that 
we nrc nut to form any ^iiqate of the 
, value'of a fyftem of .finance from the 
.qusintkyof moocy brought into theTrea. 

. 'fury-,but-fromtbf film fqwieaed from, the . . 

jpeople. They are only anirious to prove Warien Raftings, Efq. was upon roa 
thatdie.mifcFahiepeople wmweUfieteed; put off mini the jrnsT Tv^sp^X 
,for, acconluig to tbem| lUvenueis not msxt Sx-sszodof PAR^iAUBitT, a^.‘ 
.she means of government, but ,tiie end. meflage lent to the CqiIi.mqns 
I -rnff tbqr -wUlbe taught better,, J truft theov.th^wii^i. 

PaeMiwBHT'PAstAcBs in bib-. Foxh Uasacav 
* Peth^ po e^her man than Mr, Poxcould have rendered fo latigoiog afobjeA,' as d 
up dr the evidwee on Mr. Ha<Hngs*s' Tnal, hi thpfiUs^lffi iprO(i^|^d| 
' clqirot, station, or incite his hearers to.tiidmvuice of us-'lM^n^ " 

' ^ Thkt aniiiW this harttn wafte foibc ht^py wanderings of the flney ml|^t cheer a|ur,j 
' '.th^Who knew ^,^011 wUf eafily'btdieve. Such ea^ld never purfiis 

f‘ i^Wtl^ 5 pbif't'khdRtvrfcenceofWi'nid»W,''t^ pi^odigBlitybi-^" 

. that mhft iUttminate and einbeUUh wherever men phjJofophize and feel.. 

'tfjpoflT tWifompAri&nhf^ ta& withthofe pf bl Moltt 
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ff 'f hp expul^on of Prints, the deftruflion of KingdonnSf the d^ohtioii of Provinfw^ 
?h« InfAiabIc thblt of AmMtion drying up the fountains of Fertility, and withering all the 
gfewing beneiiccDcl of Nature-while at its hoivid inarch the very foil flekened with accii* 
niulating difatter and difmay—thefe weie fubjtfts which, fpringing ‘from a fe^id mindf 
cYung about the heart, and riveited attention in horror. ' ' ' 

* ■* I (faid \fr|'/ax) have no fuch feducenients for captivation—Ail 1 cap hope for is 
the fair icduenoe of Fad, and the relifllers' majelly of Tiuth—fuperior to all ornamenti 
whereIntegi'ity and Honour decide upon the caufe. Yes, my Lords, | am ambitious only 
to difplay all that 1 am prepared to prove. I anvannous only led omltfton Oiould injure } 
ird forgetfulnefs deprive me of thofe arguments Whiop one memory is, after all, perhaps in« 
fiiiheient to retain.' « 

Upon the argument for Divine Interpofition tpdifeoyer Murder pad all human expefhi* 
tion, heveryefcquently quoted Judge Bullcr^s addrefs tp Dounellan.—Such a fentime&t 
(exclaimed Mr. Fox) added a fplendour nearly holy to 1«{ liglir, that every one aclcnow* 
K'dge>. Yes, my LoYds, happy is it for the world, that tlB^'enctratii^ gaze of Providence 
fearches after man, and, in the dark den where he has Kiled the remondranccs ol Con- 
feience, dans his compvlfatory ray, that, burding the fecrecy of guilt, driyes the criminal 
frantic to ccnfetfion and expiation." 

He was notlefs (uccefsful in referring to the confudon of Accounts ; feme of which were 
in one tongue and Tome in another—" Pcflian, Hindoo, and Engliih-^ BabeUllke com¬ 
mixture, where every thing,'even to !)lanagers, was 

** Invifible, or diipfy fecn." 

Like a remark of Homer, (haf the robber fought'out the preferable obfeurity of mid and 
fog—tlie utter daihnefs of night was more eafily perforated tlian fiich an artificial opacity 
—the light of difeovery pieicedwith greater certainty through the one than the other. But 
(ijrid Mr. Fox) does the honeft man delight In involution and a night pf (hade ?- N<^ 
f.i^lUsand apparent, his purpofes are direA, bis flacements oovious.—Integrity can have' 
nothing ti^'ear, where even Malice can never mifeondrue.” 

Mr. Shore (he pbferved) had compared the office held by Gunga Govind ^ing to ^ 
Britilh Chaneeiidrihip of the Exchequer—'* But, my Lords (exclaimed Mr. Fox), the power 
JsofTcflbd by the mod enlightened of thofe who have filled that high dation—the mod potent 
Minider, and, rtdng dill higher, the Monarch whofu confidence he has enjoyed, has been 

S rly unequal, and (brinks into nothing in the compartfon of the authority of this man, 
IM be God for it (cried fhe Orator), heib every fpecies of power is amenable to the Re- 
bntative Body.—Elctordon here cannot ravine umeproved, and Cruelty can never come 
1 Terror to the aid 'of mercilefs Rapacity. Here, R^enue infures Protefficn—fecure 
that, what Is g!v(n is teturnpd with the bed ufance, fhe vigilance of Government—the (ludic4 
jlory'bftltq Peo^c.” . ' 

Alluding tp Mr. Haflings's reafons for the abolition of the Provincial Coupqils, tiiat they 
'^rere iiicapaltle of duty, faQious and diforderly, he broke out thus keenly " And yet 
the(e wgre the mfn whom, at another time, this Governor'General affirmed vrare unfuc- 
cefsiui, not from their own defedli, but the' inconvenience 'of their offices, thofe offices tou' 
which he'had pp,vioii(ly applauded—and accordingiy he had preferved tlie inconfidency tq 
a miijjicle—for he'haci, at the abolition of their polls, recemmended feme to gratuities, an^ 
others to fituaticna—that thus, Fadipn might be rewarded with a Pcn(ion, and Incapacity 
Whit’ a Piaco.—He accordingly nominated Gynga Govin'd Sing Dewan, whofe nature never 
||il|'rKd at atrocity ; 'and, in complete mockery of redrair.t, gave him alfo his own fon as a 
llhikk tipon the ferherls bnormiiies. Thus did this Savage tyrannize oyer the lands and li- 
^ty—oyer the vciy lives of millions, upon whom his vengeance (night In e (POment alight, 
Lr. whom his tortures Premeditation had prcp.ired.'* 

r And now, coming to the i(n 3 ginary defences of Mr. Ifafiings’s Copnfel, in a fine vein of 
^ 1 ^ .^d feverky—“ Let me btg pcim'iffion to deprecate (faid he) one mode of defence 
1/iur, he fee up I In Cod's r.ame, let ms not be told that t> ia direa violation 
'jxjeAiop ot inriru^iotis, is only part of a fyflem from which lie has never 








I To fuch a olea, 1 (houid t e at a lofs for a replication, if he claim conri- 
difo^diepce, imd accu^toinary illegality, Hq will leave me witltout 

Coqnj^l (faid Mr. Fojt), implicate ofhew in his vepgoincc i but if 
.nbt cl«!»riy prove all thefe pafficulars which I have alferfed, upon his head—may ib« 
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A NTIVV PARLIAMENT (in confcquence 
of - th« (I'iToIntion of the former by bis 
Majetty’s Proclamation) having taken place 
fmee the Adjournment of the High 
t’oUKT of Pa« 1.1 AMV-NT Otl WtDNEsUAY 
JoNx 0, 17901 was fummunesitu meet on 
t!ie 25'h of November following, when his 
M.ijeliy opened the Seillon with a Moll Gia> 
eicMS Speech. 

Ill toiiieqiience, however, of the time 
taken up in elcdbiig a Sri a ki.u .mii fwt-.ir- 
iiig in the Members, ihe Hui se pfl^)M^^<l^s 
tli.l not take his Majetty’j SpcKth into coii- 
fideration uritil 

Tf esday, Nov. 30, 

when Mr. Burke, picuons m the fjiwf- 
tion of the Addrefs, thought it miyhi bt cx- 
pedlcd that be fliouUI dr.aw the attention of 
the HiUifc to that hcred pledge i-f viri lie, 
fpirit, and firm pcjieverrince, which the late 
Hiiute of Commons lu i, with its dying 
breath, beijueathed to them, their fucceflors. 
It was cuflnmary, he knew, and lie triuch 
rerpedled the ufage, that in the beginning of 
a Sediun, the exprefi'ions of the duty and at¬ 
tachment of the people to their Sovereign 
^fliould precede any otherdeclarations; but the 
expreflion for which they were now called 


iipon^-WMS that of refprA and att achment to 
tlmfepiinciplesof vintfe andjuftice#and ihofe 
.ties offympnthy and humanity, congenial and 
Kommon to the feelings of all good men, 
which bound them to each ocher, and weie 
^t .dune important as f ir as they rug.irded 
we llknefit and policy of tliis country in par. 
pillar, but the honour and imereti of hum.in 
Kture in general. The late Farlunient had 
Kewc a nuhle, and wh:>t wouUl prove an 
Emmortal iudance of honour, feetmg, and 
Kenerous patriccifm, in the Impcachmeu' 1;;. 
ITututed agaiuft a Chief/ Governor, w i»o had 
^bufed the authority inverted in liini. and 
brought reproach upon ilie Btitijh name. 

I Such of them as were reinitieii into the 
dw Parliament would, be doubted not, per- 
vere m the fame principles ; and he hoped 
e new ^lembers, w'ho bad not yet partici- 
ited in that honour, would not fofier thera- 
Ives to be furpatfed in duty, honour, or 
Motifm. The renewal of that trial vt'as, 
Me clofe of the tart Seffion, fixed for the 
M Tuefday in this, It fo- happened that the 
efent was the day appointed, bat that (he 


Commons were unaHe to attend, both from 
there not having Keen time for fwcaring in all 
the Members, and that refpedi and decency 
required th.it the fpcech of the So vr reion 
(hoold be anfwered with ao Addrefi^ anterior 
to their entering upon any other meafure. 
It was on thisgroimdofrefpeirt, undoubtedlyy 
th.-itthe liibjeilof tlie Addtefs fhould precede 
Che Imjieachnienc ^ for, important as it alfur* 
eilly was, it U ot mure iinporiance was that* 
wh I’ll involved ihe intereft, the honour, Ihel 
cini,idler, and petli ips the exiftence of thol 
ciMMiry, iiiul the regard that Ihould be patm 
to the welfare of pnfterity. Whatever ru«' 
moiir or luipioion may fiiggeft, he was net 
jiicp.ued to fay whether this circumrtanca 
meant fioni another qu liter (the L;>rds) 
for the piirpofc-of iiiieriupling or dertroymg 
a 1‘i’ofecution winch the people of Great 
Bntah;, by means of theii Reprefentatives, 
h id thonglit it their duty to inllitute. But 
rtii'iild Inch an intention be attempted to be 
carried into etfc-dl, he would cdnridertlie bo^ 
rnur, the pr vdeges, and the exirtence of thfl 
Houle u( Commons, and their importance ifl 
the fcale of Legifiation, to be for ever an J 
nil.ilateo. 

U was not bis intention to fay more upon 
this fubjeft .at prefent, but to apply for in« 
forro.itioii Co tlie Sr i.ak e r , wlio was in fo 
great a degree the repoiitoiy of the privileges 
and indf-pciuience of the Hoiife, and whofs 
opinion, befides his high fituation, ratirt be 9 
great weigiu, from Ins pcrloiul .qnahiiaa asis 
mm, to kir>>v willtl'.er the piuceedi)^ ci' 
the Hiiufeof Coomt'itis in '.hccafcof Chulq^,. 
pe.ir.hntcnl of Mr. Hastings was to be 
aff-.rf,;.l by any .arrangement., f.f time m.idcby 
th It ii ibuii.al '.-efoie which they had cerried iu 

I !'<■ S.ie; ker exprellf d his fatisfailion at 
h.ivi.;gM. I'pinu Utility of declaring fully, and 
ill tliL- r.inft nnqu. htied imnoer, tint the dif«4 
folutainnfu I'arliiment <iinid not, .•> 
CDoflitvitioti of G'eut Bntitin, dtlfolve ,, 
fa.'iio time Its maafiirr-i.. or .'tflir'db&|^ny ».«- 
gree the ctxidinil of .n Inn^j^eiiC in 
which they were ditpofed to'p^^ed. ile 
hinted at tlic l.tnic'time ad opir.tow, chat clis 
opinions or cundudt 01 :<-,i.ther Kcnfe ivere 
not adverfe to fheir renew mg proceeding: on 
that fnhje£l; (hnntd it however ho c;!iei;vif«, 
it would nnquettionably become the fubjeil: 
of very (erious attentitm in that iloufe. > 
a Ml 
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Mr. Pitt was not forry that the fuhjidl 
Ihoald have been meniipnci); fur (hooid the 
fafpicions ftateJ by Mr. Burke be realifed, 
the Houfe mull conllder its privileges to be 
very grievou^y invaded. He could nut, 
however, think that the other H»ufe had 
that in contemplation; and, as there was no 
other ground ttao fu'ptcuui, notice fhouUI lie 
given of the time on winch a motion of l«ch 
Confequence ftieuld, it at all neceffary, be 
made. 

Mr. Burke faid, be was ready to propofe 
his opinions .uiJ a Motion on the lubject 
immediately ; butas pioceedmgsniay in fome 
cafes be taken too late, fo in others they may 
he prematuie. He flrould theitfoie wail to 
lee whether the rumour was well founded, 
and if fo, give notice of a Motion. 

^ Tvesday, December 9. 

Mr. Burke called the attention of the Houfe 
to a fubjedt of the moil fenoos and impoitaiit 
•nature, upon which he was about to make a 
propofal for fuMre proceedirgs.—That he 
blluded to the irapcochmcnt of Mr. Haft- 
ings was obvious j and the proceedings he 
llimild piopofe weie what he conceived would 
beft anfwer the ends of public juftice, as 
well as the national honour of this kingdom ; 
and he could affert that, if the Houfe confi- 
dered Ins propofal as neceCfaiy to jullice, and 
the purpoVes for which it was intended, he 
Kvas certain, that it would be adhered to with 
Me firmeft refoliUioii, Aiid inoft Heady per- 
Kverance. He had meimoned public jndiCB; 
Ibut what was even of much mote c(iiii..i|uence 
than public juftice, the viUl principles of the 
cenftitution, the fundamental laws, the 
» iifage of Parliament, and the moft valuable 
rights and privileges of that Houfe, which 
>biight to be held in tlie deareft and moft in- 
eftimable light by every lover of his country, 
ilQcply involved in the fuHjeil, upon the 
management and moft ample txammation of 
which he was now to offer his opinion. In 
doing this, be muft recur to the annals of for¬ 
mer times for precedent, and confider and 
compare what was then praiSlifed, with what 
it was now moft wife and expedient to adopt. 
The time which hv thofe to deduce his ex¬ 
ample and his ptocfit.bng from, was of all 
Others the beft ad.ipieo tor example and for 
pra^ice. It was a time when the laws 
anffufages of Parhameut were i>erfedlly under¬ 
load, and a time when ab ve all others the 
Rights and Privileges of the Houfe of Com- 
looos were fully difeuffed, boldly afferted, and 
cjmpletely maintained and fettled ; this pe¬ 
riod was in *678 i and he would ftate to the 
Houfe the proceedings then followed upon the 
impdachtaeht of the Lords Wardens', Bela' 
lyfoimd uhors: the impeachment of thaf 
^ bowevcTs on whiob be meant to Itay tho 


principal ftrefs, was that of Lord Banl^yf 
which w.is as much in point at prefent as any. 
cafe could be, and perfedlly an* logons in itf 
circdmftances, as far as related to the effedl 
of a diffoluiion of Parliament^ while a trial 
by impeachment was pending.—Mr. Burke 
here read the vote of the Houfe of Commons 
in 1678 upon Lord Danby’s impeachment, 
which had been interrupted by a diffolutiori 
of Parli<inient, and was continued by tips 
vote, wliich he meant to take as a precedent 
and example 111 oxidu^liug the future pro^ 
ceediiig^ 1 dative to the trial ef Warren Haft- 
ings. I'he vote was, “ That a Committee o( 
this Houfe he appointed to ex-imine andtak^ 
into confiJeratton the proceedings of the laflt 
SelUon of the laft Parliament, and ihqt theHaid 
Committee do report to this Houfe to-morrow.'/ 
Mr. Burke faid, he did not mean that any 
Committee (hould be ap|Miinted to examine 
all the traiifaflioiis of the laft Seffion of the lal^ 
Parliament; but as far as related to the trial of 
Mr.Haftings,he meant to make this vote bis diy 
reflion} and, confidpring the magnitude and the 
importance of the fubjeA,ihe fii ninefs and pre- 
ciliou that ought to mark the deierraination of 
the Houfe u|)oii it, and the feiious conle- 
quences that muft fallow tlut determination, 
he thought it pioper to give timely notice of 
his intention; for tiinugli there was a full 
Houfe now, he expeAed a much fuller foon ; 
and full uideeil he wilhed it to be, when fo 
great a queliion was to be difeuffed. He thv'O 
moved, “ That on to-morrow fe'nnight this 
Houfe dorefolve itfelf into a Committee of the 
whole Houfe, to take into confideration tlj^ 
ftate in which the Impeachment of Warren 
HaftingsLfq. late Governor Generalof Bengal, 
was left ay he dilfolution of the laftParliament.T 
The Chancellor of the Exchequei ■ rofe, andj 
expreffed his readiimf, toconcurln Che moCionl 
made by the Right iluu. Geiicleman, becanfl 
it wasfo properly and cautioufly worded ais ta 
merit his entiie approbation; he lil^w)w 
conceived tlie motion to be abfolutely neceffary^ 
and that it would produce a moflferioas aiw 
ample difcHlTioii, and a folid and unaUeraU^ 
determination upon one of the greateft points' 
Chat could come before that Houfe. Wha( 
particularly pleafed him in the motion was, 
that it went eutireiy to the dcfired purpofe of 
deciding upon the general queftion, if there 
could be any doubts upon it, fur he hrd none^ 
concerning the laws .'ind ufage of Parliameng 
with regard toJmiMiachments, without tyiD|f 
down thofe who might expretst'neir opiaiui>bqa| 
either fide, or who might encertain douba M 
to pay acquiefccnce in the proc^iogs that m^| 
be'propoled or adopted in any particular itt 
peachment, both id languid anlj feafotr^ 
Mr. Pitt ftrengthened (lie Arguments 
opinion of Mr. Burke, and Was paniculadd 
• ■ ”, 
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tA-efal to'keep the genml queftion perfectly 
ttiftinA from any particular cafe} he expref- 
fed hb own fentimeots to be quite decided 
end clear from doubts j and he would, when tlie 
proper time carpe, make tliem known to the 
Houfe. He approved much of the notice that 
had been given; and, whatever doubts any 
Gentleman might have up(»n a fubjeA of fo 
ISreat importance, lie thought the Houfe was 
always entitled to have due notice before any 
hintion, that could tend to bring dn‘:a ferious 
difculiton, was made. 

Mr. Baftard faid, that before flich a motion 
had been made, in his opinion, another might 
h.ave been adopted, which would entirely 
preclude tlie neceillty of that propofed by the 
Riglit Honourable Gentleman. It went, he 
faid, to bring on, to be lure, a very ferious 
and perhaps dangerous difcufTion^ which 
might create diiputes that ought to be avoided, 
and chut he could not fee any necetlity to pro* 
voke. His way would be, to ftate a different 
motion, that certainly onghc to come on Itrft, 
becaufe upon the refult of his motion de¬ 
pended the neceflity, or otherwife, of the 
Right Honourable Gentleman’s. It was, 
that the Houfe fiionld conlider whether they 
ought to go on with the impeachment of Mr. 
Haftings or not, and by determining on this 
queftion at once, they would either give it 
tip, or then it would be time enough to con* 
fider of future proceedings. He faid, he was 
particularly averfe to any proceeding that might 
occafion thofe dangerous difputes which be 
had alluded to, and which he thought might 
^be very fatal in their confequences, and at the 
fame time were eafily to be avoided, by taking 
a dirod queftion upon the fubjefl, .md not an 
abftrad one that could lead to difagreemenc, 
whatever opinions might be given upon it. 
Mr. Baftard followed this idea for fome time, 
when he fat down. 

Mr. Piet rofe a fecond time, and ftrongly 
enforced what he had beforeobferved { he was 
much againft the idea ftarted by the Hon. 
Gentleman, that the motion was an abftiadf 
queftion; he conftdered it as one of the great- 
^ that had been ever brought forward in that 
Houfe, and that it involv^ in the difeuffion 
and determination matters of the greateft 
weight, as whatever might be the opinion 
«f any Gentleman in particniar cafes, that had 
nothing to do with this intereftiiig general 
point i and whatever determination the Houfe 
came to upon k, and he could not believe that 
there could be any difficulty about that deter- 
tnination, it muft be a folid, firm, and unaU 
teraUa dwifion, that is, not only to he entered 
into, but adhered to in the ftriAeft and muft 
foleron manner, as a fixed and eftablifhedlaw 
of Parliament, that hinl been deliberately cun* 
fidered and fully difeuftisd, and that they had 
deterninedand pledged thcmfelm teiAideby. 
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Mr. Baftard ftill argued tjl before, hut faidf 
that with regard to the effect of a dilTolutioa 
of Parliament upon afi iropeadiment, lie be¬ 
lieved, as well as thofe Gentlemen who had 
fpuken before, that there was not .a doubt in 
that Houfe; however, he did the lefs fee 
any oecetlity for the^Right Hon. Gentleman's 
motion. He was and always would be againft 
ftrong refulutiobs and determinations of that 
Houfe, that were likely to promote difputes, 
and coUid not perhaps be followed up .* for his 
part, if he at any time agreed with the Houfe 
in fuch proceedings, it would be witli a fixed 
determination to keep to them, and not going 
into them merely for the fake of difeufling an 
abftraCI queftion on thefe proceedings, which 
they might afterwards find they could noC 
abide by. 

Mr. Mitford feemed to agree with thelaft 
fpe.iker, and refled his argumentnpon the im* 
propriety of referring new Members to the 
proceedings of laft Parliament, who be 
thought were no ways bound to know whaC 
had happened in that Houfe, when tliey were 
not Members of it. 

Mr. Burke wifhed to give every infbrma* 
tion that could be wanted; and as thofe Gentle- 
mer. had been alluded to who were new 
Members, he meant to move, that the two 
laft Refolutions of the laft Parliament might 
be read; which would fhew, in the firft^ 
their defire, as fpeedtly as poftible, to bring 
the objedls in view by the impeachment tq 
determination agreeable to found judgemq 
and impartial juftice: and in the fei 
their firm and fteady refolution to follow i ^ 
that impeachment till the ends of national 
honoiu* and fubftantUl juftice were fully fa- 
tisfied. He then adverted to what Mr. 
Baftard had faid about the abftradt queftion, 
and forming Refolutions upon difeafftoo that 
they might afterw’ards recede from. He faid, 
that a general judgement muft be had in all 
cafes, be/ore any particular point could bo 
decided upon ; and he aflured the Hon. Gen¬ 
tleman that there was no meaning on his 
part, nor he thought on any part of tlie Houfe, 
to bruig on difcullions for the pnrpnfe of cre¬ 
ating difputes, or off framing Refolutions that, 
if once fandlioned by the wifdom and autho^ 
rity of that Houfe, they would ever recede 
from ; he knew it to be otherwife, and that 
they would be moft folemnly and ftridlly 
adhered to. 

Mr. Burke was going to move, That the 
Refolutions of laft Parliament be read, when 

Mr. Fox got up, and did not mean to op- 
pofe reading thofe papers, but rofe in confe- 
quence of what had fallen from an Hon. Gen¬ 
tleman refpeftingthe ignoranceof new Mem¬ 
bers on fubjedls difcoiled in foyiirr Parlia¬ 
ments. He faid, it was underftood that eveiy 
£of liflisnan is to be acquainted with the laws 
Ba af 
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ef Parliament as much as with the laws of to tlw people. If he carried his motion, he 
the land. If he had never been in Parliament meant aUerwards to move that Mr. Hafting^s 
in his life •time, he woiHd have thought it his trial be pat oil till that day fix months. The 
doty teknow, and it certainly was the duty prefant Pailiament, being a new one, would 


of evet7 BritilhifubjeA to know, the laws 
and the votes of Parliament, which wure and 
ought to be as fully promulgated as any laws 
whatever. 

Mr. Mitford faid a few words in expla¬ 
nation. 

Mr. Pitt faw no necetHiy for reading the 
Refolntinns, and wiQicd to be clearly uiider- 
ftood when he mentioned that the ohje.'U of 
this motion were to dcteriuine, in the moft 
folemn mannei', U|X)n the general qnellion : 
helikewifc faUI, that he Jid not confider that 
determination as anyway connefted with a re- 
folution cither mcairy on or give up the parti¬ 
cular trial alluded to; or, if inch a thing could 
poffibly be imagined, as that the trial was de¬ 
termined by the diffolutinn of the l.ill Parlia¬ 
ment, be had faid noth ng of how it was to 
be revived; he avoided all difculTioii of that 
kind, though he repeated that he did nut think 
a donbe could exift upon the fuhjedl. 

The Refolutions weie read by the Cletk ; 
after which Mr. Burke made a few more ob- 
fervations, and his motion was put and carried 
tinanimoully. 

Adjourned. 

Fkidav, December 17. 

The order of the day l-aving been read, 
«* That the Houferefolve iifelf nto a Commit¬ 
tee of the whole Honie, to Like into confi- 
deration the St:ite of the Imiie’chment of 
. Warren HaftingSj Efq." 

Mr. Burke faid, he coul.! not fee any 
grounds for refifting a motio . for the Speak¬ 
er to leave the chair, and nmved it accor¬ 
dingly. 

Mr. Baftard rofe to oppofe the motion, 
which Gentlemen would all recollei^ they 
had been given to underftand was diredled to 
two purpofes; Firft, todeci.re the Right of 
that Houfe to proceed in the Impeacfnnent; 
Secondly, to deciue whether the Houfe were 
willing to exercile the right and perfevere in 
tlieprufecution. His reafon for oppofiiig the 
Speaker’s leaving tho ch it, Mr. Baftard faid, 
was that he had r.ither me;! rhe qneftion in 
|he firft inftance ilwn give an inch of ground 
Bp to a math 1 that he did not a, piove. He 
did not conceive lint tlie D if'iiilion of the 
Parliament atfeMetl the right of tfie Com-- 
mons of Erigi.iod I'l |ififilt in the Impeacfi- 
ments hcDioldn. ' im.gine theiefort why 
that Qiieflion w-s 1 lie.' f.r, or ilipugf.t n«- 
ceffarytolie .g'tui'i. li the Honfc fliontd 
deeni itoecnffaiy fo r>ut that abftraif qiieftion 
on their Journals, fie hop'd thty nooW per- 
fyvr n in it.»the l-ft. In. cai.; tlio Houfe of 
ibdil deoy tfj-ti riglit, they mighiapptal 


do well to profit by the proceedings of the 
foi mer. They wonlu do well to paufe be¬ 
fore they confenteU to adopt an impeach¬ 
ment to which, but from report, they muft 
be utter ftrangers. Let them look into tho 
journal, and they would find falfehoods in 
the Refolutions of the lad Parliament j tli f 
would find .Refolutions of one day dircCtly 
contradiCliiigthe Refolutions of another. Pirlt, 
when it was refolved to impeach Mr. Had¬ 
ing..., India had been repreleiited as a defert, 
governed upon 3 corrupt and ruinous fyftem, 
which mud nccetfinly foon bring on its de. 
druiVion. Afterwardsi when another object 
was in view, they bad relulved that India 
■Was in a mod flourilliing date. He confeffed, 
Mr. Btftard faid, tliac he had been one of 
thole who voted for the impeachment of 
Mr. Hadmgs; but he had given his vote un¬ 
der thecxpefl.atioii chat Mr. H idings’s fyftem 
of government liad been to be done away, 
and a very different fydem eftablilhed in its 
dead. But had that been the cafe ? Mud 
certainly not. 'I'he Board of Controul, he 
found, fandtioned the old fyftem, and con- 
firnied all Mr. Haftings’s meafures. On 
th.ir account, and becaufe he could not re¬ 
concile fuch cnntradidlions, he letradled his 
opinion, and repented that he liad been de¬ 
ceived into fupporting the im[>eachment. He 
could not look at the impeacfimeot, and for¬ 
get certain ccnditutional principles that wer^i 
impl.inred in his bread. He recollected, that 
one article of the Great Cliai ter of our freedom 
was, that no Englilhman diould have excef- 
five fines impofed on liim, nor Ihoold any 
manundeigo cruel and unlieard of punifh- 
ment, be liis crime ever fo great j and a 
gie.it point was, that every man who was 
accufed fhoiilJ have the mod fpeedy means 
afhiided him of acquittal or condemnalion. 
Ti.ele principles liad been all giofly violated 
in ilie c.>fe of Mr. Hadmgs. He had been 
for three years tugethet expofed to the eyes of 
hi> fellotv-ful jedts as the gre iced villiin in 
the wot Id; comparing the length of time 
that it would take to go thrimgh the re¬ 
mainder of the Articles, it would be one-and* 
twenty years before Mr. Hadmgs could be 
put upon his defence; and, allowing the fame 
time as liisaccufers had taken, forty-two year$ 
would elapfe befoie they would have got to 
that period, and then thete would be .1 reply 
from Uie Managers of a few years more, be¬ 
fore the Lords could conclude the whole and 
give judgment. Let Gentlemen confider 
wint mud he the feelings of a man who 
(uuad himieU accufedantl held up by fo high 
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an authority as th»t Hoafe, to public exec'a- 
tkin as the greateft villain on earth, without a 
profpedl of an opportunity of clearing himfelf; 
ftir where was the prufpefl of his havingtiiat 
opportunity, comJudteii as the trial had been > 
If therefore the impeachinent were contiiiu. 
ed, it could not but upeiaie as tlie mott cruel 
and unheardof tortuiu. Mr. Hallurd complain¬ 
ed of the manner in which the Charges had 
been prep ti ed and earned up to the bar of 
' the Iloufe of Lords : voted one d ly, brought 
in the next, adopted almofl witbont reading, 
and liurried away to the Lord.-. Several of 
them were aflually never re.id to tl.e Houfe. 
Could then a new Parliament take upon them- 
fetves to go on with the impeachment } 
Should tliey, Mr. Baikal d laid, reject the 
impeachment, Mr. Haftings would in coii- 
ieqiicncc have the oppofitvn of one Haufe 
of Commons againlt the conduct of the ocher, 
together with tlie approbation of his employ¬ 
ers, and of the former Houle of Commons 
as far as their Refolotions went. When the 
power of the Houfe, inftead of being the pre- 
teCtor of innocence, w.;s made the tei ror of the 
accufed, Mr. Baltard faid, away with Inch a 
fyftem of juflice j he would have nothing to 
do with it. The Court, he obferved, had 
undergone a change of no lefs tlian forty by 
death. He mentioned the advantage the pro- 
fecutors had in bringing forw.iid iheir Wit- 
nelTes, whereas by the courfe of Natm e many 
of them might drop off before Mr. Hattings 
could be put on liis defence It had been 
faid, Chat Che impeachment ought to be piu- 
«4;coded in for the honour of the iaft Houle of 
Commons. Mr. Baffard faid, he thought but 
little of their honour who had dealt in fuch 
grofs contradictions. The objeCt of all pu> 
nifhment was the prevention of crimes j but 
the dropping of the impeachment, he obferved, 
could not be attended with any ill confe- 
quences, beenufe, another mode of judicature 
having been inltitoced, what had hapjiened 
could not happen again. He complained of 
the impropriety of lending the weight of that 
Houfe to cniih an individual; there were 
thofe, he faid, who wifhed the trial at an end 
who would vote for the queflion, if mixed 
^ up in the privileges of the Houfe. They had 
no right therefore to take Mr. Hayings to 
their aid. Impeachments, he obferved, had 
received a deep wound, and requucd'che 
balm of moderation to be poured in to 
heal it. Mr. Baftard made a few mure ob- 
fervations, and concluded with oppofing 
the Speaker's leaving the chair. 

Colonel Macleod, after declaring that he rofe 
to fecond the motion, faid lumetliing fo per- 
fonal to Mr. Burke, that he was called to 
rorder, and informed from the Chair, that per- 
ifbnal reBeAions on any Member wfre out 


allowed. The Colonel apologized to the 
Houfe, and faid, he ^^hhed not to be difor- 
derly, but though no man admired the abili¬ 
ties and the virtues of the Right Hon. Gen- 
tleman more than he did, after what tiad 
paffed refpcCling Mr. Haftiiigs, be im.ig'oed 
he bad not gone too far. Tlie Right Hon. 
Gentleman had now artfully and uifKlioufly 
avoided hriiigtng forward any arguments for 
his motion, and thereby left the nppufition :o 
ittobe matie by anticipation. Heconfidered 
the prefent as an attempt (o make ufe of the 
privileges of the Houfe to detlroy Mr. HaR- 
iiigs. The Culonel agreed that the diirolution 
of ihelaR Parliament did not abate the Im- 
}ieachraent. To give up the rights of that 
Houfe would be to put it in the power of a had 
Monaich to impede the courfe of juBice, and 
put .1 period to tl'u jutl profscuiion of anyState 
culprit j wc ceitaiiilyhad not that to dread 
trom our mild Soveicign, but a Charles the 
f nil or a James the Second might reign here¬ 
after, and therefore they could put he tqo 
jealous of their rights and privileges. But he 
alked, Was the Hnufu of Commons under the 
neceflity of feizmg on a poor individual, to 
alUlt tliem in iiirerting their privileges ? The 
Houfe might, uitliout that, go into a Com¬ 
mittee after the Impenrhment was difpoted 
of, and hold a conference with the Lords on 
the Qneftion of Right; at any rate, J uftice. 
Honour, and Humanity, forbad the pro¬ 
ceedings they wiihed to go into. They 
ought not to dig the found.iiion of their pri¬ 
vileges in the bowels of a fellow-citizen; 
and if they f.iid they were bound by the Re* 
fulurions of the lafl Parliament, they voted 
iliemfelves the Laitf ParlFamant in efFedl. 
Could they not fuppofe Mr. Huffings to have 
died that evening of an apoplexy > Why not 
take up their right feparately from any con¬ 
nexion ^ They ought not to tollow the ad¬ 
vice of the Right Hon. Gi-ncleman; Edmund 
Buike was conftitutionally deid, though 
aiive; Edmuqd Burke died with ilie lait 
Parliament; and for a new Houfe of Com¬ 
mons to think they were bound to follow the 
path that Right Hon. Gentleman bad 
taught the Jail Parliament to tread, would be 
juR as abfurd as if be weie to meet a young 
man in the ftrett, who were to fay, “ Sir, 
your father knocKCd my father down, and 
run him through the body. Pray, Sir, knock 
me down, and lun me through the body, 
that I may be eiititled to my revenge.'’ The 
Colonel then laid, he wiihcd particularly to 
implore the arurtion of the Houiu to what 
lielhiiuM now ofl’cr.He had had the honour to 
ferve in India < uring the late veiy aflive 
war; and there w^is no part of India which l.c 
had not vifited. He ilierelore trailed tlie He ulo 
would conceive him to be a compeient evi- 

denc 



ttiemoft materUi partrof tliis Arti- 
clei ifoted by the late ^oufe of CJommons j 
and he aOured the Houfe^ upon the word of 
a Ibldier and a gentleman, that he never faw 
Mr. Haftings till, to his furprize, he favit 
Mm appear as a culprit in WeAminlter Hall ( 
that be never had correfponded with him in lu<' 
dia; tliat he never,dire6tly or indiredtly,receiv¬ 
ed the flighted ilvour from him ; but jullice 
and truth demanded fiom him that tediinony, 
which he would deliver on his confcience and 
upon bis honour. The Colonel then faid, 
that he had commanded an army in the late 
war on the Malabar Coafl; that fince the 
Pbace he had held many and long converfa- 
tiona with Tippoo Sultan on the charafiers 
of the diflbrent peifons who had filled high 
ftations in India; he had often fat up with 
him all night in his tent, and been treated by 
him with the greatefl familiarity; that this 
Prince, whofe abilities and penetration no 
man coUU^ifpute* had invariably fpolm of 
Mr. Halting^ in the warmeft terms of refped, 
though he defcribed him as the greatefl ene¬ 
my be had in the world, having by the aflifl- 
ance he afforded to the Carnatic and Bombay 
during the war enabled thofe Prefidencies 
to flop the progrefs of his arms; that the 
fame fentiments were entertained by the 
principal men of his Court; that he had been 
all through theCarnatic on his way to Bengal, 
and he could aflbre the Houfe, that every per- 
(bnhe converfedwith gave him the fame cha- 
radler of Mr. Haflings; that he arrived in 
Senegal about three months after Mr. Hafl. 
Ipgi) bad lefr it, and travelled through that 
ki||/dora, Bahar, and Benares; that he had 
bcin much in Oude, at the Court of Dehly, 
and with Madajee Sindia in the MaUacta 
country, afid he declared, upon his honc ur, 
in the mofl fblemn manner, tliat he never 
converfed with any one man, of any one 
rank throughout ihefcexienfivekingdoms,who 
did not fpeak of Mr. Haflings in the warmeft 
mms of affeaion and regard. He implored 
the Houfe to attend to what he fhould now 
flate, and to give him credit for his fincerity, 
for he could not have any interefl in mifleading 
them. He did then folemnty afliire tliem, that 
the countries under Mr. Haf^ngs’s admini- 
ftration, he meant Bengal, Bahar, and Be¬ 
nares, were beyond all coraparifon the fineft 
flourifhing countries in India, in regard to 
population, agriculture, and the bappinefs 
and fecurity of the people; that the next 
molt flourifhing country was Oude, where 
Mr, Haflings had an influence; and that the 
countries under the native Princes, M.tl.i»m- 
tnedansor Hindoos, were in a very inferior 
degree indeed of profperity. All the ar- 
fingwnents, the Colonel faid, were thofe of 
Mr. Haflings» whatever he tw was the 


. ieffod of his irfeafufes; and he ilirbng^ af¬ 
firmed, that the fame fyflems had been con¬ 
tinued by Sir John Maepherfon arxd Lmvi 
Coftiwallisi tllcf former was, he faid* hie 
mofl intimate friend; and to the latter, 
whom he behild with flliaf regard, bd 
Was under infinite obligations. He would n <)4 
fay, th.it the ctmntry under them was not in 
a progreflive ftatC of improvement; Un¬ 
doubtedly it was; but it did not detradf 
from their great merit to fay, they followed ^ 
pitcifviy the plans of Mr. Haflings. Cer. 
tainJy they did—he knew it to be a fadl. 
“How then,” faid theColonel,‘‘was I furpriz- 
ed to read, on my return to England, Arti¬ 
cles piefented by the late Houft of Commons, 
attacking the whole fyflem of Mr. Haflings, 
foreign and domeflic, and flaring, 4 hat the 
countries under his Government were defo- 
lated and ruined ? ” The fallacy and falfehood 
of thefe afferiions he well knew, and if that 
Houfe would believe him upon his honour, 
as a foldier and a gentleman, tlrey could not 
adopt what the lafl Parliament had voted. 
Added to this, he knew that Mr. Haflings 
was the Saviour of India during the late war, 
while lofs of Empire and misfortune had at¬ 
tended Great Britain in other parts of the 
world. [ The Houfe feemed to pay very 
particular attention to titls part of his 
fpeech.] He then entered into a defence of 
the Company's fervice, which he did, he faid, 
from juflice, not from peifonal regard, for 
he had been very ill ufed by the Company’s 
fervants, from the mere ciicumflance of his 
being a King’s Oflicer, and enjoying a coi^ 
liderabie command. He faid, they were be¬ 
loved by the natives; and if wc ever ftiould 
be driven into the Tea, which fomc had cha¬ 
ritably wilhed we slight, it would be a 
mofl unfortunate day indeed for that coun¬ 
try, The Colonel ag&in, in the mofl folemn 
manner, difclainied all perfonal motives; 
fpoke highly of the Adminiflration, but 
hoped this was not to be conftdered as a 
party queflion, and that the infoimatiort the 
Houfe polTeflcd would induce them to aban¬ 
don Articles which were void of foundation. 

Mr. Johns diflered much on the piincipies 
of the Conflitntion from the two Hon. Gen¬ 
tlemen. He faid, with regard to Mr. Haf- 
rings, he did not know the man, he only 
knew him to be a State delinqtinit, and be 
hoped the juflice of his country would fonn 
overtake him. loflead of employing his 
iJ/tU capital in building houfes, planting 
Ihiubberier, laying out gardens in the moft 
extravagant andcxpenfive manner, and form¬ 
ing a Irene of Afiatic luxniy and fplendour 
in the heart of an Englilh country, it would 
have better become him to confiter himfeif 
as a culprit and (o have demeaned himfeif 

accerdjpgiy* 
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^^rdingl/. The {tender nsercies o( Mr. 
Ilaftings’s t'rlendSy Mr. Johns faid, were 
cruelty and feyeritjr. By putting a Hop to the 
Jmpeachipentt as they wi(bed to do, Jhey 
would leave him half accufeil, half innocent, 
half guilty, half ececrated. The right of Im- 
peachmenl, Mr. Johns (aid, was the fafe* 
guard of the people, and that Houfe ought 
to fupport the rights of the Commons of 
England, and pot fuHer them to be done 
away by a f^de wind, qr hlaftpd by a difTolu- 
tion. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer, in a 
fpeech fraught with the greatelt perfpicuity, 
cleared the wqy for going into the Committee. 
He faiil, he rufe to fpeak a few words, nut 
io the merits of the arguments of the Hon. 
Gentlemen, but to the order of their pi u- 
ceeding. A motion had been made for the 
ISpeaker to leave the chair. That he found 
oppofed by two Hun. Gentlemen who wilhed 
fo put an end to the trial, though they both 
allowed the Right of the Houfe to go on with 
the Impeachment, and faid there could be no 
call to doubt it } whereas the very thing the 
Hon. Gentlemen propofed would throw a 
doubt upon it, and yet would not effeaually 
put an end to the trial. There could not, 
Mr. Pitt faid, be two morediftind queftions 
than they were; the one, the Qnellion of 
Right {the other, the Q^ieftion of Diferetion j 
or whether, the Right having been iirft re- 
fulved, the Houfe were wril'ing to carry it 
into execution and effect } One of the Hon, 
Gentlemen had been fo good as to favour 
« them with an admonition, and to beg that it 
iniglit not bo confidered as a Party QjieRion. 
So did he. The fnbjedl related not to any 
party confideiation, neither had it any thing 
to do with Mr. Haftings, his merits nor Ins 
crimes ; he begged therefore it miglit not be 
made a perfonal queRion by that Gentleman’s 
friends and advocates. It related to the per¬ 
manent principles of the ConRitution, and 
aught to take the lead of every other confi- 
deration. The two Hon. Gentlemen, Mr. 
. Pitt obferved, wiihed that the S|)eaker might 
nut leave the cliair, and were defirous of put¬ 
ting an end to the Imtieachmeiit, What 
effisA would that have on the confiitutiuoal 
queftion f Could they conceal from pofterity 
the reafons for which they did fo, what fort 
•t an appearance would it have, if they car¬ 
ried the matter as they defired ? One third 
would vote for it becaufe they thought they 
iiad right, another third becaufe they thought 
they had no right, and the other third be¬ 
caufe they did not with the trial Co proceed. 
Thus would it be a complicated queftion, and 
though one of the Honourable Gentlemenar- 
againft ao abdrafl; queftion, he would 


in faA have taken the only means of malting 
tlM ^eftioii of Right, which he propofed tq 
put after putting an end to the Impeachment, 
purely abftraA. Some Gentlemen, Mr. Pitt 
faid, wiftied to put an end to the Impeachment 
as cruel tp Mr. Haftmgs: Mr. Haftiiigsts 
hai'dthips were no reafons agatnft the Sfieak^ 
er's leaving the chair ; bur r.-icher for it. If 
the Speaker did nut leave the chair, wliat 
fort of an acquitta) would that be, compareil 
to the Spe.'ikcr’s leaving the chair t in which 
ca'e, Ihuulii the Qpe/tion of Diferetion be ne» 
gatived, Mr. Haftmgs wouid then Hand ac> 
quilted by the Inipuacliment dropping aftep 
they tud been allowed an opportunity of en¬ 
quiring into Che reafons for pioceedingornot. 
If the Gentlemen lynu ferious, and thought 
they could obtain a majunty of votes, they 
ought to do fo upen a deliberate enquiry^ 
which could only be gunc into by futteriug 
the Speaker to leav^ the chair, and not, by 

ings neither gu lty nor innocent. Mr. Pitt 
tlierefore (aid, lie hoped the Gcutlemsu, for 
the fake of their own ubjeA, would agree 
with the motion for the Speakei’s leaving tlw 
chair. 

Mr. Baftard rofe to explain, and compltun- 
ed of having been mifreprefented. 

Lord William Rulfel faid, there would bo 
danger to the Rights and Privileges of Parlia¬ 
ment, and to tile coiifticiuion itfelf, if thq 
Impeachment was not fullered to proceed. 

Mr. Cator mfe next, and was upon hit 
legs a confiderable time. 

Sir William Yunge faid, if he had wanted 
any ground for oppofiHg the Speaker's leav¬ 
ing the chair, the Noble Lord under tbs 
gallei y, and the Chancellor of the Rxchequer, 
had given him cunltitutioiial ground for dif- 
fencing fiom the Right Hun. Gcntleman’a 
motion. Without arguing whether the dillb- 
lution did oi did not abate the Impeachment, 
he declared he was againft agitating the quef¬ 
tion, and for that rcafun ftauuld oppoft the 
Spe.iker’s leaving the chair. There wer^ 
Sir William obferved, near 170 Members of 
the piefent Parliament who did not fit in the 
laif; were they ready, he afleed, to be 
bound by tlx^efulutions of the former Par¬ 
liament, or would they fuller themlelves to 
be lh.ickled by the Acts of the Lift Houfe of 
Commons 1 There were many reafons, Sir 
WilUara declared, that operated in his mind 
againtt going on with the Impeachment: firft, 
the notoriety uf an Englilhman’s having been 
three years on his trial, and not haying had an 
op[iorcunity of making his defence yet 1 that 
was fafhcient for him to rejeA the Impeach¬ 
ment. it was worfe t^n the fevcrelt fen- 

tfoeq* 
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fence. He he faw no analogy between 
the lubriftmce of this rigl^c of Impeach* 
tnent and the permanfec foundation of the 
Cuoftitution. But if there was no other i ea- 
fbn for refufuig, let the Howfe ucollcft tlvt 
Mr, Haftiiigs's tribunal was chatiged in fe- 
veral of its moft pi ominent fearurts 5 many 
of his Judges Svcre dead, and feveral of his 
Kcuiers adlually become his Judges: npon 
thefe and feveral otlier accounts, St Wii* 
liam faid, he Ihouid oppofe the Speaker’s 
leaving the chair. 

The Chancellor of the Bttchequer faid, 
thofe Gentlemen who had exprelled fo much 
difinclinntinn to proceed with the Impeach¬ 
ment might confcientinufly chfcliarge what 
they thought their duty by moving, when¬ 
ever tli'y pleafed, in the Committee, that 
the Clutrman leave'he chair. 

Mr. Fox faid, he (hould not trouble the 
Houfe long, as the line of piucredirg had 
be. 
the 

that he thought no man could ohjrct to the 
Speaker’s leaving the chiir. Mr. Fox f.iid, 
he Aiould not then f|>eak a u ord in favour of 
the pmfeciition, becai.fe il it were the mod 
Unjufl |x)lTildp, and th.c w'lidrft oi the Ma¬ 
nagers had hern the moll cii'piMe, Cl'.at was 
DO roalon agaiiill the Spe k-i's le.ivuig the 
chair s nor whether the impcai linn Ml abated, 
for ili-t might be co-.ilidrrrd in tlv; Com* 
in'tr''e 5 and wheiher the two qii>'lhoiis «-f-re 
SMliacf pi'op'ifuionsjsvas a matter as little to 
the purppfp then as any othi-r iri'Ulfeient 
.thing, iiiicc 111.11 ciicumtfanci- fiirnifhed no 
argument agaiiiO the motion made by hts 
R'ght Hpii. Friend. Ifitflimild he the ge¬ 
neral opinion that the Impeachment does 
abate, or that there had been any culpable 
pioicr-liiig on the tri.ii, that tm.nnly rrght 
be coi.fuicred in iiie Committee alfn ; ttie 
re.-fon therefore forfo little being (aid by him 
then w;.s, Chat that w.is not the fit oppm- 
tunity. 

The Solicitor Gencial (Sir John Scott) 
faid, befhoulo finaJly give his vo e as the law 
of the land and the pi ivileges of that Houfe 
fhculd require. Su John f.iid, ha tliought 
the Houfe (hnuld aA with great deliberation 
When they wcie fettling wba^hSSjlg^';vileges 
wec«| as the bdf 'way to fecure their privi¬ 
leges was not by dint of power' to affert 
what they might deem privileges againft the 
law ni the land. 

The ttmiigers were here defired to with¬ 
draw', and the g.s"'uy was cleared, but the 
Huuie did not twi.ie ; Mr. Buike’s Motion 
for the Spcak*r\s leaving the ciiair being 
carried. 

The Houfe hav.ng refolvsd ttfelf into a 
Comtniuce, Sii i'ctii:i Bui tell in the chair, 



Mr. Burke rofe, and began a vyry lively 
and maderly fpeech with one of the nioft 
plcafant and fanciful retorts on Colonel Mac- 
ieod- we ever heard. When we had refumad 
our feat, Mr. Burke was faying the Houfe 
had heard arguments worthy of fucli a caufe 
from thofe who bad endeavoured to erdih the 
Impeachment; for his part, he knew not, after 
what was pad, how topufh his argument. Hie 
fate was fealed, bis doom anticipated, and 
they had heard that be was dead, and buried 
wiili the laft Parliament ; nay, his name had 
been placed over his grave to tell the world 
that Edmund Burke was gone for ever. Me 
would tell the Hon Colonel, however, whofe 
merits as a gall.mt ofticer were well known 
in that Houfe, though his perfon was new to ^ 
them, that tliere was a Play, the feene of 
which was laid in the Colonel’s own country, 
that faid, 

«( . . the times have been 

That when the brains were out the man 
would die, 

And there an end ; but n-'W 'hey rife again. 
With twenty mortal muiuerst-othe'’'crowns, 
And pufh us from our ftools." 

And here (faid Mr. Bmke) Banquo is again ^ 
his Gtidlt Ih.ill always ftand up to niainiam 
.iml alfei t the honour of the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons. When he was laid to be g«>ne, he 
dt'cljied that the Hon. Gentleman had but 
anlicip.'ited what would flrortly hapfieri, and 
one ten times more vigorous, more able, but * 
more a^/tive, would then come to (uitain the 
honnut of that Hoiif'", and tlie dignity of its 
privileges. The Honourable Gvntlemaii 
who biff dtclaitd he would up|)ofe the 
Speaker's leaving the chair, without advan¬ 
cing any one argiimcnr, had fpokeii ^ith all 
thr zeal of a couveri, who condemned hi:n- 
fvii merely that he might condemn others. 
He did not think, he faid, when the Hon. 
Gentleman put on a new fuit of clo.iths, that 
he would fo (ixm have ippearcd in the cull 
clothes of the laft Parlianient. The Hon. 
Gentleman who had faid^hey ought to give 
up the Impeachment without enquiry, he 
was a little furprized to fee arraying again 
thofe arguments that had been muted and 
drummed out.of the regiment laft campaign, /. 
in order to bring them to the attack again in 
the prefent. They had heard them again 
and again from an Honourable Gentle¬ 
man, who, being the known fiiend of Mr. 
Hading', miglit be excuied for trying to make 
the moll of them; but they cime with an ill 
grace from a Genilem.m wlio had voted for 
the impeachment, and was a m.ia of known 
virtuous ^independence of charaifter. With 
regard to the other Hon.^Gentleman, who 
bad been a gieat traveller, and had told them 

auif 
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I tale, a kind at jirahian Ni^t's Entertain- 
menf, he owned he (hould have liked to have 
befn prelent at the M<tde> n Midnight Convey- 
Julian, which they had Iteard lecited ? Hcwv 
did the Honour, hie General addrefsTippoo i 
Dd lie fay, your name is Martut Aurthui, or 
any other j^reat hero of antiquity, renowned 
for the milduefs and hherahty ul his char.ic- 
ter ? If hedid, who would dare deny it ? He 
was fuie lie would nut now dare, Mr. Burke 
faid, if he was iuTippoo’s company; nonjerthrre 
tantra eum qui potaji ptojathei e. It inuft be 
a plenfiiu fight, he thought, to behold an Eu¬ 
ropean General, Tippoo Saih, and one of his 
MiiiilUis, engaged III a tent at midnight. It 
was but bud logick, however, to bring thete, 
that becaufo Tipp<io Saib faid, in a midnight 
converfacion, that Mr. Haflings was a good 
man, therefore the Impeachment brought in 
the name of all the Commons of England 
ought to he put an end to ; it would he 
much for Mr. Haftings’s honour for the trial 
to go on, and for Colonel Macleod to be liis 
witnefs; ho might then (late what be knew 
in his favour before the Houfe of Lords, 
who were to be his judges. Mr. Burke fol¬ 
lowed up this vt'ith a variety of more ferious 
nbrervatioos and .irguments : he faid, he did 
not expedl from generofity and juftice the 
chai ge of oppreAvm of Mr. Haftings on the 
fcore of lengthening out his trial; no delay 
had been made by the Man.igfrs; the Loids 
had never imputed any ; their condu^ w.is in 
the face of day; tlieyiiad often gone iiitoC'uit 
with almost the whole Houfe, and the Spe..k- 
sr at their head attending, and they hdu fume- 
times ilayed in the Court the whole d.'y,:iiid 
witiielfed the M<>nagers mode of pioceeding. 
With regard to the length of time that the 
trial would take to hniih it, it never had 
seen the intention of the Managers to go far¬ 
ther tlitin the next article, tlie Charge re- 
Ve^ling Contradls; hut he rouft fay, that any 
laidlhip that could be ft. ted to have arifen 
rom the length of the trial, was owing to 
Mr. Haflings himfelf, who might, day after 
lay, have lightened himfelf of that load of 
njury. “ But no,” faid Mr. Haftings, *‘l'll 
lear all the charges ftrft, and then I’ll make 
iiy defence.” When his Right Hon. Friend 
[Mr. Fox) had clufed the Charge of Be- 
lares, Mr. Burke faid, an option was then 
nade to Mr. Haftings, of going upon his 
lefence, but he refufed; he had himfelf to 
ilame therefore, and no one elfe. But the 
ion. Gentleman had faid, confounding Mr. 
iaftings, and their Rights, formed a Com¬ 
dex queftion. Direful charge! Having 
leared the way, they propofed an abftraf^ 
[ueftion, ennphog with it its objedk and its 
xample, which was the only ufeful way of 
iropofmg abftraA queftions. That they re* 
Fart lY. 


ferred to a Committee of the whole Houfe^ 
of which they had four grand Committees, a 
Committee of Privileges, a Committee of 
Jiilticc, a Committee of Trade, and a Com. 
mittee of Religion. That was the grand Com¬ 
mittee of Frivilcgts and of Juftice j and upon 
the fuHert conGderation, the refult had been 
to take the fubjefl up in that manner, as there 
was no doubt in that Houfe as to the exift. 
ence of their Privileges, nor an idea of their 
being d«ub;cd by any other branch of the le. 
giftatii' e. Indeed they propofed only what 
had been admitted five hundred years. Mr, 
Burke, alter a few more obfervations,, faid, 
it was neverthclefs natural for them to enter, 
rain fume fmall jL-alnufy of the Houfe of 
Lords’ filencc; and not to have done fomething 
upon It, wi>uld have been to have committed 
a felf'murder on tiie honour of the 
Houfe. B-fides, the Houfe of Lords 
p..(Tlbly expcdled they fhould make the 
isF***'^®'*'*'”** Under that impreffion it 
was, that he had prepared the motion lie 
meant lo conclude with moving. The Pre- 
cedent he had followed, had been that of tho 
Earl of Danby’s cafe in 1678. Mr. Burke af- 
figned his reafons for this, and then burft into 
a moft animated eulogium on the glorious and 
facred rights and privileges which it was the 
duty of the Houfe of Commons never to 
abandon, and thereby put it in the power of a 
bad Minilltr to fnatch a State culprit out of 
the haniis of Juftice, but always to preferve 
Iheminviolatej and as they had been h.nded 
down from their ancefturs, he hoped they 
would tranfroit them to pofteiity. He de- 
dared, that in times of the moft turbulent 
Demnciacy, there had been one way of 
bringing State criminals to jiiitiee, and that 
was certain, coiillant, and immoveable, via. 
by Impeachments of the Houfe of Com. 
mons. In po place h.id it been aflerted, that 
the profecutioos of that Houfe had beenaban* 
doued, and if they h.id 10 way of preferring 
any coiiltitutional privilege for the publiO 
gixjil, they were bound not to fuffer any other 
Court whatever to do that, which they could 
do for themfelves j they wtic to keep firm 
to it, and not betray their truft. The Hon. 
Gentleman, Mr. Burke faid, feemed afraid of 
^^||||M|g|^he Houfe of Lords. He de- 

with the 

other Houfe. Ffl5OT!!^PWhlbarf1trch a 
conteft. But if they gave up their right for 
fear of having it refifted, they would by and 
by have no right left. They moft not only 
bunt Hares and Partridges, but provoke the 
Tiger in his foreft. Tliey who feared to af- 
fftt their rights would lole their rights, and 
by fucb conuufl make that 'Houfe the Have 
of the Houfe of Lords. ^Vhencver a Houfe 
of Commonahad periifted in an Iropeacbntentf 
C H 
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tt had always fucceeded. H« believed the 
yi-ifilom (ff our conilitucion would appear tjie 
mot e it was examined. The Houfaiif Com- 
niDiis was not judicial, civile or military, yet 
it h-<d all fundhons, becaure it had nnnr. it 
was the watch of the conltitution, aiiJ cor- 
rcdled its errors. Hearuiful in peifcihon, 
or fnmething w'orth, the inometit it ftript 
itfelf of its power, it be noiliing ! fait 

without flavour, ti e off icmirings of every 
thing. Whrn the Houfe of Lort*.. had at¬ 
tempted a Jurifdiclion niikiio-vn to the coo- 
ftitution, wlitn they Iwd aimed to excr- 
cife judicial funflious in the fii ft itilldncf, the 
Houfc of Commons did not fay, “ Don’t let us 
differ with the L''iils;” the Commons fought 
a quarrel; they inc. tfered with I'piiit, they 
fucceeded, and eif died a great and hap¬ 
py conciliation. Fear led to piocrnfl-natioii, 
a id where the cafe rttpiired it, canlc and 
pirfon mull go together, il they fuftneJ ihe 
lloufeol Loi il;> to depart fio.n their pi oviiicr, 
that Houk- would ablurb all the poweri of 
all the great Couits of JurifJiilioii in the 
kingdom, l!ie Court of C'omnion Plrai, the 
Couit (it King's l^eiii-h, and all the Couits in 
■Weftmiiifler Hall! Ahcr an addtti ir.al argu- 
tnent or two, Mr. burke ccncl'ided wi.h 
xitovuig—“That It appeals to 1 hr-Committee 
that an ImpeaJi'nent t>y this Houle, in the 
name of the Commons of Great Kncain, in 
Parliament hnenihl-d, and ot all the Com¬ 
mons of Great iJrit.nii, ag ;iiift Wat ren Ilaft- 
mgs, Efq. Kite Governor Gi-neial of Bengal, 
forfimdiy High Cumes and Mifdeinean.jn, 
is now dipcii.hng." 

Asfoon Mr. Buika had fat do-.vii, and 
the queftioii h.;d beei. le.id fiv.u, t'.eohnr, 
jWr. i-rlkirie ii-f.', .uid aftrr forne \eiy hand- 
fame compliinents to ?/ir, Burke, couveved 
through the mediom of an apology fo: nis 
own iiudrcpiacy to ful'ow an oruor of To 
much eloquence, experience, .and abi;![y, 
in all things relative to that Houfe, preae.!- 
•d, in a mod elaborate argument, to pio.e 
tliat in law the Jinpeachnneiit .•'(/. Mr. 
Eilkme isafoi.ed clofrly for above an hour, 
r^iti.i-A ail the appofite precedents that the 
fruitful feventetnih century afforded, riid 
applying inferences and dedufliuns from each 
cafe, as they were cap^jg|||||M||xi^ 
i llufl r ating, 

isken ih, .inJ 

pbliged to break off abruptly in the middle 
cif his fpeurh. Before he (atdoun, how- 
• pyer, be moved, “ That the Chairman leave 
|iie Chair.” 

Mr. Erfxine was followed by Mr. Ad- 
fliiigton (the Speaker), who (Toduced a 
folio MS. of Piecedeiiis which be had care¬ 
fully colle£led fium the befl auiliorities, and 
yh i<rK be brou^u furwartl as proofs that 
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according to ifie L.,w of Parli.imen*, necef. 
farily coniidered as a part of the Law of toe 
Land, the Impcarhmenc did not abate in 
ceiitequenoe of a diifolutioii of Parliament. 
Mr, Addington realoned upon each prece¬ 
dent as he ftated them icfpeflively, with 
great ii.gcnuity, great f. rie of a.gument, and 
apparently ITuciuothrconvidhoiint ihellouie. 

Mr. Hari iiige faid, he Ihuuld not have in¬ 
truded himielf upon the canUour of the 
Houle after (udi elixnieiice and ab.lily bad 
appeared in the dcb..ti‘, if it h.d inn been t«> 
maik the weight of piejuniie in Ins mind, 
which iiad b. en countei balanced by weight 
of opinion. 

He w IS not one of the eoKvrrts to whom 
the Right Hon. Gi'ntlcniaii''ha(l alluded, but 
Iteadily perfevered in ttie feniiment he had 
before exprelf-id by a£l as well as by words, 
tb.'t It w'oiilil ,'iave If.tniped ainaikof infa¬ 
my upon tf’C Coininiins of l*.rigl md, if they 
had net accuud Mi. Hallings .is a culprit of 
State .ioon the evidence bid beioic them. 
He \. il pi.ike no Isiuple to add, that if 
the l:.‘ li'iiiid exempt this culprit luim any 
fui liter ti 1..I uiion his Impe.iJiinsnt and 
cxcm|>t him by the dilfiiintion ot i’ailiiment 
aione, he flruild in ,i poinical view itfleCl 
U)>nn It as a (.il.,nv'y of the deepeft inipref- 
fion with a rcferrjue to ibai paiiicnln Im- 
peaciiment, H- wmilil alfo ndmit and pro- 
fek, with fn.ne of the Gentlemen who h.d 
pr, ceded him in the debate, that it would Is 
a I'f lij'cal tV'l much m be dcpre.,it*d wii 
rekrnice tj inc diiahihty in pmed upon the 
K'ng’srght of pardoning an Inifieavhmer'. 
as It pioctcd.s, if ill' King by a dil'iluiUiii 
can leiiTi'.n.ite tins a-ode of inai aimed at a 
i ivounte Mifiiltbi by the piihhc f|iiiit of ihe 
kingdom. Yet he would rnihi ace liie cala¬ 
mity in both tbefe view., tie.oir he woud 
huy them off at ihc cxpeiue of cfinfc riKht; 
and liberties wlucn he cnni.i nevei lepar.iie 
fiom .1 C.ivJiniiient bs law, and which he 
W.IS tioiiiiil with as much tn ii n ’fs to lupport 
as the iinpe.ichment of fvli. JJ dlings, or of 
other Inch delMiquer.ts, wiiUi'e it could he 
legally purfued. Ke was aw.ne ol the 
je l-'jfy eiitei taint'd in tll..t Hoofe againfl; 
legal .mat 'gies, and had lai wiBi to reprels 
it. Ho man could be more .avei fe (o them 
than himl'elf m ParliamenUiy debate, if they 
were lechoic.il, or advcife to the genius and 
fpii It of tlie Coijftitution,— He would appeal 
to no fnch lelt, but icfer the Committee and 
llimfelf to the /aw andcuJiotJt oj Pat liamintf 
by which he utideiftnod tiie general nature 
of its powers in a bber.-ij view of th-m-— 
the rights it has affirmed, and the duties it 
has confcir.-d, by the tenor of its conduA, 
as well as by its mere auihonties of decifion. 
Jc would be maurial to delineate, Jbortly, 

(lie 
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the chara6t>rr which this Conflitution had 
given to the Houie 'of Commons, oul Lords, 


and it woiod help to eliiLidaie tlic point h 
dtba'e. He was eager to di.'hwntlie ideS 
given of the Commons by Sii FrwKis Win- 
nington upon Lord Stafford’s trill, and 
which the Right Hon. Gentleman (whoni 
tlKT had jud heard with fo modi plea(iiie) 
Iwd read with an empli'fis that mi'ked 



in which the fenfc of tlie 
apparently followed him. He 


refufed that humiliating.« well as falfe image, 


that proceedings in Paili.iment of this nature 


were kept alive became the Commons were 


powers in the Cnnrt at wbofe har they ap. 
peared, Init they had a judgment of difabiing, 
at any period, by their own difcretion, all fur* 
Iher fteps in Couit, and cou'd riaku it 
wait for rheirfi.it. whetherihcjuftice ihey had 
invoked fhould or ihould net be cai ried into 
cfFeH. The Hoi fe of Louis fell under the 
fame difabihty, and enjoyed the fameinde- 
pend.ince in its hgi/Iuttve charader. In its 
juihial, it could nor imprifon for a day, or 
a miniKe, beyond tli it which clofed the Par- 
li jmeol; and he would here deny, that even 
in Treafon, where the commitment was by 
the Iloufe of Lords upon an Impeachmenti 


thef.ime, though wiihanew repiefer.tation. 
This idea infiiiuatcd, tint rhe people out of 
doors were the Commons of England, and 
the Reprefentatives of the People weie their 
Attori'ies or Agents.— It was the peculiar 
be.Tity am! piide, .is he tln-ught, of the Fng- 
lifh Government in the popular fcale of it, 
that all fueh Reprufentatives weie perfeftly 
independent of the people, and were them¬ 
selves, during the I'gal continuance of their 
poweis, the Commons of .the Land. It 
billowed fiom this principle, that the Com¬ 
mons of one Parliament were unfettered by 
their predeceffois, and would never give 
them ci'edit for priceedings which had not 
^received the InnCtion of law. It followed 
equally, that when the Parliament w.15 at 
1 an end, their cuntrnul over the 1 ights of the 
* fubje^, and their fupport of thefe rights was 
equally at an end. The idea of taking lip 
an old proceeding in Jfatu quo, as it is called, 
v>as refuted by a f.iir defciiption of all their 
powers, and of the limits to which they 
wereconfined. If a day was given for attend^ 
ance, and the day arrived in a new Parlia¬ 
ment, the next Iloufe of Commons could 
not a£f upon it. If the Commons imprifuned 
for a contempt, the door of their prifon was 
opened, when thofe who ‘imprifoned were 
no more. If the Commons, as a part of the 
Legillature,had framed a Bill, and their Mef- 
fenger was carrying it op to the Lords, when 
the King dilTolvedthe Parliament—no future 
Houfe could proceed upon that {lage of the 
Bill, but ihc whole was to be taken up again. 
If iudi a bill was in .he nature of a public 
charge againft a Culprit of State, as in attain¬ 
der and bilk of penalty^ the fame rule attach¬ 
ed upon it} and Che Culprit (in efled^ though 
in a difhirent (hape) would efcape, unlefs the 
skhole proceeding Ihould be taken up de not/o, 
as if it had never been moved one fiep. In 
Impeachments, the Common^ Had a very pe¬ 
culiar ebarafier as acfcufers—they had no 
judgmeat eitheir to acqilit or condemn any 
Snore than other parties who profecuted. 
They had no judgment of direAion as to the 
flBOde of proceeding, or the extent of jtkUcial 


the cultody which remained, orthedifcretioii 
of b.iil upon It in the Courts of I 5 iw, prpveJ 
.'ll! indefiiuCe power to extend iniprifonmenC 
for the ends of ju.'lice, beyond the duration 
of a Parli.iment (as ir luJ been argued), and 
flatcd, that in his view they proved the direfl 
reverfe. He conceived liiat the Habeas Cor¬ 
pus Adi met tlie cafe of High Treafon, by 
conlideririg the original commitment, and the 
original caufe of it as legal or illegal; and 
tint remand, bail, ordifeinrge, had no refe¬ 
rence to any fuppofed controsl of the Lords 
over their Culprit after the Parliament was at 
an end, by virtue of their inherent powers. 
H; at Icafl contended, that if the commit¬ 
ment remained by virtue of fuch powers, it 
applied fingly to thofe cafes 1 and he would 
alk one quedion, which in two or three 
words explained their want of power, to 
make tlieir own culprit amenable after a Par¬ 
liament was clofed. He would afk what pe« 
prifonmenC reiftrained Mr. Ilalltiigs, or kept 
him even in the kingdom ? He would afk 
what penalty of bail was a guard over him, 
or his friends ? He would aik it any lawyer 
(Parliamentary or in VVefttninfter-hHil) 
would alTcit, that Mr. Hadingsand his bail 
could, upoit Impeachment for High Crimes 
and Mifdemeanors, be touched between Par¬ 
liament and Parliament, by an order of the 
Lords t Indeed, if they could it would follow, 
that anciently, imprilonment would or might 
have been indefinite at the mercy of tiu: King, 
in all cafes of Impeachineiit for High Climes 
and Mifdemeanors. If it be faid No; the 
Courts may remand the culprit or not by 
tbtir difcsetian, as it is admitted they can 
upon Impeachments for High Treafon he 
anfwered, ** Shew me firtl thelmpeachmcnC 
upon a charge fur High Crimes and Mifde- 
m&anors, or even the bad exifting after the 
Parliament; and we ihall fee what the 
Courts of Law have done with it.” He would 
Hate one dHemma very difficult, if notim- 
poffible, to be lefolved. If the Lords cao- 
not imprifon at all, or ball for a time beyond 
the P.arUamcnt, upon Impeachment for High 
Crimes, and may yet proceed iajlm fw at 
C» asisvr 
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t n«w l^arliAneot; the power is a mockery 
ofjuftice, for tliey have ito prifoner. If they 
could on the other haiid ttnprirou him till tlie 
next Parliament, they could have dune it in* 
definitely as lung as it pleafed the King to dif- 
continue Parliunaent. If the Courts of Law 
could interfere in Treafon, it proves a dif- 
eretion of thofe Courts which might break in 
upon the fecurity intended by the cummit- 
ment, as the a£l of the Lords. He would 
fay a few words upon two other judicial 
powen rxercifed by the Loids—The power of 
trying Appeals—and the power of tiying 
Peers by removal of Indidtment. Upon 
Writs of Error they could not (fir in the 
next Parliament by the Common Law, if 
the Error was not reverfed or affirmed in the 
former Parliament. This difability had ex> 
tended itfelf even to the cafe of prorogation 
in early times. Lind Hale fays, in a manu- 
feript written with bis own baud (and which 
Mr. H. had fecn), that he was prefent 
when the Lords determined that in proroga¬ 
tion Writs of Error abated (unlefs by fpe* 
eial ordtr continued); but in 1673 it was firft 
•therwife determined. He affirms, how¬ 
ever, that by diifolution of Parliament, the 
Writ of Error completely abates, and he 
wrote before 1678. He adds, that he has 
known it fu determined. It is true, that 
now Writs of Error do not abate, and that in 
that refpcdf the order of 1678 has been af- 
fiimed by ufage; but if die law was uiigu 
naliy different, it proves the idea with gi eat 
force, that “in Jlatu yv*" w'as out of fight, 
even upon Writs of Error, and the analogy 
would in Chat view of it apply to Impeach- 
meats. But he denied the analogy beiweei-i 
them, if it is conieiided, that bscaufe Wins 
of Error do not abate. Impeachments can be 
taken up Jlatu quo. In Wilts of Eirur 
the record remains, and fu in Impcacbments j 
but in Writs of Eiror there is no evidence. 
And he would alk. If there ever was an in- 
ifance in the Houfe of Lords, or in the other 
Courts of Julf ice, where the now Houfe of 
Lords, or the new Court, if the original re¬ 
cord was before them, carried on the evi¬ 
dence in Hatu quo npoo criminal proceedings I 
This (juelfion led him to aniM her, which he 
addrefTed to the Right Hon. Gentleman over 
againif him—Does he mean by the term “rfe- 
ftnding," that the Record is in Comt, fo that 
Mr Halfings may be called again to plead ? 
or does he mean, that the evidence is to go 
un where it left off ? Ambiguity was to be 
avoided in fui-h a Refolution ; and he might 
be of opiniou, that in one fenfe of the w'ord 
an Impeachment was “ Jrfe»ding" ftill, and 
that in the other it was not. 

Upon the topic of ^rtctdtntt, thefiiifim- 
percaut fadf. that (truck him was thu:—Front 
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the time that Impeachments began, down t* 
the year 1678, nut one inftance was to be 
found of an impeachment continued by the 
n'-xt Parli.imeiit.—It was probable, he ad¬ 
mitted, that fome of thefe earlier Impeach- 
nienrs were doled within the Parliament 
that firft adopted them, but the Committee 
would recoiled how very (hort the continu¬ 
ance of each Parliament ufed tobeintliofe pe- 
iiuds.—It might therefore be fairly fuppofed,^ 
tliak many of thefe proceedings died a luddeii "Y 
death by the King's power in terminating the 
Court.—It would as little be forgotten, that 
mod of the intervals between one Parliament 
and another, were extremely tedious, which 
is a fad that would account lor the policy of 
the conRitution in liberating thevidim from 
cuftody, if the other alternative fhjuUI have 
been to keep him in pnfun for an indefinite 
period. 

However, tlie cafe did not reii there ; for 
inftances before 1678 occur, w'lthin the 
reigns of Charles the FirR and Charles the Se¬ 
cond, where Inipeacliments in fad were at 
an end, if not in Law, after the Parliament 
was diffolved before judgment.—He would 
here have the candour to admit that fnch an 
adual end of an Impeachment, thus inter- 
inpted by an end of the Parliament itfelf, 
might have arifen from the inexpediency of 
ran y ing on the old profecut ion.—Ye t he would 
mention two cafes in which it (truck his 
mind forcibly, as if the Lords and Commons ' 
had fuppufed the Impeachment legally at 
an end upon the diirulution of the Parlia- 

incfiCe 

One of them was the cafe of the Duke of 
Buckingham in the fecond year nf Charles the 
FirR. When that minion was the jiiR objed 
of popular indignation, the Commons im¬ 
peached him, and pending the Impeachment 
tlie King dillbivcd that Parliament, evidently 
for the purpofe of defeating this challenge 
upon the juRicc of the Lords.—In the mean 
time the Kingextraded the Articles of this 
Impeachment, made them Articles of an In¬ 
formation againR the Duke in the Court of 
Star Chamber, and Ropped ibat proceeding, 
upon the colour of being fatisfied by the evi¬ 
dence that he was innocent.—This condud 
was clear notice to the Commons, that the * 
King looked upon the Impeachment after a ^ 
DilTolution as a aallity.—The next Parlia¬ 
ment was convened in a very little time after 
that manoeuvre, and we hear no more of the 
Impeachment, nor is any complaint fuggefted 
agiinR Che infult upon the Commons, though 
in that light it would have been viewed if 
the Impeachment had been depending.— Was 
the Duke lefs execrated by the Commons f 
Had he corrupted them ? Had the King en- 
(laved tliem t Were they ignoraat, or cold 

in 
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in tlie fcent ?—The Duke wag more detefted 
■ban ever—the King was at their mercy— 
and cliey were as great men as any tliac ever 
lived'—But nothing more needs he faid^if 
them than tint, in that very yeai ,t(tcy ohuiii« 
cdthefecnhd Magna Charta of Ln^land in 
the Petition of Rt"bti above all, it (liould not 
be fut gotten that Sir Edwaid Coke was in 
that P.irhaniint converted by difappuintmnit 
into an adlive Patriot, and enabled, by his 
deep knowledge of the law, to put the malt 
effedtual cheiks upon every ufurpation. 

Aooiber inllaiice occurred in of 

Drake impeached for a libel. The Lords di- 
redt, that m cafe of a dilfolutioo, he fhould 
be the objedt of profeention by the Attorney 
General in the K.ng’s Bench—Why?— 
Could not Imprifooment for the interval have 
fatiated their Ipleeu ? and woi.Ul not it have 
enfnred '.be Cvitpnl wh-n the next Parliament 
ihoolil meet? The order f.ir protecuiing by 
the Attorney General a<'(cr a ilifriluiion was 
illegal { but the fn'picioti tint gave birth to 
it appears to have been Chat he would e'fe have 
cfcaped—and that neither imprifonmenc of 
'him, no*^ hail, would have been legal between 
mac P.'.rliamc.it and the next. The Right 
Hon. Gentlemen who had fpokeii latl had f'id, 
thil prior to thefe periods, inft.anccs were to 
be found of proceedings in Pailiament againlt 
CiiminalsofState, though not In the form of 
Impeachments, extended, in fadt, from one 
P'lrliameiU into the next. But as Lr as thefe 
oblulete precedents went, this at iedft appeared: 
ill. Thatfpectal oitiers were deemed necef- 
fai y fo to continue Che charge which neceflity 
admitted, that without Ipecial orders it 
would have abated; and, adiy, That iinlefs 
it appeared the charge was adfed upon in 
JI,ttu quo after evidence heard, it would not 
leach what he fu|i|H)fed tlieobjedl of the Re- 
folution at ]>!eienc in debate—namely, the 
power to go on agaiiift Mr. Haltings jult 
where the Mniagers had left off.—Mr. Har- 
dinge then look up the cdebiated cafe of 
Lord Danby in 1678, which, according to the 
Right Hon. Gentleman, had matured the 
feeds of this continuing Impeachment, and 
had rooted 'chat ftrong plant of the con- 
flitution by a l.aw that never could be iliakeii. 
—He wou'd firft, prefuming to differ with 
him as to the charadter of thofe times, re« 
prtfenc them to be what every found Hifto* 
rian had called them, times of popular fury 
and perfecution. it had been faid, “Yes, but 
the Lords and Commons were quarrelling 
when that Parliament began, which re- 
folved that Impeachments were in Jiatu quo. 
It was therefore a reludlant evidence wrung 
from the Lords by the public fpirit of the 
Commons, in favour of their conRitutiemaf 


Right,” Theanfwerls, that at this critic 4 
period the Lord:, and Commons were united, 
and equally violent agaiift the P.ipifh Plot, 
or againd the Mini Her, then difgractd ; U1.1C 
Lord Sh.«tte(buiy and the mat-com cuts of 
the day had forced thsmfelves upon the Cc.'bt. 
net, and governed tins very Committee, 
whofe Chairman w:is Lord tilfex : . i'lieSg 
being the adli.rsi and the viev^s, the adl wns 
in charadler. It tbould fpeak (or itfelf, and 
lie would prove to ilie Committee as a meie 
Ili(lori.ii), that It was full of trnk—that it, 
(hiinn’d the light—and that 'Amadea kcw Law 
w ithnuC leafnn, precedent, or .uialngy. even 
alledged. The Lords were fird lem.nded of 
the Impeachments—and what coiirfe dotlief 
take? They refer to their Committee an en¬ 
quiry upon two points which aie.did'.nft; 
one, as to the Law rerpeCfing the continu¬ 
ance or abatement of Appeals ami Writs of 
Error, without apparent occalion for it j an¬ 
other, as to the/rtf*/ rt-fpciffnig the pj.ricular 
ftate of the Impea(.linn'4its made in the for¬ 
mer P.irliament. The anlwer givrn npoo 
the following day is perhaps as cui lous a paf- 
fage as any upon the Kec>>r<ii of Parlia¬ 
ment, and vitiates the whole piuceeding ar- 
grafted upon it. They rtpoi t, th. t upon the:r 
view of a Judgment by tiie Loids 111 1673, 
Pciitiniis of Appeal and Writs of Error weic 
in force to be a€led upon: they add (..s IC 
appears by Sir 1 homas Raymond's Report), 
Chat the Papers contained in tUit Jndgmenc 
of 1673 are Con voluminous. In a didind 
feiitence, after dating the Impeachments to 
be upon fpec’&l matter adlgned, they givo 
the.r opinion to a point of Law as to which 
they li.id never been interrogated, and at one 
droke adiim that Opinion to be, that all thofe 
Impeachments weie in ftatu quo ; not in re¬ 
ference to the Judgment of 1673, nor with 
a Tingle giMUiid of any kind, either dated or 
infiniMCcd. Doth jiartsof the report are thea 
adopted liy the Ho-jfe, who never appe.ir to 
have looked at this Judgment in 1673; but 
give their Committee ample cicdit fora can¬ 
did datement of its eiRdts upon Writs of 
Error. Who would have entertained a doubt, 
upon this report, that in 1673 the Lorda 
judicially riad aflirmed the Law by wh>cli 
Wilts of Enor were to contihne after a dif- 
fo'ution ? But wlien the Judgmiat, as it is 
c.alled (which is only a Reloluiion of the 
Lords upon a rcfTence to their Committee), 
is brougirt forw.ird it appeals, that no quef- 
tion was put or imagined refpedlitig dijfohaive 
of P.irliameDt, with a reference to Writs of 
Error ; but th« point had been raifed, whe¬ 
ther if prorogation had . incervene<f, thofe 
Writs were at an end. If he (faould b"? tnjd 
*• P O'egalien was the fame as dijfoktioa of 

Rarliament 
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Fsirliafflent In principle,** he Mr'-nl<l refute as 
well as deny that propcit'.ion lobe Law, un¬ 
der the Wings of Lord Hale, who died after 
•67 ?» and before loyS. In the Manufeript 
of ins which Mr. Haidinge had before men¬ 
tioned, that great man alludes to the icfaln- 
tion of 1 57 3, as corredliiig and icvciftcg tlis 
Iaw of a foimer Judgm m (made by the 
Lords in liis hearing, and ir. that fame I'.iilia. 
ment), that even upon prorogitiou VVnts 
of Emir ah ited : but was i>e (L.>rd H 1 ) of 
opinmn, that pro’cvaiion and a ti^ioluion of 
P.Tliamcn*. were the fame as to W ■ its of Ei - 
roi ? bo far Irom it, tliat after ferni.ng Co 
adopt the dccifioii of 1673 as good Law, he 
proceeds to aflinn, as a point clear of doubt, 
th If attfir a of Parliament, the 

Wilt of Error .md Petition of Appeal was 
St an end; adding, that he has himieif known 
it fii ruled. Heie hen wc detect an mfidious 
cooml.nent < f the fail by thefe Lords in 
1678, as to tits import of that fudgr.ienr in 
1673, and at the holt a petverted aii,.Ioay 
bi-tween two caits which the exillin" Lsw 
had completely diitingUifhsd.—Hot the opi¬ 
nion alfeited in the next breath by thefe 
Lends asm Imp'-nchmen s could not he jnfti- 
lied ev^n by that Judgment, if the firfl ana¬ 
logy between a prorogation and a dilToIutiun 
bad been correA, becaule there is no fair 
analogy between Writs of Eriot aud Im- 
p-achments after a dilToluCiOu of P.iiiiament, 
one of them coutauiin'; nure points cd law 
upon the face of the lecord, the other cim- 
taimng an accnfation upon fad. In cue of 
them, the public accufer, who h is a dircieCi<>n 
to interpole hefoie juiigment, is de.nl, and in 
the other no Plaintitf’is eha ;ged, but the fame 
paicies .ippr.ir. The Right Hon, Gciitlmiiau 
had hud, ‘‘chat in fume of the icfeicrji.es 
by tlifi Carr.inittee in 176?, Uioiigh it cer- 
taiii'.v w is not tn ill iittiicf'-the point before 
them, precedents appr.ired of Paili.ioiciii.iiy 
accutations which origmarcd in the Houle of 
Petrs, and were continue 1 by ord.r Imm 
oue PailiameiiC to the next.'* Hewoubl not 
again anfwer that ohfervatioii, but alk, ll it 
wis clear oj doubt that fiich precedents weie 
dectfive toellabhlh the leg.d continuance of 
Impeachments in ftatu pn, without fpacial 
orders, and where the evidence had proceed¬ 
ed ? In charailer with fucli ,1 mode of de¬ 
claring or making law .<s th.at in 1678, was 
the i'ubicquent coiiduA of tuufe times: no¬ 
thing could be more bale or infamous than 
what happened in the cafe of nwoy pei feented 
Catholics, whom the judges, and .scroggs 
at their head, executed ag unfl all the rules 
of law .<nd principles of juihce. In charac¬ 
ter with fqch a taw, and fo mide, was the 

MUrfe of fin Impeachment agauitt Lord Staf¬ 


ford. Here, indeed, the humanity of the 
Kiiiiif Hon. Gentleman and his candour unit¬ 
ing, he had conceded that nothing could be 
wnPfe ; but it was the fame Hnufe of Peers, 
with little variation, and at the diflauce 
only of two years. The Right Hon. Gentle¬ 
man had faid, “ thefe were abui'es of a wifs 
and conft'tiitional Judgment in 1678,” m-ide 
by th^ fame Judges however, aud wih an 
equal fpur to that petfectiiion of the t’atho- 
I'cs in which Lord Dauby was implicated 
(by a fide wind) as well as the Popilh Lords 
then under Impeachment;—but this tiisl 
of Loul S:. fford is of extreme importance 
in iTi.ii king what lliame was felt upon the 
judgment 111 1678, and in wiaat manner the 
ex .a;.nation of it was eluded. Jones, May- 
n.T-tl, sad Wiiiiiir.gtoii fay, “ The Lords have 
pill„d a JodgiTiyic. It is too clear t« be dif- 
pmed. We .ire lu (uop.itu they had gixid 
reafon for it ; we are to fuppofe tlv’y had 
precedents : i ut if they had none, it is pri- 
per III in ike a new precedent tliat is, 
proper to make it by leaking away Lord St if. 
fold’s life. Tnc EailS’f Duihy, in i68i, 
acinfcs the Peers of blowing etr oixjH 

o'li'.i, by refufnl of a Dill that woUUI have 
cu.'.i'led it into a l.iw. Then comes the re- 
veilal i.i lb's5 of this Refolution : fo ttiat 
authority againtl authority, the tall prevails; 
and it is now the law nf that Court, tint Im- 
peiC m-iits 3b.Ue after a diflolutiou of I’ti- 
ii.'.ment. This period of 1685, the fiilV 
year of a (hott and wiiked reign, deferved 
ail the odium a more enlightened age lidd 
thrown upon it. Tlie rc-veifal was imJeci-nt, 
111 the mode of it, partial m the objr^, and 
hurried through the Hnufe, But there was 
a remarkable difti s-ihon wkea by this revt r- 
f.il between Wii s of Knor aud Impeach¬ 
ments, and that put of the order which rc- 
l.ites to Writs of Error has be; n fii.ce receiv¬ 
ed as the law of the land. 11 < vvuiiid prove 
(he (idler pan reqie^ling rhe Impe.icliiuents 
had been tccogiaz-d and adopted by fubfe- 
(|uenc authorities in the Lords, without a 
hint ofdifapprohation by the Commons. It was 
not, however,quite corredt, that the Commons 
were thiH Ctiiupietriv ciifl.wed; Serjeant May¬ 
nard M.'is a hull in favour uf hbei cy, and then 
a Member of_ Parliament. He b.id been a 
chimpun for the order of 1678 againft Lord 
St'dfoi'd ; but in 1685, though in the habit 
of pioteiting againR many encraachmenta, 
he fays not one fyllable againfl this order of 
reverlal, whiflPbtiegaiivas the continuance of 
Impeachments afteradiifolntionof-ParliamenrA 
In 1690'the times were excellent, and per¬ 
haps a better aeia for the liberty of the fuhjeA 
could not be fo nd than in that identical 
yeer. Maynard was In the Houfe of Com¬ 
monly 
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mona, and Sonners then Solicitor Generali 
tlie beft and gic.v.ad n>an that (icihaps ever 
bieavlicd in EngLnJi or in the world. A 
quellion is dircttjy put by the Loids, V^ihe- 
Uier Impeachments continued, or abated, 
upon a ditfulution i All the old preteduits aie 
examined, and many otlieiii that weie not 
piudueed in" 167^, are biou"lu from the 
Tower. Hiey are aJl/tii/fd, nor crnccaled, 
as in 1678. The Cunnnittte infmaie their 
Icnfc of the Km to be, chat Impeachments 
are at ah end upon a view of Lholeptecedcnii-, 
and upon a view of thofc precedents 
tlie queftion of difch.irgiiig the I'eeisi, ix- 
predly put. It is true, that politics K..d r .en- 
fhaie in a debate which this report piodnced, 
aud that the Lnids had not raifed the point 
themfelves, but had parted another in their 
favour. It lb, liowever, certain dial a de¬ 
bate arofe upon i/>s report, and he defpaired 
ol all attempts to reafou in future, if he 
(hould be ai cured of an unfair inference 
from the dillnii as m-’ikcd in a fanmus pio* 
tell againit the Refolution of the Lords to 
dilchargs ll.e Peers. But fiift he would afle, 
What became of the Huufe of Commons, 
wlien they faw the rep n taflirniing Impeach- 
meins to be at an end, aud when they lealt 
knew it had been a point in the debate ? And 
when there was at lall ambiguity in the 
qucrttoii. Whether the nifchargc was upon 
this groutid 1)1 tlie utlier of tlie pardon ? they 
urge Hiiilimg in favour of the order in 1678. 
—But what fays this famous proteft? L it 
fileiit up'in the rrport ? No, it condemns 
the intfooiidtiuii of it into the debate, but 
nut the ilodtriiic winch it imported, and it 
imputes a deiigii beyond that of relieving the 
Peers will) had. petiliuned. Tins defign is 
explained in Boriiet an having been to lave 
Loid Carniatcfieii, againllwhum his enemies 
had raifed the queltion again for the purpofe 
of expofiug him to an old Impeachment that 
hung over his Inad, unlefs the didulution had 
made an end of it. The enemies of that 
Peer were btify againfl him in the Communs, 
and it was prupofed at this very time to vote, 
that upon account of the Impeachments in a 
former Pai liament, he (houlJ be no longer 
one of the K"ig’s Cabinet Mmiftcrs. Vet 
his enemies, aware of their own purpofe in 
the Lords, and awaie of the meafurc by 
winch it bad been met liierc, make nu com¬ 
plaint agahiftthc danger, at lealt of the order 
in 1678 f if it could have been liippoied that it 
was not then dune away by the 01 dor in 168 j* 
In 171", Lord Uxiord was made fubjeO by 
a Refolution of the Lords to an Imp'.acliineuc 
after prorogation, and he douid nut imagine 
it poliibleto read the dilfeiuing Lords in tlicir 
Protell, without a iif.celTary infetence, that 
the point of liie qucfnon had been, VVlietiicr 
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if difToIution abated, prorogation had or hat 
nut a fimilar elfedt I This quefhon aflumed 
the law of abatement,'*as refulting from dif- 
loluci< 4 n,aiid the Jxiids in their protelf, never 
controverting that law, but affirming and 
commending it, exprefs their fears that it 
naay be weakned by tins judgment upon the 
caie of prorogation, which they reprefenC 
as the fame thing : but the majority thought 
otherwife, and it is impuflible to conceive 
tliat Judgment either luppoiied in aigumont, 

01 in atgiiment arraigned, unlefs upon this 
point conceded, that a difTolutiou of Parlia- 
meiii w.i- the tei inin.ition of an Inipeuoh* 
nient. UpO'i this view of the Icvtul pie- 
ceiieiits, he exprelfed a veiy feriuus doubt, 
at lealt, whether Impeachments could be 
taken up oi fia/u fuu by a new Pailianicnt; 
and he could not help .lOding, tli.it if all ihefe 
precedents'were tliKiWD ii.to the fne, a fate 
winch upon the mvi e eiiai acter of tlie times 
two of them deteived, he ffioiild have a 
doubt at le.ift, and Ihould'nichiie to the opi¬ 
nion he had already iniimaied, as refultnig 
from the conttitutioiial powers refiding in 
both Houfes of Parliament, by admitted 
pr.idlice and general illuttration. lie adjur¬ 
ed the Houle to adt up< n the recomnitn- 
dation of the Right Uuo. Gentleman who 
fpoke bit, as will a"^s to admire it; in other 
words, to be deliberate and waiy in examin¬ 
ing all the materials which could enlighten 
their judgment, before lliey affirmed iti the 
foim or an alTerted privilege ,i judicial duty 
of the Crurt, whofe juiiulidtioii they cou.d 
not change, and whole judgment they cuuhl 
not force, lie intimated a diflike to tiii 
mode of afleniiig the rigiit, even if they be¬ 
lieved itwiscbatjbutrecomnicndvd tint if ijiat 
Jhouldhn Cbeir opinion, they flionld otV u,pon 
it ill a mode of ajferw.g it iqu.iJIy eHcdttt.il, 
blit lefs irregulai ; mnie t< mperatu and niuie 
contticutional. T hinkir.g however .is he then 
did, he (hould ciitainly give hi$ vote in 
fopport of the JWotioii, iliat Sir Peter Bii mil 
fliotild leave thech.'ir, 111 older to iheappisiot- 
meiit of a Committee (by the Houle 14lien 
relumed) fur the puipofeuf examining pre¬ 
cedents. 

Mr. Yorke recommended great del ibera- 
tion on a conRitutional qucliion oL fuch 
magnitude, andadvifed that nunc nme Ihutild 
be given, that Gentlemen migli: be the 
better enabled to fearch for prcccdcn t'., and 
make themfelres matters of the lubjed t. p 
Mr. Anllruther with inHiiite abilkv, in i* 

argument of an hour’s length, fultai ncil the > 
popular fide of the queltion, viz. 1 hat an IC 
Impeachment did not abate on the Pilfolu- 4 
tion of a Parliament. It was .ickiu ivirdged ll 
by men Inghett in the piofcn ou, m.jt Mr. Jli 
Anlttuther’s was a mult excellcoc 1 | cech. 


As 



As foonas Mr. AnflnrtherfatJown, Mr. 
P.lt rofe ;md faidn|ie did not rife to rn’er 
inid I be debate, but to make a propof..! ti .ac 
h'l flattered bimfelf wou'-d prove gciur.-lly 
acceptable. If he were to ftate hi« opiniiai 
tlien, Mr, Pitt declared, lie IhouUI fay, that 
k was fo cle.li-as not :o make it fit to love 
it ent.-red on their Jniirnals, that they 
thought It neceffary to api>oini a Cofnmi'tee 
to feaicli for precedents, fiom whence an 
inference nii..;ht be dr.nwn, th.at they Ivd 
CiitertaiHed doubts, of the fli^btid ptobabi- 
lity ot whivh tl-.ey ought carefully to avoid 
the ap,UMi aiice, 1 he qui-itii'n hefoie tlie 
Contnnittee, Mr. P.lt l.nd, was of (i»th 
rnagiiitude and imiioitanci, it rcl.-fed to a 
right thai foiini-d fo l•f^eIlll.d a part of ibrir 
privileges, and invt'lved confideiatioiis fo 
intimately interwo-ceii with the permanent 
foundation of our Conft.tiirion, chat ail nmft 
bedefiioiKto hive an op|wiitunity to give 
it a full anil ample difcuiTlnn. When lie 
recolledli’d the iiumher of Gentlemen who 
would fpeak uinm the fvjajcfl, and who h;;d 
not yet had an opportiiniiy of being heniJ ; 
it was alfo will known that thoie who 
were confidered as the fird legal authorities 
in that Houfe meant to deliver their feiiti- 
ments, and as the time of night would not 
then allow a fuificient nppoiiunity for them 
to enter at laige into the diicufiion, he 
thought the moll ronveiutiit method th y 
Cu'ald purfue, v. oold he to adjourn the do- 
baetill a future d y; they wtinUI hy th.it 
me.ins have the advaiitsge of aftording thole 
Genliemeii who wifheJ tofearcli for piece- 
dents, time to coiifult the neceff.iiy docu- 
tnentSi and compare the vaiietyof tales cited 
by his Right flon. Friend that day, with the 
hiAoiy and ciicumll.iiices of the times in 
wh'Ch they had occurred. Wheothoy fliuuld 
enme again to the difcufiion, the H<>n. 
Centieman oppofite to him, he hoped, would 
alfo be able to refume the ihre.id ot that 
learned ipeech, which for a leafon that they 
ali I'lmented li.ad been abruptly broken off 
before it was fin'fiicd ; .md in every point 
of view the debate would benefit by the 
delay. Mr. Put conchulf-il with dccl.sring, 
lint tic flattered himiVlf ib.it after the fobjiifl 
had been fully difculfeJ, they fli'uiUi come 
loan unanimous vote on tht tjucflion betore 
theni. In order tocairy bw propofition into 
clfedl, he moved an Amenoiveni to Mr. 
Eiikkie's motion, to add to the queflion, 
•' That the Ch.urman do leave the Chair,” 
the words *’ report prugitfs and aik leave 
to fit again.” 

Mr. fltukc rofe and faid, he peifrdlly 
agreed wuih the Right Hon. O'-ucleman, 
and thanked him for the fug^eflion. 

iif John Scott begged to alk the Right 


Hon. Gentleman a queftion relativ* to the 
w'oiihiig of Ins Motion. The Right Hor>. 
Gentlerrt''ti had ftitedin it th.at the Impeach- 
mwit \v?s noiv Jtpur.dhg ; dill he wuran that 
it was in all its.foim*., or in other 

wotds inJlatu as it dtpsndeil bftore the 

dilfolutioti of the lafl Filllianicnt ? IMo, Str 
John faid, thequi-flion leemtd to him to be 
fiibflantlally chflerent from the mere ennfi. 
dei.ition whether the Impeachment ab.-teil, 
and mull be rusov.ted by .1 p.i|-!icu!3i pro- 
cefs rlfevvhere, not neceffary to be then 
dtfcribetl. 

Mr. Burke faid, he Ihonld entertain a 
very gnat leipedl tor every thing tliat fell 
from the learned Geotl«n'iii, .and would 
cheerfully have given an . nfwer to the quef* 
tion he tiad before alked to the fame point, 
but that he was unwilling to keep il-e Houle 
from enjoying the fatisfact.on the> mull have 
felt from havmg he.ird the I'ble fpeecti fnim 
the le-irned Gentleman iic.-ir him, one of Che 
moll able, Mr. Bui ke faid, Ihai- he h.id ever 
wiiiic'flcil. With regard to the word deptnd- 
introduced in the Mncion, he could 
atlign no other rcafon ch.-in that it was the 
very word iifed in the Rvfolution fent up to 
Che Houfe of Louis ip the cide of the Rail of 
D.iiihy, and ihcrrfors he thought it tlic 
ptoper word to iile on the prefrnt occifion. 

Sir [■ hn Scoit faid a few words in reply. 

Th- M.ilferot tiiK Rt.llb thought the word 
depindinn wanted lome rxpl.matioii, and 
luggelltd iii.erting after it in the Motion, 
“ III all the forms in vrliiih it ex.fled m the 
bft Faihament.” 

Mr. Fox faid, they had got into a mofl 
Curious roiiverfacion ; that the explanation 
fuggefled by Che Mafler of the Rolls would 
go a gre.it deal farther than would be proper, 
whereas the woid depending was (iitlicienc to 
denote their fenfc ot their own iigh’s, and 
it would he for Che Houfe of Lords to put a 
cnnfliuiflion opon it. 

Mr. Buife laid, amfidering this was the 
firft flep the Houfe of Commons was about 
to lake in defence of their Privileges, the 
woi d dfptnding was enough for them to ufe 
at prefent, not thinking they wtie ripe 
enough CO go farther as yet; but that if he 
weie sfleed what he meant, he had no 
ferupte Co declare, that his meaning was, chat 
the Impe.achment was in falu fuo, for that 
he believed was the proper phi ale. When 
they had earned up the Qucfliun to the 
Lords, fuppofing that the maiority of that 
Houfe thnuld agiec to vole it, the next ftrp 
the Hcnifo would have to take, muft depend 
altogether on theconuu^ of their Lunifhips. 

The Queflion was at length put, and «ar« 
lied. 

Adjourned. 
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WnBiffnATf BeeemW *a. 

As fojHi as the onler of the. day for taking 
into furtlipr confideration the Oate in which 
the Impeachment of Waricn Haftings, Efq. 
flood at the diflblution of the laft Parliament, 
had been read, and Sir Peter Burrell had 
taken his feat at the table, 

Mr, Erikine rofe, and after an apology for 
kaying attemjrted to deliver his fentiments 
laft hriday without having been able toacenm* 
plilh hiS purpofe, faid,he did not with theHoufe 
to begin with him Je aev«, but fliould as well 
as he could recolledl pnrfue his argument, 
refuming it where he had unfortunately 
been obliged to leave off; and as he liappily 
Wc ftrength of body as well as of* mind, he 
trufted he Ibould be able to bring it to a con- 
cluflon, to the convidlion of the Houfe, that 
Impeachments abated upon the diflulution of 
P.trliament. Jdr. Erfkine paid many com¬ 
pliments to Mr. Addington, for his ingenious 
argument on the great variety of Precedents 
he had cited laft. Friday; and profelTed much 
refpeA for his talents and his motives, 
fliice nothing could be more praife-worthy 
than to fee him gratefully returning the dif- 
tiiiguilked favours with which the Houfe had 
honoured him, by (landing op, in an able 
and manly way, the advocate and fupporter 
of their privileges, and the cufloms and ufages 
of the Houfe which conftituted the Law of 
Parliament; but he muft be permitted to 
kiy, that powerfully as the Right Hon. Gen¬ 
tleman had put the cafes he had quoted, they 
had not convinced his mind that an Impcach- 
snent did exift in ftatu notwitirfland* 
ing a dinolurion of Parliament. Mr. Erikine 
dated a variety of Precedents from the Lords’ 
Journals, in order to eflablifh the truth of 
his alferiion, and to prove that the Houfe bad 
never conreived that a Writ of Error con¬ 
tinued over even after a Prorogation, much 
more a Diflblution. Mr. Erikine dwelt on 
the force of each Precedent fora confiderable 
time, and faid, one of the mod important be 
liad heard of from a learned friend fince he came 
into the Houfe, and which he had not liefore 
met with. It hial, be faid, adonjfhcd him, 
and he doubted not it would aftonilh the 
Houfe, as it had aftoniihed him. The pre¬ 
cedents Mr, Erikine cited were thofe of 
the year 1673, 1678, 1685, 1690, 1*01, 
and 17x7. He pathetically deferibed the 
trial, defence, convidlion, and execution of 
hard Stafford ; and after a vsaictf of reafoning 
upon each, and all the relative circumdances, 
he took a more immediate view of the cafe 
of an Impeachment fltuated Uka that of Mr. 
Hadings at prefent, with many of the accu- 
f«rs become Jodg^Bi. He alked how they 
would get at the orjfl fiTukpcfc by wh^ 
?A»T JY, 


means afeertain the teftimony of various kinds 
which the Managers of the late Houfe of 
Commons had pruducU, and which had been 
admitted by the Houfe of Lords. Having 
ufed .many arguments in Mludration of hit 
poTition, to prove the injudice 0/ continuing 
atrial fecircumftaoced, he at length conclud¬ 
ed with a repetition of his former motion. 

Mr. Pitt defired the attention of the Com¬ 
mittee while he dated his opinion upon a. 
fiibjedl which involved in it confiderations 
eflantial to the very exidence«f our conditu- 
tion. The drll thing chat naturally prefented 
itfelf as proper to be fought after, in ex- 
amlning the grounds upon which fuch a 
Qgedion mud dam), was the afeertaining 
whether there had exided one uniform ufag* 
and praSice which had been purfued by rhn 
two Houfes in refpedl to Impeachments, and 
which would in that cafe have condituted the 
law of Parliament j but if it ibould appear 
that the precedents to be found did not al¬ 
ways apply, it mod be remembered tha t 
there were principles that were paramount 
to all precedents, viz. the principles of ttw 
conditution. If he Ihould have found that 
the uniform ufage and pradlice of Parliament 
clearly was, that Impeachments did abate on 
tlie diffoluiion of Parliament, he mud bow 
to the authority, and had only to look to an 
early remedy for a pradiice fo dangerous to 
the privileges of that Houfe, and to the li¬ 
berties of the country. After an exordium 
fomewhat to this effedl, Mr. Pitt proceeded 
to examine the feveral precedents allode;) to 
by Mr, Erikine, and aflerted, chat there wer« 
to be found a variety of others in our hidoiy 
which warranted the dodlrine that Impeach¬ 
ments did exiit in fiatu yv«, notwithdanding 
the diflblution of Parliament. Mr. Pitt ini* 
(lanced the cafe of the Duke of Suffolk in th« 
reign of Henry the Sixrli, and faid, others 
occurred in the time of Richard the Second, 
ani| in other reigns. He dilated on the Re- 
folution of the Houfe of Lords in 1673 
wherein they ordered that all Writs of Error 
and ntbtr bujtnefi of a juditUl nature (hall m 
over from Parliament to Parliament, not- 
withdanding a diflblution. He next adverted 
to the precedent of 1678, the autlwrity of 
which he charged Mr. Erikine wirh having 
endeavoured to overturn by eloquence, and 
by his artful appeal to the paflions in tbede- 
feriptinn he had given of the conviaion and 
execution of Lord Stafford; but that unfor¬ 
tunate nobleman’s hard fate was certainly no 
proof of the non-continuance of Impeach¬ 
ments, as the abufe of an inflitution was 00 ar¬ 
gument of its inutility. He afterwards went 
to the couanr-deciflon of 1S85, which had 
taken ;Uce in bid times, whenaPupiih 
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Monarch ixras on the throne, and the ohjefl 
had been t»» fereen th(t Popi(h Loids fnjm 
jtiftice. M . Put fhewed the diftiiift.on he- 
tween a judicial and a leg'.llative proceedin ', 
maintaining that Impcacliments cle.aily Lame 
within the Older <'f 1673. Having (h“wed 
that the weight of the Precede its ip t ivour 
of the Motion, ili’.t the Impeachment w.is 
depending and did not abate, piv.iomleratcd 
wiieii h.I-need ag.iinll fuch .n wee of a cn.i- 
tr.iry tenJern.'/, he lehrred to fewial cales 
inCarihi-w’!, Repor s,to prove that it had been 
h'ligfitico Ir'.h lift liiipeaohments weie imt 
alT-'dle lby the diflolut on ot Pai lia-nent. He 
look notice of Ml. Ihlkinu’s h.niiig call d 
th.it Housn the At( iii.ics or Ag.nts for the 
feiipic, ai-.i U'.d, in one lenR they certainly 
were !«, viz, as deputed by ih'im .iiict ailing 
in ,iid Ilf il).;ii c.iuV, according to ‘hnr own 
jiidginent a id without any refponfr'ihty wh.it- 
evtr. It it wjS meant, that thay were to be 
ahv.ivs .at the diredtion of the People, he 
fiiouid fiv, liwy v'cre not in that fenfe the 
/ittornrs of ttie people. 'I ho Hon. and 
I.ear.ied Ginileman Ceemed to confider the 
Impeacltnient as the particular adl of the 
Idt Pathiment, forgetting tint they h.ul im¬ 
peached a btrta Crimio d in th'ir oai'ic, and 
10 the name of aH tht Cjmmw d/ EaghnJ j 
the proceeding therefore h.w ng once airmieJ 
a jodicMl Ih ipe, its exillenco mult coniinu -, 
without regaid to tbofe who had immediately 
inflituted it. To iiliiflraie this, he put tlie 
cafe, th.it iiis Mnjelly's Attorney General 
were to file an information iv o'Kcu ag.iinft 
any man in the K.ing'a nam.-, .mil weiepre- 
jr o.’.sto tiie tua! logo out of ol^.ee.li that cafe, 
was It to be imagined 'hit the infoimatioii 
woold no' be tned ? The King was inf.idl the 
J’uhlic P.'ofecutor, .mJ the Attorney General 
.only the legal org. n of inflitutiog vlio pro- 
cefs, in like m inner as the lioufe of Co'TI- 
monj was the Itgal organ of inflitiitii.g an 
Impeachment; hot all the Commons of 
England were the Fiofccutors, If our An- 
ceftirs had forefeen fuch attempts to overturn 
the prjvllcges of that Houi'e refneding Im- 
peachm-nts, they could not have .idled with 
more camioi} than they had done, to l.iy 
*!own diflintlly wli,v. thofe prvileges w'it, 
Ja>rd H’le, ha fa.d, had dated the difti'ift 
diffarence between proceed.ngs of pore, judi¬ 
cature 111 tt^ Houle of L'imR, and ■iroce'-dipgl 
in llnj tloufe when they , were ohhged to .ift 
in concert with the Houfe ot Commons. Us 
re^d the palfiga to ]the Koufe. lie .d o rc;- 
ferred tt> Lord Chief Judice ConiytiS, whom 
he dated to be not oiny a diligent compiler 
but a great authority. He read what Lord 
'Chief Judice Cumyns faid no a dilTolucion of 
P.irliament, .froip whence it was evident that 
an Impeachment by the Houfe of Commons 
Vas nof afeO^ )}y a dillbl^tlo^, Mr. Pitf 


therefore faid, hetroftedhe had proved that 
the weight of Precedents on the Lords Jour¬ 
nals was I ckarly in their favour, that all ihe ^ 
great Law aulhoritiss weie in their favonr| j 
and iliai the c.mrle of proceeding in the < 
Courts of Juft ice W.IS likevvifein then favour. ' 
He dwelt lor lome titu'; on :h<; ufeof Ing- 
peachnients, as the only ni'i.l.- of pnriifhing 
State Drlinqiiems who h-u abated tome pub¬ 
lic office, and whofe crime.s could not he 
le.ichol by .’ny other prraieisj and he alfo 
fail!, It rm.rt bn clear to cvi ry one liijt Im- 
pi-iLliments were inovirt iit ns a cheik on 
bad mir. tlcrs, and thofe w ho enjoyed oflirts 
under the Clown. Athiig'i, afior an in- 
finiu- d»-.d of flirrwd iti.-don!-!;; ,tiW pcwurtul 
argnment, Mr. lh"cj Y.- t.i tint part of his 
fpeech whei'j lie tliODclii it necelfaiy to notice 
wli?tMi. I'.ilk'ne I. id '.ud of the vlteiatinns 
thatoicurrcd in an Inifn .i..l’niL.it contitmed for 
years, .and the diiti.ubifc.s ih.'.t Chrnrit uofe. 
He f.iid, the c.rci>n!ll.i"Ce o* 'he n<’ciilers ()cc.a- 
lionaliy beconing i!'..-: compiiiienr pait of 
tho’e who were ilu; j'nigis, u not i mat¬ 
ter of objrdlion rgaii.lt an Jmpf.ichm'.nt tint 
continue I for ye.ir.;, any in,.re th.ni it i\as 
m itCer of ohj.’''’ta>n .i;viinit .111 Tmpi-.-'chment 
lint con'inurid only tor a lingie li.iion. It 
W..S 111 f. 3 Cl a citcuniilance incident .1 to the 
tia'uie of ail Ini'n'.achments, nor was any 
danger or injufticc to he dreaded horn it. He 
afKcd whd was the foundati.an of the Houle 
Ilf Loids itklt ? It was a Coiut of Ju- 
d'C.ituis clungirg I's .Members, a: death took 
(iff 111!wli’cli nam *'iv produced oihcis as 
thtar foccelfirs. Wi'li legard to tin-evidence, 
tlic Lords, he faiJ, hadordeied copies ot the 
evideiiec to he print'..'d, ard fneh as weie new 
JVteo'beis of tiinr cwn Hinile would oiil'/ 
h.iv* to rcler to the Jomnals of the Houfe of 
Lords, funpofing it to hr itoe that they 
weiefa..lly ignor.mt of any of the proceed, 
inps .a'ri ady h.ad U|ion thedcprndiug Impeach- 
iTicnt. It w.as, hefji'l, i.r.poflible for the 
Ho'ifc to he goveined by tin; rul.*s of the 
Courts h 1 .w', fince the foiindat'on of Im- 
pe.>clim'-nts was to bi iog off-ndets to juflice, 
wh.i would efc.ipe It fuhmi'ted to the ordi- 

ii. iry luUij of Courts of Jnrifprudt-nce ; tlie 
rulis of the Ccuits being for the protedion 
of indivuhi.ils, and Impeachments for tlie 
prote 6 to,a of llie public. After cle.aring 
.11*.ly Mr. Fifk'iie’s objections fitted in the 
le.ter put of lir- t(..jech, Mr. Pitt declared 
I.e woul.!, he.^rre he fat down, fay fnnierhing, 

iii. t only to piove ih.d liiipe.achments did not 
abac'a on the difTohition of Pailiament, but 
that they cnntiiinvd in ftatu qua, eaadlly as 
they werb before tlut event took place. He 
tlfcn entered fliorfly ipto a difcuflion of the 
nature of proceeding on an Impeachment) 
and tmving argued it very clearly, with a 
yiciy tp eftalbliih the dodlrine, that if it was 
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t.'iken up in any otherway than to ftatu 
the C'.iniequence would he, the niofl. intoler.i- 
ble opprcdion uiiU the niott violent injultice. 
He cimcludt'd With alfcrting, that ft uni every 
principle of the conAitutioH, from the weight 
ot precedents, from eveiy an.ilugy t f law, 
from the immutable principles of jnllice, 
from the exped'ency of I’uhiic ti ials, frum 
eveiy authority to be found, and from every 
argument tliac plain fenle could luggeft, he 
Was decidedly of I'piniun not only that the 
Impeachment did notabate^but that itexittcdin 
Jiat^ juo ; and therefore he declared, he ne 
ver had given a vote with more confidence 
than he (hould give iiis vote for the ori¬ 
ginal Motion moved by the Right Ucn. 
Gentlt.mau. 

The M:'fler of i he Rolls * began with con- 
fefllug himfclf uiteily unable to follow his 
Right Hou. Fiiend ihioiigh hls argument, 
which hail been one of the nioft able and 
eloquent that he had ever heard j he begged 
the Houfe to' know, tlieiefore, that he rofc 
only becaufe it would naturally be expedied, 
that cvei y Gentleman of tiis pi ofeiHun would 
fay iomeihiiig upon a queftion of fuch great 
conflitotionai importance. The MaRer of the 
RolL then (aid, he wifhed that the Right 
Hon Gentleman who had moved the quef- 
tioii liad followed the example of the Houfe 
of Commons in the cafe of Lord Danby, and 
had defenbed in the motion more particularly 
what was meant by the Impeachment that 
was Rated in it to be depending. His Right 
Hon. Friend, it was true, had fairly explain¬ 
ed himfelf on that head, and had declared, 
that in his opinion the Impeachment depend¬ 
ed in ftatu yua juR 3$ it had done at the con- 
‘clufiun of the laR Parliament. He profefTed 
a great eReein for the Right Hon. Mover of 
the queRIon; but he muR fay, that according 
to clear law and every legal analogy, it was 
impofUbla that lmpe.ichmencs could exiR 
in ftatu qu» after a diiroUition of Parliament; 
nor till the year 1678 had it ever tntared 
into the mind of man, that a d.ITulution did 
not put an end to every exiRing Parluiment- 
«ry pioceediiig.—With regard to Evidence, 
there was not, the MaRer of the Rolls faid, 
one rule of evidence that did not apply to the 
Houfe of Lords as much as to any inferior 
Court in the kingdom. The MaRer of the 
Rolls differed from Mr. Pitt in feveral of his 
dedudlions ; and as to the cafe of the Duke 
of Suffolk, he faid it was an extraordinary 
one to look to as a precedent. That noble 
Duke had been banilhed, and his enemies, not 
thinking that a fuflicient punifhmeot, moved 
an Impeachment in that Honfe; but it was 
not true that a trial had begun in one Parlia- 
SiBptji and continued in the next. Wliile 
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tbefe proceedings, however, were goTpg 911 
at home, the noble Duke lay dead in France 
The Impeachment of Mr. UaRiiig<; was thi 
firR inRjiics of an Impeachmen'^ in which the 
trial had lafted heyrnil the (iiriou, r.d he 
fmcei ely heprd it would be the 1..R, Si< Riclurii 
aigi-ed For fome time on the preccdcntb. 

Mr. Yorke Wifhed more time h,H been 
allowed tofearch for fuiiiier preccvleuts. The 
qiirRioii had, he f.ii(]^ bten argued fo ably by 
tiie Right Hen. the Chancellor of tiie Exche¬ 
quer, that it would become unneiell ly for 
him to attempt to go into the difcuflion ; it 
was fufficient for him to declare, that it ap¬ 
pealed to him fromreafon and common fenfe 
that Impeachments were not difeontinued in 
cutirequence of a diflulution of Parliament, 
fince it was fuuiuled in principles of juRice 
that the accufed (hould Ixive an oppoituiiity 
afforded him <if cle.aiiiig his characlcr and 
naaking liis defence, wliicli he could not have, 
if the Impeachment were lo abate Mr. 
Yotke replied to feveral of the aiguments of 
Mr. Erfkine and the MaRer of the Rolls, 
controverting them repai'ately,and Rating why 
be differed in opinion from them upon th« 
points in queRion. He faid, he tluiiighc the 
Houfe of Lords could not proceed to judg¬ 
ment unlefs the Houfe of Commons prayed 
it j in like manner as the Court of King’s 
Bench, on a conviction of a criminal lnfor«* 
matiun or Indictment preierred by the At¬ 
torney General, would not give judgment un¬ 
til the Attorney General came into Court and 
prayed it. The Right Hon. Cliancellnr of the 
Exchequer had fhewn, Mr. Yorke obferved, 
that Writs of Error had continued from tim« 
to time, notwithRanding a new ParlLament. 
In ancient days the Parliament was diffolved, 
or expired, at the end of a fingle Selfion ; bat 
as Election Petitions and other public hufi- 
nefs increafed, it had been found neceffary 
to increafe the term of the duration of Par¬ 
liaments. Mr. Yoike defined thediRinCtion 
of ihe rules of proceeding in the Courts of 
Law and the Court of Parliament j in tha 
former, the whole power of the Court was 
derived from the Crown ; in tlie Court of 
Parliament, all the power was derived from 
the people and not from the Crown. Mr. 
Yorke made fomeother pertinent remarks. 

The Attorney General f reafonedvery ahiy 
in fupport of Mr. ErAtine’s Motion, and 
contended, that if oppofing the original 
queRion was to abandon the Privileges of that 
Houfe, ifure he was, it was to aCl agreeable 
to the law of the land. Mr. Attorney en¬ 
tered into a difcuflion of the cafe of Lord 
Stafford, and gave an account of the conduft 
and arguments of Serjeant Maynard and Sir 
William Jones ab that memorable occafton. 

i- Sir Arch. Macdtmald. 
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Sir ArchibaMf after dweUing on thofe topica 
for fome time, faid, h% could not but be of 
opinion, that a farther enquirjr was necelfary, 
and therefore he (houM thiok it his doty to 
abftain from giving his voftf for the origin.<l- 
qneftion. When precedents Ihould be foand, 
tiny ought then to fift the fubje£l to the bot¬ 
tom, and afcertain what was the mode mod 
expedient and proper for that Houfc to 
porfiie. 

Mr. Robinfon made a Ihort fpeech, but 
are did not hear what he faid diduidily 
enough to leant on which fide he meant to 
give his vote. 

Mr. Pybus, in a fpeech of great perfpicuity 
and appofiteitefs, fupported the oiiginal quef- 
tion, for which he declared he felt himfelf 
bound in honour to vote. Lord Danby’s 
cafe in 1678, Mr. Pybus faid, was peculi- 
arly that fort nf cafe that beft of all elucidated 
the great advant^eof Impeachments by way 
of fecurity to the conftitution. Charles the 
Second, upon the Commons proceeding to 
impeacli ^rd Danby, then the Lord Trea- 
furer, came down to Parliament aod faid/^n 
plain and dircA terms, that he was refolved 
to proteA Lord Danby, who had aQed uni¬ 
formly by his direfiions atid orders, and Lord 
Danby aWwards pleaded the King’s pardon, 
|o which his Majefty had himfelf put the 
Great Seal. Tlie Houfe, with a becoming 
fpirit, refufed to admit the plea, being con- 
fcious that the King could do no Adt of Go¬ 
vernment himfelf, becaufe there was no re- 
fponfibility annexed to the royal charadler ; 
0 iey therefore perfifted in their Impeachment; 
when the King, finding he had no other re- 
fource, had recourfeto his Royal Prerogative 
and diflblved tlie Parliament.Mr. Pybus afktd. 
Of what life was the privilege of Impeach¬ 
ment, if the Monarch could thus unconftU 
tutionaliy interpofe his prerogative, and fecure 
from juRice his corrupt and abominable fa¬ 
vourite f thanked God the prefent time 
was not the djiys of Charles the lid, but that 
Huufe were not to be fo folf-inter^ed as to 
look to themfelves only; they were to a£f 
upon a more extenfive fcale, to look to futu¬ 
rity, and take care to preferve (Kiftenty frotnat 
the danger of being deprived of the blcRuigs 
•f a free conflitutiun. He mentiened, that 
the noble Hand made by the Commons in the 
cafe of the £arl of Danby bad fince received 
the folemn fandlion of an AA of Parliament. 
He need fcarcely fay, he alluded to the A€t 
of the isth and igtb of William, by which 
the King was deprived of the power of grant¬ 
ing a pardon to any perfon impeached by the 
Houfe of Commons- 

Mr. Adam rofe next,-and faid, what he bad 
heard was fufiUcient eot to leave a doubt in his 
mind, that then and at no other time ought 
make their fluid ao4 afcertgio the 
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clear principIecoFthe conflitutkiu. His Righ^ 
Hon. Friend, Mr. Adam declared, had truly 
faid^ that they were a Grand Committee of ' 
Privileges and of Jullice. He did not then 
mean to detain them by entering into a difcuf« 
fion of the precedents, which had been fo well 
difenifed already j he would only obferve to 
them, that in the Refolution which was 
entered into by ilw Lords in 1673, they 
would find the foundation of all the 
precedents that came afterwards. Mr- 
Adam faid a few words on the precedent in 
the reign of Henry IVth, and the prece¬ 
dent of 1673, and argued from Lord Hale 
and from Former’s Reports, declaring^hat if ic 
were not fo late an liour he Ikould 'have 
gone more at large into their confideration* 
but at prefent he would only (ay a very few 
words. Mr- Adam then commented for fome 
time on different parts of tiie fubjeA, and at 
length concluded with declaring he ihoulii 
give his vote for the miginalqueftion. 

Mr. Serjeant Watfon, in a Ihort fpeech, 
faid, he had liRened attentively to all Chat had 
fallen from the different Gentlemen, in the 
hopes of being able to have the doubts he en¬ 
tertained refpedling the original queftion re¬ 
moved : but though he had earneftiy endea- 
voured to be convinced, he could not get over 
bis doubts, which obliged him to chink that 
the idea of an Impeachment not abating 
with a diffolution, was contrary to the law 
of the land. The Serjeant adverted to the 
precedent of 1701, and made feveral ob(er-> 
vacions rcfpeAiog it. He concluded with ex«> 
prefHng'a wilbthat a Committee (hould be 
appointed to examine into the Journals of the 
Houfe of Lords, and report precedents more 
at large. 

Mr. Pitt propofed to adjourn as before, but 
to a(k leave to fit again next day, n feveral 
Gentlemen had not yet liad an opportunity of 
being heard. 

At nearly three in the morning, the Com¬ 
mittee adjourned, and the Houfe allb adjouna* 
ed immediately. 

Tkvksdav, December 23- 

As foon as the order of the day for takihg 
into further conlideration the Rate in which 
the Impeachment of Warren HaRings, ’Cfq- 
Rood at theditlolutionof thelaR Parliaitaentf 
bad been read, and Sir Peter Burrell bad takba 
his feat at the table. 

Colonel Simcoe rofe, and fpcfke at firft 1 * 
fo low a tone, that we could not cedleA What 
ha Caid j in a few fentences, however, he 
raifed his voice, and we underRood him then 
to fay, that he had formed his opinioa rather- 
from reafon than from precedents} (hat he 
had liRened with great pleafure to the very 
able and eloquent fpeech that the Committee 
had heard the preceding day firom the Right 

HODf 



t 1 


Iton. CfuMcellor oftha Exchequer, end felt 
conviction from the force of his arghmenU, 
and the additional light he had thrown upon 
the whole fubjeCt. He had no fcruple to 
declare, therefore, he was of opinion that 
the Im|)eachmenc either was, or ought to be 
depending. He faid he gave this opinion in¬ 
dependent of any predilection for oar Afiatic 
territories : he had ever turned from them 
w.fh an averted eye, and uniformly conft- 
tiered our polTeffing them, at heft, but as a 
precarious ufurpation. He added a few other 
emphatic fentences on (he fnbjeCt, and then 
tuok notice of the manner in which the 
Right Hon. mover of the queition under the 
eonfideration of the Committee, and for which 
be meant to vote, had thought proper to 
treat a wt*rthy fiiend of his on the fit ft day 
that the fubjeCt of the Impeachment came 
regularly before the Houfe. Without giving 
any anfwer to the arguments of the Hon. 
Gentleman, or faying a fyllaWe relative to 
the Journals on the table, which the Hon. 
Gentleman had charged with containing Re* 
folutions contradictory to each other, and 
which the Hon. Gentleman had ftarted to be 
the reafon that had induced him to alter the 
opinion be once had entertained of the Im- 
fieachment of Mr. Haftings, and to oppofe 
the Chairman’s leaving the chair, the Right 
Hon. Gentleman had chofeit to liold out inti¬ 
midating language to the Hon. Gentleman 
and to the Houfe in general, to charge the 
Hon. Gentleman with having put on a fiut 
of caft>ofFcloatbs, and to have become a «*- 
m$rt. If his Hon. Friend was a convert, 
the Colenel faid, he would tell the Right Hon. 
Gentleman the reafon. It was, becaufe of 
that Right Hon. Gentleman’s own tMverfion ; 
it was becaufe he bad throvwn off the cloaths 
that he had fo long moved in, and at length 
put on the true couftitutional drefs. He 
wilhed the Right Hun. Gentleman joy of 
bis new garb, fince the robe of truth became 
him better than the raiment of Rome or of 
Grece; might the mantle long continue to 
cover him ! After purfuing this metaphorical 
allufionas far as it would go, Colonel Simcoe 
repeated his admonition, and hoped the Right 
Hon. Gentleman would not again hold the 
language of menace to rcfpeftable Gentle¬ 
men, who aCled upon the moft difinterefted 
motives in that Houfe, and, without pretend¬ 
ing to vie with men of fuperior abilities, 
Were contented to do their duty honefiiy and 
confeientioufly to the beft of their judgement. 

Mr. Burke began a very long, enteriain- 
iflg, witty, and yet in many parts of it an 
•rgomenutive fpeech,. with replying fo the 
alhifions of Colonel Simcoe, relative to his 
having, on a former day, charged Mr. Balt- 


ard with tnrning his coat, and hecoming a 
convert. Mr. Buike ^uredthe Hon. Colo¬ 
nel, no man was lefs IkiUed in drefs tlian iia 
was; he knew fcaicely any thing of the 
colour, (hape, quality, fafbion, and goodnefii 
of the cloth of the coat to which the Hon. 
Colonel alluded; if, however, the Hon. 
Gentleman, or his friend, could produce a 
pattern, and wilhed for any thing out of his 
ward-robe, they were welcome, though he 
feared they would And it but poorly ftocknl. 
After playing for forue little lime upon ideaa 
which a fanciful imagination can e.iAly fug¬ 
ged, and making free with the cut of whaC| 
he had termed the Colonel’s Uniform, Mr. I 
Burke faid, there was noconverfion in him; 
bJt if any man faid, that Impeachments wcie 
in the power of the Crown, he would fay, 
that (uch a man was fubverting the Ciinllitu- 
tion. That, Mr. Burke faid, w.is his me¬ 
nace ; and what was more, it vi'as a menace 
that he fhould pcrfilt in. Nor did he imagine 
that by fuggefting fuch an opinion it was pof- 
fible to give offbnee to any rkie Member 
of that Houfe; on the contrary, he (houl 4 
have thought they would have lieen pleafed 
with a declaration in which the Members of 
the Houfe hod fo great an intereft, and 
were fo immediately concerned. The Crown, 
he was happy and proud to repeat, had noc 
tloe power of nonfuiting ail the Commons di 
Gre.it Britain: thefafetyof the ConflitutioA 
depended efleDtially on the Law of Parliament, 
which was the primary law of the land, and 
reafon diflaced tliat no law fhould exift con¬ 
trary to it. He faid he had attentively liftsned 
to every thing that had been advanced for and 
againft the queftion, and he owned, he was 
aftonilhed to find, that the lawyers had not 
brought a fingle inftruflion with them for 
the life of thofe who were laymen. He com¬ 
plimented the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
for the fpeech he had made the preceding day, 
which, he declared, had never been exceed¬ 
ed for eloquence and convidtion within thofe 
walls; but he was amazed and grieved at the 
fpeech of an Hon. Gentleman (Mr. ErfldneJ 
wiio fat on the fame bench near him, but 
Bwho in couftitutional opinion and fenttmenCs 
^as as far diftant from him as from pole to 
pole. His Hon. and Learned Friend had, 
however, given the fblution ; he had on a 
former day declared, that he was not at home 
in that Houfe; thef.ame might by appearance 
be faid of moft of the Gmllemen of his Hon- 
and Learned Friend’s profieffion ; their minds 
and thoughts were fixed on other things ; 
they confidcred thcmfclvet but half at home 
within thofe walls; they were birds of a 
different tiafs, and only perclicd on that Houfe 
in their flight towards another; here thef 
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llwlr ten^r piniont^ ftlli AiirCerinjr to 
be gone, with Coronets befoie their eyss^ 
here ttv-y took their^arly cxercifes to enable 
Ihenitelvcs to fight sg <inll them in another 
pldce ; for which le.Hon they were never 
forward to alfert and maintiin the Piivileges 
of the Commons : titey had ihctr belt boiver 
anchor (.ail m the Koule <'f Lords, and 
tiKTiefore were perpetually urging th-: Coni- 
mnns to go there >0 leaich ot then' Pnvilegi's. 
7 ttey looked on ni.it I’oule as a iiieri: ihip >'f 
fcoiiveyaui e,and like thi‘lfilh!ii.in,wlio thought, 
being a pafTengei ih.iC Ikj had iiu u'.nceio lu 
the ihrety of the v ffd, they cared little whtt 
KKks and Iho.ils the run on ; canficiericig 
thi'nnelvrs as mere fnjt.iimeis there, they 
!•). ked up then .dull ie-'', and kept every in- 
fii,matit*.ii io tridku a more hrilliaot dil'play 
ill (he ii'Vtn to ((inch tluy were faihoe;, 
leavii.i’thellrugeie ther.^; to poor, uninioim- 
tJ La(ni::ii. 'i he H['>n. and Lo.nncdG'.ntle- 
u>an,'i.Ii.i!uiks 'aio, hid exhiOitcd much «.lo- 
q'lencc, bu« •<* eomiiianiium ban-tvoUntiam au~ 
d^lai vm'Mas titK. Leoin-d and rion. Gentle^ 
ni.ia s maxim, lui he united to his elrqueiice 
only—he had not iltumtnatcd the H lufe, 
he had not even d,>xziud it. i he Hon. and 
Learned Cc.iiil<-man had told them, that no 
had little aaenUed to tlie .uP|act, that he 
Cline ATith P.imphle,s in hand, uiul then pro- 
duced a ( r c.-Jent-—fnoppoitune ! “A iriend 
111 need is a triend moved.'' Since lie came 
down to the Houfe, a fiicnd had tol<i him of a 
Jkmghl aimed c.ip.a-)>iu as a cii.impion tor 
tiie Lords, and rc.idy to bi eak a l.ince agai.ilt 
tile privileges of the Corninono. At the fiilt 
nicntioii of thin K-i.glu, ivli. ILiikc faid, lie 
icitfi.me aiaiiii, anu wnii o'.i to lee ho-v he 
was arnitd, and whcthei he!i..d any et.cli.'iiit- 
muits about him, to render tins ix lu'.ht <h’ 
\u.neiabk', and if lo, perhaps he fiioutu have 
kolui'ceu the itatate ot Henry the Fauriii 
ag.iii.it him \ but he fooiid that unnecelf ly, 
and bail (liuok off much of instire.id, when he 
diieovei ."d this renowned and thivalruna 
K'liglu lo be no otbei t vaii Sir Adam hlair, 
who, he balievcd, wuuid turn out a Klaiguc 
Eirant, :.nd break his lance aganilt^thc party 
tliai brought lum forw.srdui :.u>ck the Coiu^ 
mont. Mr. Luik.-, aiter tins (ally, enierV 
ferioufly into the precedent fi> much depeniA 
«d upon by Mr. Lilkine, of Sir .\d.itn tiling, 
who had been dilcliarged in 1690 by tne 
Lnrds, Sir Adam, he t.iid, was impc.i..hed 
in the clofe ol tre year 1689 by the Cam, 
Sions, and was aimmitted to Ncwg.ite; be- 
ure the Impeachment was proceeded in cu 
ntd, a diUc'iuiion took pl.ice ; and m Match 
.690, Sr Adam (ictitioned me L.irds to be 
luught to trial, or eiil.uged ; fo far, how- 
veo ^**‘’‘* lA'ds conceiving they had a 


right to difmifs hint in confeqnenee of tlw 
dilliihuioti, he was twice (ent hack ce New¬ 
gate, where he was confined eight mon hs be- 
(ofe 'le W.1S again brought up, when no no¬ 
tice having been t.iken h, the Commons in 
the whole of tb.>t time, he Lords diicbarged 
him on th.ic veiy g'ound : this precedent 
therefor.' m.ide <g.iintl thi'te who conrended 
that a diirolntion ibated an Impeichnient ; 
for 111 I thithreii the c.ife, the Lords Wxnilil 
uiiqiiel^ion.ddy have dii'ch.irgcd him on his'' 
petii.on j iiili'cacl of which, however, they 
continued him a priioner fur a fufficieut time 
to le.irn whech'!i the Commons wnuhl pi oceed^ 
they not pro' '.eding, he w.(s at liuigth with 
pionriet,-diK li ii'ged. Ko laid,he was charmed 
with and rtdraircd ready wit and exiemp na- 
ti(. )*.i;. flu I’.ieiice .ii(o,fl')vving ivith noble mat- 
t(.i and pointed di£i.oii, and no man enjoyed 
them :n a ingher dcgiee (liao the Hon, and 
Le.uiiud Gentleman ; hut he w'as no admirer 
of rxt«mpnr.iiioou'i judgement. The reafon of 
the Houle iiav.ng received nothing horn his 
ILia. Pi lend but fttch jiidgemc.nt, he attribut¬ 
ed eiiiiicly 'to Ins niithsii.g at home; for had 
he confidii'td liitiifelf ?C home, however 
homely litinie might be, he would have 
Ihcvvn tiioie aff.clion tutliat Houfe, ch.^n in 
the intruduciiig a Knight to attack their Privi¬ 
leges. it w.is remarked, he faid, of Louis 
the i''in.itcenth, that he had fine, flout, 10- 
buH child.'en by his Miflrefs, but that his 
ciiilottin by Ills Queen were fickly, weak, and 
puny. The King afltingFabonne, his Phyfi- 
cuti.Uie caure of this d;fft ii.iicp,was -nfwe-ied, 
th.'t the re-ilbn wa,s, the Qjeen had only t'^'c 
riiifitigi of the bottlss. The Honfe of Com • 
mons he confidered to be in a fimilar (l. ie 
Witii the Qjiecii of Louis the Fnuitecnth j (he 
SV.IS the Ii-g iiiiMte Wife to the Lawyei s of that 
linule, but, unfortunately for her, thiy h.ul 
a nrulliels in another place ; if they were at 
home in ih it Houfe, they would give the 
viitues as welt as the faults of dometlicity. 
VV's(iaid Mr. Emke;“have their bodies, 
they ihcir funis: wtveh has the better bargain?'* 
He lidicuiea the idea of going into a Com¬ 
mittee to (eaich for precedents to afeertain 
liivik flights j .iiidfaid, no man, except thofe 
who were not at home, if he bad been in the 
uninterrupted polfefiion of an eftute for aoo 
years, would employ all the lawyers, all the 
aitornies, all the hunters of records, all the 
old fcraichersof parchment.aUllierefufcitatorft 
of dead ink, to difeover a flaw in the tide of 
their own puiTelTion. According to the Learned 
Gentleman, from the earliefl origin of things, 
they mull feek diligently to find a rule againft 
themfelves. A Right Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman (the Mailer of the Rolls) had ob- 
^cdlcd to the length of the Impeachment, 
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anfl ft]g(;efied the preiiriety of hrinEinjf in a 
Dill M '.ni't the TimjE, and prevent ihrir 
rxniiiiig nt 'iitine/ hi fuih Icriptli; lie was 
Bliid, he fail!, fri ilu- lirU timi-, n> hear friSSn 
a great Chancerv Jn.'ge nhitf'Hons ’o iJelav ; 
he hid never exp>.i^l(,d tn h-Hi- Vtn tahglit 
expedition from a Oliancery Conit; it 
was, however, to him a ti'tiimi't''nce 
of gre.itiT nffoniflirti'-nt, tint Die Ri„ht Hon. 
Geiuli-man fliiniid ti vt- obj'fled to tlie 
’’proceeding on wrnf<.ii evidence, when 
that wa‘ the only evidence t.ii'en in Chancery 
caufes. iMr Huik.a faid, the Hon. Geinioi'nan 
who had contend! d for tlib King's piivvci lo 
pnt an end to Impe.ichmenis by a dilfa'iition, 
had not .attempted to pi nv e in n h’.afi way 
fiich a prirogihve I oil'd tend to the fiirtlie- 
lance of jiithce, to Mie convittion o*guilt, to 
clear innocencf, and to make vittne apparent. 
Ko fuchartenipt liad been made; thealTcitors 
of an impeachment ab.ting with adilfolution, 
knowing .well, tli.at its only tendency was 
to make a wdiy for the guilty to efc.ipe : it 
would be long, however, before he Ibnuld he 
convinced that fiich was tlie law of the land, 
or coiifilfcnt With the principles of the con- 
(fitution. He would not take dife.afe for a 
commodiry, nor would he niore re.tdi!y admit 
a de'edt to be a part of the conftitii ion of 
the country, than he would allow the leprofy, 
the ft'ine, tli.i gout, pleurify or confumption, 
to be parrs of the conttitution of the bo<ly, on 
account of tiinfe difeafes at'nchirg to m.an. 
Ife contended, tli?t tl.e law of P.nliament was 
fupeiior to all defcdl, and was the paramouftt 
law of the land, Mr. Bui ke faid, ilie right 
of the Commons to continue an fmpcacliment 
from one Parliament to another had been .id- 
muted by e.itli biaiicli of the Ligiflitnre. 
Charles the Second and Ins Chancellor, the 
Earl of Nottingham, admitted it in 1C78 ; 
it had been recognized by the Lords, as an 
adjudged cafe, on the tri.il of Loid Stafford, 
wnofe counfel weie not even permitted to 
difpute it} a folemn judgment was the con- 
feqnencf*, and a Peer loft his lilc, bis ho- 
nours, and eftates. In the firft year of the 
reign of James the Second, 1685, an .ittenipt, 
M-. Burke faid, had been made to refeind 
the Precedent of 1678, by entering on the 
Lords’ Jouni.ds a refoUition that Impeacli- 
mems did abate by diffolutioii ; hut futh 
an arbitrary order of the Lords could not re¬ 
feind an Adi of the whole Leginature and a 
folemn judgment. Mr. Burke jultifieJ the 
heat of the Commons againtt Lord Dauby, 
who had fold the dignity and honour of the 
Crown to France j fuch crimes he hoped 
aver would occafion great heat; he faid, he 
never knew a more fair or a more conftnu- 
tional trial than Lord Danby’s. He declared 
f)p had em^iiired much into tlie fubjedl before 


the Committee, and defied any Ccnrlemaa 
toihcvvhiin, fioiTi ihcfun v iiuaie of thtir 
Jouiii.iU to tits a fiiigle ('ecl.ii.itii>a 

.igaii ft '.he Right new cLuiicd. He was 
eijually clear that the Law Couits and tlie 
greaitft Law Authoiiur.v were with him, 
and tt'.eie vc:.s a ngulir •.b;*ui I'f Piccedeuts 
decidedly coiiclufivs that Inipeaclimci.ts did 
nut ah,ite Nvith diirolutu n. He .ikid if all 
tile Piecedenis that had been fiaied, and 
efpecially the lattercnei, did no: bear iri.iiks 
of tl’.o fpur of occafion; the whole feiu's of 
thrin w»>, to his fight, tibvioufly Jpur gallid 
(mill ftjiik to Ihuiiiders. 

Ciil.- iicl Simv,oc mfe to explain. The Colo¬ 
nel laid, llM ftiould ii'ave dl<l"gatd'.‘d the baa 
or ail itlicm.! of ili': Right Hi;i.. CeiUlcman, 
IllO he CCiiciiVid olhciw.le than he did of Che 
Impeachiiiriu i bet h .d he been a ne.v Mem¬ 
ber, lie (liouldh'Ve been tni.n'iidjied from 
giving his opmiuii, in conf,qu>.ncC of tlie 
Rigl't lion. Guilkinan's menace on a for¬ 
mer light, of coi.fideiing cvety m.in anene- 
my to his couiitiy who voted againft tlio 
motion. The Right lion. Genih'man, tbs 
Cilcncl obfcrvcil, h.ul, when the fcbjudl 
c ims knder confideiaCioii Lift week, tlated 
thu.t there weie tout Grand Cr<mnir.tee'^, tlie 
Grand Comm.ttcc of Trad.,, the Gr.md Com 
mutce of Kehgion, the Grind Comminee of 
Juflice, jud the Grand Committee of Pnvi- 
Itges; and that they were then filling ia 
the Gi'.ind Committee of PnviLges an.) the 
Grand Committee of Jullice. Up ai rtilec- 
tion, t(ie Colonel f,lid, lie iiad rtcollcHed that 
the ComniiUtc of I’nvilegcs was a fuboidi- 
iiate Uuinmittrc ; there was another Grand 
Cummitiee iiidceu, and ih.it u.'i» the Com¬ 
mittee of Grievances, and vv heu th it Com- 
niiccee fat, he would iLiCe a gr:.;v3i]ce Co it. 

Mr. Paulet (a new Member) faid, the quer- 
tion W. 1 S divifible into two ptiits, tli..c relat¬ 
ing Co the Conftitution, and that relating ta 
the Law; the funnei, he f.ud, feemed to 
balance. Mr. i’aulet thought thofe who had 
fat in the laft Parliament flionld have palfcd 
an A£t of P.irliamcnt to have faved the pre- 
fent Houfe fiom the trouble and difficulty 
^tlie Houfe found itfelf involved in. Mr. 
paulet cook notice of an expreffion ufed by 
Mr. Burke laft Friday, relative to the old and 
new Members adhering to the Mace, and fup- 
purttng the dignity and privileges of the Houfe. 
He declared, be bad no doubt hut the new 
Members would flick as ft'fly by it, as Uie old 
ones ever had done. 

Mr. Grant (Son of Sir J, Grant) exprtC- 
fed a wilh that all fuch queftions were cut 
into one or two points, as they, would then 
Aemoreealy tobeargued. Hefnid,che Houfe 
feemed to him to be going out uf their w.iy, 
iudf under pretence of finding Pi’ecedenrs, in. 
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AilRingthftnfeIvcs in resfoning npnn th*m,and 
nalcing * feleflion at their own oprioti. He 
f^id, he fnfpeAed ihattlicphrnfes Parli'imref- 
arjrl^w and Conftitutional Law wefadonicil 
heitcr to coeceni a defig o to aft agwa- 
Weioarbitrarv will and refifilrf* power. Tftlirv 
were to go by Precedent, they were bound to f*l • 
low the laft, without reafonins: upon it; if they 
Itook another line and aftetldli'rretiorally.moan- 
riig to makea Precedent for rhsmf>-Ives,tbat was 
another matter, and in that cafe the exifting 
J»rcce«Vrits will be ont of the (jiieftion; but 
laut iitfuis in htrba fecined to he a true mot¬ 
to of ihe life made of t'lC terms Parliament- 
ary Law and Conflitntional Law. When 
they falke*! of thi- Law of tlie Land they talk¬ 
ed intellieiblv, and reery b' dy knew where 
to Ifvik fir it. Mr. Gr.-int faid, hewashim- 
felf an Advocate at the Bar of the Court of Sef- 
fion, where the Civil Law was praftifed, 
whence he dated a principle, and rerd an 
extraft or two from JuftinUn to prove that 
Ihe principle was founded. After much legal 
teafoning. Mr. Grant d.ated why bethought 
•be Precedent of i yni was fufficient to over- 
tltrow the Precedent of i65?^, and therefore 
the former ought to be deemed the lad Pre¬ 
cedent, upon which ground, he declared, he 
IhouUl vote for the Right Hon. Gentleman’s 
ptef 'lution. 

Sir Charles Gould faid, be (houldnot detain 
ihe Houfe b it a very few minntes, and would 
promife to fpeaU clofely to the queftinn. Sir 
Charles then produced a paper, on which he 
bail copied fever.al F.xtrafts of Refolntions, 
ice. from the Journals of the Honfeof Lords, 
which he ftated to the Committee, and gave 
bis reafons why he thought fom* of them 
were in point te the prefenl queftinn. Sir 
Charles fpoke fo low that we could not liear 
enough of what he faid to follow him with 
any degree of certainty, 

Mr, Mitford,m a very clear and able Hreech, 
Hated that the honeft prejudices of Lawyers 
bad often proved mofl falntary intlwir confe- 
quenccsto the prefervatinn nf the conftitutlon. 
Mr, Mitfi>rd faid, he took it to be a orinciple 
inherent in the cnnftitnt'on, that all power 
takes its origin from the Crown The Crown^ 
it was oniverMlv agreeil. called power imo 
aftion in a variety of d-fferent ways. To 
illufirate this, he ftacc' 'hat the. four Courts of 
Weftminfler H.dl could not open for the ad- 
jnlniftratioo of jofhee unlefs the Crown lirft 
gave the proper authority, nor could the vari- 
ons Cororoiffions of Oyer and Ttt minitr, and 
all the other Commifiions that were neceffary 
fnrfo many different occ.afions, iffue but ac 
the direftion ®f the Crown. H.'.ving thus 
tfcferibed the firft originating principle of ac¬ 
tion in the adminiftraticn of juft ice, Mr. 
|fii(brd fibMd the naiere of the firft 


eefs of fulls, freia the iffuing of the Writ 
till the appearing to it, and the various forms t 
which, being wifely provide^ *orby the equal 
diftrtbution of juftice between party and party,, 
were neceflary to be complied with ttriftly, 
liecaufe, in cafe of fa-lure of compliance 
with any one ftage of the procefs, the whole 
would ceafe, and mnft he commenced dt novtt 
In tracing this,Mr. Mitford made himfelf per* 
feftty intelligible to every man in the Houfe, 
profellinn.nl or not. By (he ftatement 
cleat ly appeared, that there was a direft and 
palpable analogy between a procefs of the 
kind deferibrd in the Courts b>low, and the 
procefs of an Impeachment in the Houfe of 
Commons. The latter, though the Angle 
judicial procefs that did not psr ft orij^inate 
from the Crown, hut w.as completely .popu¬ 
lar, Mr. Mitford proved to abate wheneveir 
a dilToluticm nf Parliament took place. He 
defined the diftinftion between a prorogation 
and adilfulntion ; the latter implying that aftey 
a given tinoe Parliament would re affemble, 
and confequently that iu fnnftions, though 
put into a llate nf dormancy fur a time,* 
would he called again into aftion ; diffolu- 
tion, on the contrary, putting an aftual and 
immediate period to the exiftence of a Parlia¬ 
ment. ^r. Mitford,faid, he was ready to 
admit, that during the Impeachment, the 
Commons had complete controul over it, 
and that tlie Lords could not give judgment, 
unlefs the Commons prayed it. According, 
however, tothe principle.s oftheconfticiition, 
the Houfe of Commons had an end, and there 
was nothing in the Conftitntion that could 
be conftrtsed to give the Houfe a power nf 
revifing in a hew Parliament the pro¬ 
ceedings of the old one. With regard t*. 
the implied queftinn. Whether the Im¬ 
peachment waa depending in Jimtu ynaf 
to enable him to give an ^fwer to char, 
Mr. Mitford faid, he needed no exami- 
nation of principle, no application of pre¬ 
cedent; the matter required no other guide 
but h's coufeience and his feeling *, it was 
ira;)ollible, however the Impeachment 
might, under fome fort of a conftruftion or 
other, be faid to exift at alt, that it could 
exift in Jiatu Mr. Mitford added fop>9 
farther reafons in proof of this latter part o( 
his ai gumeut. 

Mr. Dundas rofe next, and very ably fnp- 
poited the original qweftion. Mr. Dundat 
faUl, he had formed his opinion from what hy 
had heard in the Moufe, and that be fhould 
that day Hand in the finguiar fituation of con¬ 
curring with the feversd Gentlemen wtt^ 
whom he was feldom in the habit of agree¬ 
ing on Political Qiieftiqns, and diflbring frony 
others for whom he profefled a wy fiucer* 

ryfpcA, 2nd had Ions ^ccuftomed tq 
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iconfult c'pn the nv)fl sdvifeaWe means ofhiing* 
ing forwarO tlie pul>lic bufintfs ii> tlwt ITouitf, 
With regard tothecjiicflion nidf, Mr. Dun- 
ci.is heruated not to declai e, tli.;C it was a qdef. 
tion of the greateft tnagnlrude and impor¬ 
tance of any he had ever rden to fpeak to 
iiitce he had enjoyed the honour of a feat in 
tliat Houfe, as it immedi.iteiy concerned the 
exiftencc of tiiat great coiiftitutbnal inflru- 
inent of pubhek fafety, the Right of the 
Ilonfe of Common!), in tlieir own ii<)me and 
that of all tile Coiumoiis of England, to vote 
an Impeachment ngaiiiR any public delin- 
qnent, and carry it up to the Uir of the Houfe 
of Lords for trial; a matter I'o important in 
evety point of view as to fuperfede' all other 
coiifideratiuiis. The Court of Judicature 
before whom Impeachments were to be 
tried, was the High Court of Failiamrnt, 
depending not upon the cafual termination 
of a Paih.inient either by proiogaCion or 
dilTolution, but polftH'ing an inherent right; 
a light not revived by the King’s Writ, but 
by their own Power, being affembled in 
Pailiamenc. The right poirelfed by the 
Commons was to im;A;:ich, and that light 
was equally inherent in them, as the reprefen- 
tatives of the Commoasef P.ngland, to whom 
file right Iiad ever belonged, as in the Lords 
to try and decide upon fucli Impeachments: 
to thefe two bodies, therefore, holding each 
feparatcly inherent rights and functions, 
belonged the impoi tant conflitutional power 
of Impeachment. The conclufinn to be 
drawn fi om fuch premiies be was warranted 
in declaring to be, that no law or power 
exitled to impede an Impeachment, and that 
it was reafonabie tu fuppufe the Law of the 
Land and the pi inciples of the conRitution 
authorifed every meafure necelTary to cat ry 
an Impeachment, once commenced, to a 
judicial conclufion. The monarchy of this 
country was univerfally and juflly admired ; 
for it was a Monarchy, though great, not 
dangerous, as it formed but a part of a con- 
ftitution welt balanced with dilltndi rights 
in each feparate branch. The Kmg had a 
right to diifulve his Parliament, but that 
right could not afle^ the inherent rights of 
the other branches of the Government; the 
‘'diifohition, therefore, not abating an Im¬ 
peachment, gave to eULh the full, free, and 
efledlive cxercife of tlieir privileges. The 
contrary do£lriiie would admit the power of 
the Crown to deflroy the privileges of the 
Lords and the Commons. In 1678, he argued, 
the right of continuing from Parliament to 
Parliament an Impeachment had been re¬ 
cognized, a£led up to, and fealed with the 
blood of one of the firft familieE in the king¬ 
dom. Onr anceftors had nobly maintained 
that right, and had ever beta alive to the 
Part IV. 


Ivart infringement of it. In the cafe of Lord 
Danby, it bad been yropi'fed by the Lords 
to have a Lord High Steward appointed; but 
the Commons, jealoiis of their rights, inter- 
pofeil, demanded a confeience, and fnccefs- 
f^ulty refifltd the appointment. The attempt 
on the part of the Lords to have a High 
Steward appointed to prefide at Impeaih- 
ments, might at hrfl: view appear to be a 
matter of little confequence; but the way 
in which it had been refilled hy the Houfe 
of Commons had fhewn it to be a matter of 
m fmall import, and had, at the fame time, 
marked decidedly their opinion of the right 
to carry every Impeachment to a conclufion, 
ill which they might have been interrupted 
h.id they acquiefced in the appointment, as 
the King might, hy refufing to appoint a 
High Steward, have prevented the piufecu- 
tion of every Impeachment. Alluding to the 
attempt of the Ciown, in the cafe of Lord 
Danby, to dettroy the effeiSI of an Impeach¬ 
ment by a pardon, he quoted the Refolu- 
tion of the Commons, in conlcquence of fuch 
attempt, in which rhey had v/ell .ifferted, 
“ That no right cxifted either in the Crown 
or the Lords incompatible with the ac¬ 
knowledged privileges of tiie Houfe in 
legard to Impeachments.” He faid, it had 
been the pradice witli many to reprobate 
the Long Parliament, for the piirpofe of 
adding force to their arguments againtt the 
right now contended for. Hu would not, 
Iiowevcr, make one to reprobate ib.it Par¬ 
liament; for, w'batever were tlieir faults, 
Englifhmen ought to revere their manes, foe 
in that Parliament the feeds had been fcat- 
Itred for the privileges which the Houfe 
then enjoyed; and to them we owe the 
Habeas Corpus Ai£l, winch Enghibmen jullly 
admired a.« the monument of their deareit 
rights. Our anceftors, Mr. Dund.is faid, 
had nobly m.aintained their rights; he doubt¬ 
ed not but their fuccslfors would contend 
equally, and hand them down to their pofterity 
as they had received them. If m the prefenC 
iiiftance the right was net aifened and 
maintained, theie would be an end for ever 
to Impenchments. t^rom the earlied page 
of the Journals to the laf), not .a Angle 
infinuation would be found of a doubt of the 
right to proceed. He had, he faid, many 
precedents tu (hew undeniably the right j 
but that having b::en, in his opininn, already 
fully and ably pi oved by other Gentlemen, 
lie would not enter upon them. As, there¬ 
fore, the right was undifputed on tlieir own 
Journals, as it had been recognized by the 
Lords on a folemn occaiiun, and as a Angle 
contradidiory difium could not be prododed 
againft it, where could be the neceflicy to go 
into a farther enquiry, and particularly to tta 
£ Lorda* 
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LorJs’ Jrmmals ? He had no objeftion to look 
for formalities, but wtuld never (ubcnit lu 
fearch in any other place than in that Houfe 
for the rights of the Connmons of iingland, 
enjoyed through their reprefentaiives. 

The Soljcitor General (Sir John Scott) 
Tiaving been called upon by Mr. lJundas in 
the cotirfe of lu$ fpeech to anfaer a qiicf- 
tii>n or two, rofe to give that Geiitleniao a 
reply, and b gan a molt elaborate, learned 
and able piofcdional argument, with datin'; 
direAIy and explicitly, that a Dillolutioii of 
Parliament did abate an Iinpuachnicnc, and 
that no more of it remained in exidence but 
the mere record, wliteli was in the polfelliun 
of the Hniife of Lords. Sir John pnKeedud 
to argue the Trecedents one after another, 
which he did very cte.irly ; and in order to 
ilhiilr.Kc them more ftircibly, Sir John pru> 
duced the application of Lord Danby to the 
Houfe of L>>rds,-and hkewife the language 
held on L'ird Stafford's Trial. Sir John 
declared, that to (ay tint the King could not 
pardon a peifnii impeached, inlaw it w.s 
nut ftiiiily true, ootu ithdanding the A£l 
of la and 13 William and Mary ; the King 
could notceitainly pardon formally and di* 
realty; in other wotds, a pardon wa; not 
pleadable 'o an Impeachment; but tlie King 
might attempt to pardon with effeCl, and it 
was«arc/f»" the Lien of Pretngative with a 
Cobweb to endeavour againll it. Sir John 
argued mod clofely through the whole of the 
fubjedf, and, after dating many new cafes, 
declared, that the Impeachment could nut 
depend in Jleetu fi/o. 

Before he fat down. Sir John appealed 
to Mr. Burke, whether he had not always 
treated him with refpeid; and whether, m 
return^ he had not a right to expefl 
that the Right Mon. Genilenian 'fhonid 
at lead keep terms of common civility 
with him, inftead of letting it go forth 
into the world, that a perlon of the 
Hon. Gentleman's high charaidcr treated 
any argument of his in a m inner that was 
fcarcely telerable from one Gentleman to 
another. 

Mr. Burke faid, he never meant to treat 
the Mon. Gentleman nth-iwile than with 
thentmnd perfonal rtfpeid. 

Mr. Fox rofe about twelve at night, and 
began a very brilliant and able fpcech with 
ohferving, that it was aukward to have to 
trouble the Houfe at fo late an hour, after 
three days debate, and particularly to have 
to repeat what had been faid fowell already, 
<H) a quedion that bad been difculTed with fo 
much deliberation and ability. His Hon. and 
Learned Friend bad taken pains to fupport 


Precedents direiStly in the teeth of the prj« 
vilegesuf the Houle of Commons, and mime, 
diattdy mimical to the power of Impeachment, 
on which depended not only the exidvnee or 
ttut Houfe, buCof (huCunditiUion itlelf, and 
of all that was thougfit dear to Liiglifhmcn, 
and to eveiy man who wilhod to Loiiiinuetu 
live under a hee goveiiiiiieiit. How gi'e.iC 
lud biien Ins lu; prizs then to find, after his 
Hon. and Learned Fkicuii’s fpccdi h.id been 
fo well anfuered in chit e,xti.iurdinary ar¬ 
gument tli.at they IW all liitenui to with fo 
micch admiiacion the d.iy ucltiie, to feeanotlier 
Learned Gentleman rile immediacely after¬ 
wards, and, iridead of taking new ground, 
go over the fame lilt of Piecede^ts, and 
endeavour to fuppuil'them with the fame 
fort of argument as they liad alfuiieard be- 
foie, and had that day heard completely con¬ 
futed and overthrown I The Le.irned Gdn- 
tleman had h;.en followed by ocher Gentle¬ 
men of the fame profelfion, wlio liad lilcewile 
contented themfelves witli again and again 
holding up the fame Precedents. Mr, Fox 
(tatud fume of tiie features of the fpeeches 
of the Mafter of the Rolls and the Attorney 
General, and aniniailveited with feverity on 
cMcli. That day a Geiulemau of the Ia>ng 
Robe polltiling fuHirient ability to qualify 
him to treat any fubjeit with perfpicuuy and 
plainnefs, had led them down to the Courts 
below, tq trace there the Pi i vileges of theHoule 
of Commons; and had declared, he could nut 
conicientioufly vote for the queftion, if it 
were nnderftwul that the Impeachment 
exifled le Jlatu quo. After arraigning this 
latter declaiation, Mr. Foy laid, he could 
no otherwife account for the Gentlemen of 
the Law all taking up the fame exploded 
Precedents, and endeavouring to make a 
Itand with them, but by fuppofmgtliat each of 
them hoped, altliough his Hou. Friend'* 
Speech hid been fo well anfwered, they 
might Hand a chance of receiving an anfwer 
lefs .able, and thence they might have tha 
good fortune to gam gi'ound. The Right 
Hon. Gentleman who bad fpoken that day 
iMd- convinced them of their enor, and in 
an argument in which the lubjed had been 
exhibited in as new a |>oint of view, and yet / 
as forciWe a one, as it was capable of beios ^ 
placed in, had again put the rallied forces of 
the Learned ( 3 i.ntlemen to the rout. After 
thus noticing the courfe that the debate had 
taken, and promifmg to touch upon what 
had fallen from the Learned Gentleman 
who had juft fat down, Mr. Fox faid, it 
was not his intention to dwell on the Prece¬ 
dents about which they had heard fo mush, 
b« to reft his argument on the general 

groundj 



froutu!} before, however, he proceeded to 
difeuk the mairt point, he would ju't fny a 
few woids on one or two of the Precedents : 
Jind, Arft, of that RcfulaCion of the year 1678, 
under which Lord Sialhird w.i$ iiied, con- 
vifted and executed, if he were .ilkrd, lie 
fliuuld certainlv fay tliat Lord St.itt.>rd's 
verdidt was a juft one acfordiitg to the evi¬ 
dence j at the fame time lie fhi.uid have no 
fcruple to own, if the i^ueflion were put to 
him, VVlistlier he douhted the evidence of 
Oates .'tnd Bedluc f that lie certainly dhl, 
on account of th"!! notoriDvdly ti.d chara^^er. 
He declared, that he blamed not the Peers 
who tried Lord Stafford, becaufo, canfulering 
that the evidence imprelfed icfelf on their 
minds as matter of faCl, who could fay that 
their verdiAwasnot a juft one, and their 
conduA perfectly coiififtent and peifudly 
warrantable ? Mr. Fox took notice ol the 
cnndiiift of Charles the Second (refpe^iing 
Lord Danby), whofeobvious wilh it had been 
to fereen his favourite; and it was no won¬ 
der, for Lord Danby’s guilt was generally 
imagined to he no other guilt than the guilt 
of the King himfelf, who had commdiioned 
his favourite to fell the Bntifti Interefts to the 
King of France, and to barter away the 
honour and dignity of the RritifK Crown for 
Foreign Fenfions. It was tiierefure the 
intereft of Chai les to fave Lord Danby ; and 
in order to a purpofe fo necelfary to 

himfelf, they taw hiiri make ule of 
every to,ft, and refort to eveiy exercife 
cf his prerogative that the advice of" his 
JVIiUiftir or Ins own ingenuity could 
fuggeft. Foitunate was it for them that 
it had fo happened, bc-caufe the coiife- 
quencehad been, that they had a direiSl Par- 
liamenc.iry ci>ii<lcmn,.tii>n of the illegality of 
eveiy one of hij meafures on this memorable 
occafion. Wiicn the King endeavonied to 
fail tlicir liiip'-acliinent of Lord Danby, by 
creating a diiiieulty relative to the appoint- 
mer.t of a Loid High Steward, they had 
voted a Lord High Steward uonecellhry j and 
when he had proceeded to ftop the impeach¬ 
ment by a Diftululion, they had voted that a 
Ddfoluiion did not abate an Impeachment. 
Mr. Fox detVan.cd on the Refolution of 1678, 
dcclaiiiig that it did net make Law, wivat 
was not Law before. He animadverted 
on what had fallen from the Solicitor Gene¬ 
ral; and faid, he was aftonitoed that the 
Learned Gentleman toouldhave feizedon the 
Precedent of 1690, after it had been fo com¬ 
pletely tiemolitoed in that day’s debate. If 
ft had been the Law of Parliament that Iin- 
|>eachmeats did not ab.ate, the folitary Pre¬ 
cedent of the Duke of Leeds did not alter it. 
He fpoke of the year 1679 as a year ad- 
on all luuidi to Ik moft favourable to 


oar Liberties. In that year, not only the 
Haleits Coif us Aft was made, but rcftnftions 
on the Prefs expired, and were never more 
renewed. In chat year .alfo was palfed the 
famous Dechiratory A6i, recognizing our 
freedom and franchifes. That therefore was 
lint only an unexceptionable, hut a glorious 
sera; and Judge Glackftnne, who was a$ 
diltiiiguiflied for his paity prejudices as he was 
for his legal knowledge, had declared, that if 
he were alked when the Libeiiies of Enghto- 
meii began, he toould f.iy in the year 1C79. 
Ml, Foxfaid, liisUoii, and Learned Fiieiid's 
amendment had been iuppoited by mofl of 
the great Lawyers in that Hnufe, but luckily 
the luppurt tliey had bren able to give, h.-id 
proved but little, and he trufted tka the ef- 
left wtiuKl be pi opoi donate. If the lawyers 
to thfiir konwlcdge of the bw were to add 
foir.e reg.iid to the coiiftitution, he thought 
it would be no great harm. Mr. Fox faid, 
he faw the high ncctfiiiy of Impeaclunents, 
but not lo much as a cheplc againft Minifters 
as with regard to the Courts ot Jiiftice them- 
felves. Suppofe oar Judges weie as coni.'pc 
and as bad as many of thtife in the reign of 
Charles the Second, where was our remedy 
but by Impeachment f If, therefore, that great 
inftrumentof fafety wasabolitoed, w'e toould 
have no Law, no Juftice, not evens fcintUlet 
of liberty. Mr. Fox rrprob.nted the Gentle¬ 
men of the Lung Robe for having, as it were, 
united to nppofe the Motion. He faid, when 
he faw a corps of profelfional people, a knot 
of Lawyers, and a band of .men all animated 
with the Vejfrit du loifs^ fetting themfelvcs 
pg.iinft the liberty of the fiibjeft, and the beft: 
means of fiipporting the conllitution, he 
ftioiild fay it was worfe than the Pupito Plot 
in Charles the Second's time, if any Pnpifti 
Plot there had exifted, Qiie of thefe Gen¬ 
tlemen, he obferved, had faid, there wcr« 
cafes in which Impeachineiiis were not ap¬ 
plicable, and then they naighc have recoiirfe 
to Bills of Pains and Pcnaitie.<i. This was 
infiJiuus advice, Mr. Fox faid, becaufe 
they all knew the King could by a diftblntH>n 
of the Hnufe put an end to fuch Bills when¬ 
ever he thought proper. Another of thefe 
Gentlemen had gone fo far as to declare, that 
the King might ftill attmft to pardon tbeob- 
jeft impeached. By atttmft to pard^m, be (up* 
pofed the Learned Gentleman meant that the 
King might produce the effeft of a pardon by 
a Diflblution j and in that cafe the Learned 
Gentleman had added, tha* the Houfe had a 
remedy, for they ni'ght impeach tlie Miniftcr 
for having advifed a Diftblntion. But ii\ 
ferioufnefs Mr. Fox alked, What fort of 
fecurity was this ? Suppofe the Houfe di(| 
impeach, the King might difiblve the Par, 
luunent agato, and thus again render their 
K z ^oftitu^ioua^ 
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conftitntion&l weapon ufelefs, and fo on they 
might proceed, and tbcMaft effort to impeach 
prove as inclfedfual as the firlt. An Hon. 
and Learned Gentleman, Mr. Fox faUl, had 
flated in liis fpeech that he had heard him 
infift at the Bar of the Houfe of Lords on 
his right, as a Manager, to introduce new 
At tides of Charge in any ilage.of the Tiial. 
He certainly had infiffed on it, becaufe it 
was a Conffitutiooal Right belonging to that 
Houfe; bnt it was tliat fort of Right that ne¬ 
ver fhould be ufed but on veiy extraotdinary 
occafiuns ; nor had he any expcdtaiions that 
it would be neceffary for him to exeicife it 
on the prefrnt occafion. With regard t<i the 
objedion made by the Learned Gentleman 
aga'nff wi itten evidence, that it was not fit 
for any perfun to ailjudge upon, Mr. Fox 
faid, It was a little extiaordiiiary that he, who 
was neiiher a learned nor a proletfional man, 
ihoald Inve to inffiud the Learned Gcntle- 
nvii, that if he fhould become a Judge, or 
Chief Jultice of the King s Bench for in- 
Ifance, and the King’s Attorney flinnid pray 
a judgment on any man againft whom he 
had obtained a vrtdid, tlie Learned Gentle¬ 
man mnft hinifelf pafs the judgment on 
v.ritteii evidence r.nd no other: nay, he 
would not even have any lecolledion of the 
evidence, which he had contended it was 
fo neceffary fur hir.. to charge his memoiy 
with; becaufe in the King’s Bench the cuf- 
tora was, a I'u-fne Judge tiled a caufe often 
out of Term, and when tlic chief or the 
fenior Piiifne came to pronounce judgment 
ill Term time, he had no oilier proof of the 
evidence tlxin what might be deemed an 
old-fafhioned fpecies of evidence—the 

Judge’s Notes who had tried the caufe. Nor 
was that all the written evidence that would 
be laid befoie him—.-irlidavits both cf aggia- 
vation and of extenuation might and were 
freiiueiitly produced and read in Court. 
Vpon this fpecies of written evidence might 
depend a fine from one Ihilhiig up to ten 
thoufand pounds; and yet Ins Hon. and 
Learned Friend near him hat (aid, he would 
not fee a fparrow fall on written evidence, 
nay more, not even a feather of its wings 
hull! 'Jhe lion, and Le.arned Gentleman, 
Mr. Fox faid, who had fpolcen laff, had 
afked, if on a Dilfolution all their proceed¬ 
ings did not ceafe f lie wnnld anfwer, .a Dif- 
folotion had precifely tlie fame as a' 
Prorogations during the interval occ.irii>ni:nl 
hy either, their proceedings certainly ccafed. 
The High Court of P ■rli.ament could not then 
fit, any more than one of their Committees. 
Mr. Post faid, if he was to underhand that 
the .late Parliament had been diflblved under 
the idea that the Impeachment abated, he 
11^ the CifTolution wa$ a criminal 


one, and ought to be condemned as fuch. 
But had the Right Hun. Gentleman diffulved 
the Parliament with any fuih view ? fie 
believed moll fnicerely that he nad not. There 
might be others, however, who might have 
.idvifed his Majefty to Inch a meafure. If 
the aft were fo, thofe others of the King’s 
fervants deferved to be impeoched. Mr. Fox 
mentioned the Ciil of the year 1773, in which 
feveral of the Rights of tlie Commons were 
declared. At that time there had |)rev.ii 1 ed 
an idea of inferting the Right of Impeach¬ 
ment; but a Gentleman whom he highly 
eflcemed, though he did not always agree 
with him in his political principles, he meant 
Mr. Dyfoti, had in his mind vfcry properly 
objefted. obferving that it would enfeeble that 
gicat Right, as it wo.ild imply feme doubt 
of its being an inherent independent priviKtie 
of the Hou<c ot Commons on the beh.r.f of 
all the Commons of Fn.-land, and therefoie 
he was happy it had been kept out of it. He 
obferved, that when the lroije..climeiiC had 
been originally refoU-ed on, a motion had 
been made, that it ihoiild he proleciited witli 
vigour. This had been agreed to by the Learn¬ 
ed Gentlemen ; and if their doftriue that day 
fhould prevail, it would be obvious, that at 
that time a fecret poifon lay lurking in their 
breads, fmee they knew that it would 
be but for a thoit period, as the Impea.-liment 
would abate as fonn as a IfitToluiiiai fliould 
taka place. With regard to the advice that 
had been given them to look into the Jour¬ 
nals of the othei Houfe, that w..s, he hi-htv- 
cd, ihefiirt time that .1 Member of the Bntifli 
Houfe of Commons had recommended then) 
to fearch into the Journals of the Houfe of 
L.irds to find the priv.lf- 'i'V of the Jioufe of 
Commons. He rcpioh.jted this idea, .and 
coiuicmni.d it as likely toavniai d tuuiafne 
that rtreani of Law and the l-’oiiftitutii'n, c.n 
the unifoim curiency and clearnefs ul wl.icli 
fo much depended. Wall all hi'. lefp' ft lor 
the reigning Family nnllie Throne, M.'. Pox 
obferved he w'i'uld fay, the difeuflinn of that 
day, Ihould it end in the lufs of his Right Hun. 
Friend’s original Qpeftion, was as gieat a 
violation of the ConiLtniiuo as could be at¬ 
tempted ; and he had not, he declared, been 
lefs aftonifhed at the foi C of doftrines 
broached that day, ilian he fhould he, if any 
Hun. Gentleman was to rife in that Honfe 
and pionounce the Aft of Qiieen'Anne fet¬ 
tling the fiicceirion in the Hauoverim Line 
a breach of the Conlbtution, and that the 
defeendants of James the Second were the 
lawful Heiis to the Throne. Such a decla^ 
ration, extraordinary as it would found JH 
that time, would cert.iinly excite great in^ 
dignation ; but, natural as that feeling woiildc 
be, Mr, Fox faid, ,lie fhould endeavour toi 

reprefs 
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reprefs his fenfations, and to procure whac the 
important Queftion before tliem ha»l iini.loiibt> 
edly received, a temperate deliberation «tf the 
Houfe, and a difculTion of the fubjeil in 
fuch a manner as was mod likely to produce 
a firm and efTedtual lepulte and coii(lemna>i 
tion of a do'drine fo nhfurd and extiavjgant. 
The Learned Gentleman who had lately 
fpokrn, Wr. Fox f hfei veil, had faid, that by 
coming to the qnelfion pri'iMjfeil by his Riglit 
Itnn. iTiend, they would only muzzle the 
Lii>ii Jviih a c-ihwcb; he might flili do them 
n'ore mikhief.” Yes, Parliament migh: be 
ddlolved ; but he wouh! f.iy, they might vote 
the Impu.u'liment with-mt previnu^ enquiry 
of any kinl. 'I'hsrc were miny Prsceder.ts 
foi It Hut then it would be ^aid, the King 
rn 'y ni.tki' foity or fifty P<'cr. for the purpofe 
of 1 «r-uing a criminal from jntlice. That 
indeed niigli: be done, and Mheiitver it was, 
he (hould lament it ; at the lame time hcw.is 
teaiiy to coiifefs, that whenever the King’s 
I’uvver of making Peeis (hould drop, it 
wiiuld be dnni'eroiis to the State. Should, 
fuiwcver, fuch a bad and pernicious fylfem 
be begun, there Ihll would rchdu a power lu 
the body of the peojde at large to reform 
abufes r.f lu cnormou. a fiza. Such an event, 
however, was what every good man mull 
deprec.tre, as too dreadful in its probable con- 
foqiiences ; and whenever fad neceirity (hould 
uige it on, every individual who had a lieaiC 
to (eel for the calamities of his country rauR 
deplore the exigency of the times. Nevet- 
thelefs', they wete to watch poflibilities 
in that Ifoufc with .an eve of caution and 
jealuufy; and Aiould tyranny ever be enfor- 
ced, he had no doubt but the Gentlemen of the 
Long Ilolie, whole opinions of that day he 
hid felt himfelf obliged to reprobate, would 
coiitradidl the lent ments they had chofen to 
dt-livei, by their adliuns, and piove by their 
Z^al and aiTivity. that they were as leady to 
lay down their lives in delenceof their free¬ 
dom, as any deferiptinn of men whatever* 
He alfured his Hon. and Learned Friend, that 
lie had not forfeited any part of his regard 
at.d cRcem by having held an opinion difie- 
lent from his own on the fuhjeiR of the three 
days debate ; and for the reft of the Learned 
Qen Icmcn individually,heentertaiiied a fincere 
rcfjje^l.Mr. Fox declared, that when he confi- 
deied iheconflriifVion of any p.irticular A£l of 
parliament, lie then looked for Precedent and 
IViuciple; but wlien lie examined any thing 
touching the f'onftitutiun itfelf, he reforred 
p reafun and argumer.t rather than to Pre- 
ent or Principle. With that view he had 
nfideudtlie power of voting Impeachments, 
It he begged to be iiodeitlood as ftanding 
'pon the general ground refpe£ling them j 
thought them the moft eQeatial aqd 


paramount excellence of our ConRittifTonTaiflA 
truRed they would h8 able to piefervc ihit 
valuable and inherent n^ht unimpaired, and 
hand it down from lioufe of Counnuna 
to Houfe of Commons, Pailiameiit after Par¬ 
liament. 

[Mr. P'ox, when difenfling the Precedents 
and the cRabiiOied light of the continuance of 
inipeiuhnieius iiotwitliRanding a Dflolution, 
quoted the authorities ot Chief jultice Holt, 
Sir. )uilice FoRer, and other L.iw Writer* 
of acknowledged fame, impartiality, and wif- 
dom.] 

Ml. Yorkerofe, and complained,in terms 
of fome w.^rHath, of the attack th.aC h.ad been 
made on the Gentlemen of the profeflion to 
which he had the hotiour to belong, Mr. 
Yoi ke f.iid, ill all the cutical events of our 
hiMory, the Lawyers had diRingutfiied them- 
felvi-s as th^ friends of fieediim ; and that at 
the R-volntiun, it was matter of notoriety, 
that the gloii.-ius event had been chiefly pro¬ 
duced, and the ConRitution fettled, tlimugh 
the pati lotic ctfui ts and great abililies of the 
fiiR gentlemen of the le^irned profeffiun 
who at that time had feats in the Houfe of 
Commons. 

M r. Fox faid, he had intended no reRedlion 
on the Proftllion, but had felt himfelf hound 
to combat opmiiins which he could not but 
Confider as of the moR m'fcliicvous and moft 
unconliitiiiional tendency. The m.iniier in 
which he had fpokcu of Lord Chief 
Jui'iico Holt, Lord Som-is, Mr. JuRioe 
Foller, ai.d Seijeant Maynard, was a 
fiiflicient proof, that he had intended nothing 
hke a general and illiber.d refledlion U|M)a 
the Gentlemen of the Long Robe, 

Mr. 1 m ikiiie faid.jmong.ill that he might hav* 
loR by the laindu-il he liau lii ld that day and 
the three preceding, it was fome comfuit to 
him to think that he lirid not forfeited the 
efleem of his Right Hon. brieiul [Mr. Fox], 
He was not a little fiatored, Mr. litfkme faid, 
to find liimfelt fiipported by a Gentleman 
defeended ti om a Lawyer of fo refpedlable a 
name and clur.idler .as the great Loid Hard, 
wicke. He muR fay, that he thought the pro- 
feflioii had been infulted in the courfe of the 
debate} not by the Right Hon.Geiitleman wl-.o 
had juR fat down, but by another Hon. Gen. 
tlemaii, who had fpoken more eirly that dayj 
•and he could not help thinking that that Right 
Hun. Gentleman had dealt a little mure hard¬ 
ly with him, than fiom their mutual fiiend. 
(hip, and thekinJnefs he had ever cx per . 
eiiced at the Right Hon. GeiUleman’s Iiand.., 
he had laid his account with expedliiig to re- 
.ccive. He had opened the debate, and pi'A- 
pofe the Motion for the Chairman to leave tl e 
Cliair, from a fenfe of duty, and no other im- 
pulfe whatever. In fpeakmg to the quoftiuu, 

* be 
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Im had endeavoured to do fo to the beft of 
bis ability $ and if he h%d failed, the triumph 
would be greater to thofe who flior.ld prove 
to be itioft fuccefsful in the divifion. He 
was not, he declared, convinced by a»y thing 
that he had heard, and therefore he would 
not give up his motion. Tliat he had been 
•Hf. debattd, he admitted j but lie would not 
admit, that the Gentlemen who had m iiii- 
tained arguments oppofite to tliofe winch he 
had humbly ollsred to thecoiiftdtuvinn of the 
Honfe, bad proved th.it they were entitled to 
carry the m ijority. With icg-ird to his being 
one of that order of buds who had been 
lO'hcroufl/ fdid to be buds of palfage, who 
perched there in their fl'ght to the Houfe 
of Lords, and who did not cunfider them- 
felves at home in the Houfe of Commons, 
be .'ilTiireJ the Right Hon. Genilem.in he was 
im tuth bird; it heh.ad been one, he would not 
h.ue perched thcie, but would have citofen 
a bough whwic the leaves were thick, and a 
fnng iiefl might have been made. And as to 
bis giving llu; Houfe the mete rinfings of his 
bottle, Lc had fet fuch wine as he b.id before 
them, and they fhould have been welcome to 
the beft wine in hn cellar ; indeed the bcfl 
of his abilities fhould be ever at the command 
of the Houfe. Mr. lirlkine added fome far¬ 
ther arguments to prove that the Lawyers had 
voted difuitcrefledly, and then concluded with 
rt periiitig his motion. 

Mr. Burke rofe, thinking himfeif called 
o)Hin to fay a few words in confeijiience of 
what !miI huiai faid by the Hon. Gentleman 
who had Jul\ fat down. Mr. Burke laid, 
be believed lie had fpoken in perfeA good 
bumunr, and be thought he had oblerved die 
Houfe partake of it. He wilhed to hurt the 
feelings of no man; he efleemed the law 
highly, and approved of the country being 
governed by law, but not by Lawyers. He 
had a high refpedl for the Hon. and Learned 
Gcritleman’s talents, for his great eloquence, 
and his uncommon aptitude at argument j he 
could not therefore but lament the lofs of 
Ibufe talents, that eloquence, and that argu¬ 
ment, in (uppori of the great conflicntional 
caufe,the Imfwachraent of Mr. Haftings. The 
qneflion that had bren moved by him was a 
qiteltioa that involved in it their Conftitu- 
lional Privileges, and therefore when he un- 
derdood th.it the Hon. and Learned Gentle¬ 
man'had come determined to overwhelm bis 
efforts in the greateft and mod important caufe 
in which* a Houfe of Commons could be 
engaged, and foiuid he brought fuch flight 
materials with him, he could not hut think 
that a fine natural flow of words without ar- 
gnnieiit and prompt deliberation, rather than 
a (liulied and a labomius endeavour to make 
bimfelf equal to ttie gr^at wuiK he had to 
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rafhty undertaken, merited the fort of animnd- 
verfion that he had thrown out on the Hon. 
and Learned Gentleman in common with alt 
othei% who had fought on the fame fide of the 
qu ftion. With regard to frisndlliip, it was. 
Ml. Buike faid, if any thing, fupcrior even 
to a love of one’s cuiuury, as it w.i6 the 
f urce. ind fpiing, the animatiiig foul 
wluiice originated every other virtue ; but 
what right die Hon. Genilem.in h.id to expert 
any particular friend'bip from him, that Hon, 
and Lsaincd Gciuleman b-ft knew. As to 
the fubjeld of deb.ate, he thought thofe who 
had cliofcn to defend the Privileges of the 
Houfe of Commons had defended them fo well, 
th.it they did not want the help of tlie Hon. 
and fxiutied Gentleman, who had taken tha 
field l.ke David I'vuutl Goliah, lightly 
armed with a done and a fling, tliatcnuld do 
no execution. Mr. Kurke mention'’d the 
Pamphlet that Mr. Erlk'iie had reafoneJ 
from, and paid a compliment to Mr. Adam 
and Mr. Anftrutlier. 

Tins called up Mr. Krlkine, who explain- 
eil, that the Pamphlet was nothing moretlian 
a colleAiun of Precedents copied by an hum¬ 
ble friend of his for his greater convenienco 
in referring to them. 

Mr. Ord (Secretary in Ireland under tli« 
Duke of Rutland) faid, an Hon. and Learn¬ 
ed Friend near him had made fuch an impref., 
fion op his mind, that he would not, till he 
heard more, vote that the lm|>eachmeni ex- 
ifled inf.atu but as to thefirfl and maih 

queflinn, his mind was perfedlly ip^dc up; 
on chat, therefore, he could vote with the 
Right Hon. Gentleman. 

Strangers having withdrawn, the CommiCi 
tec divided, 

Ayes (for the Speaker’s leaving tlie 
Cliair) - - - - gu 

Noes - « - _ 

The original Motion was then put, and carried 
without a divifion. 

The Houfe adjourned at a juarttr before 
THREE oWwin. 

Mosday, February 14. 

Mr. Burke begni a fpeech of three hours 
contuiuancc with declaring, that he rofe to 
follow up the Rerolution of the Houfe on a 
former day, “ That the trial of Mr, Haflings 
was pending," with a motion for proceeding 
therein. But before he did fu, he faid he 
muft congratulate the Houfe, that by the Re* 
folution they had come to, they had main¬ 
tained their invaluable right, and decided that 
neither tlie Crown nor any other powea 
could flop an Impeachment commenced bJ 
them : like the Sun, tl^ had (hewn, th^ 
though they might fet one day, they could ri 
Hie next with greater glory. He congratulateil 
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l^e Ttoufe, that in the Refulation they had 
idO|)tetl| they i»d proved themfelves the 
champions of law, of jmtice, of liberty, and 
>f humanity; he congratulated tliem on what 
:hey had done, and looked forward to the 
Future with a full confidence that they had 
not declared this facred Right of Impeacli- 
nnent for the purpofe of abandoning it. He 
aid, he was confident tlie virtue of the Houfe 
would not rttt on profeflions,' but he (hewn 
in its adtions. He under'ftood from report, 
bat the propiiety of proceeding was to be 
mntelted ; he confidered that fuch refiftance 
:ould only depend upon two great ubjedls, 
ftift. Whether the charges were true ? and, 
econdly, Whether the perfon profecuted was 
i fit obiedl for the notice of the Houfe ? He 
:untended llrenuoufly fur the efFeA of both 
;hefe points, and, having examined them fe- 
p irately, he obferved upon the objeflions 
Ml account of the length to which the Trial 
bad already been carried. If they were con¬ 
vinced that the chaigrs were ralh, malicious, 
nconfideiatu, and unfounded, it would be¬ 
come them to repent of their eri or, and con¬ 
fers it in the fiilleft manner. Repentance 
was the moft amiable of .all virtues, and what 
bo man need be afhamed of. Lei them 
;berefore confefs their fault, make the in* 
urMl party atonement, pay him all the 
charges he had been put to, and move the 
Crown to bellow honours anil rewards on the 
lefendant, who had been ralhly, nialxiouf- 
ly, and falhly accufed. If, on the cuntraiy, 
hey wete fatiified that the charges were ti ue j 
:liat the conduct of the virtuous majority of 
the laft Parliament had been right, and 
they neverthelefs confented to defert and 
tbandou a juft and neceflaiy prufecu- 
.ion, they would fly in the face of ail right 
ind all juftice, and infamy muft neceftarily 
'all fomewhere } either on Mr. H.illings if 
convidled, or on the Houfe if they aban- 
Joned the proceeding, or on the Lords if 
hey unjuftly acquitted him. If they had 
leither the candour to confe's that the pro- 
ecution was improper, ni r the vigour to 
airy it on to its conclofion , if after having 
Tiade the charge they flew from it,and did not 
confefs it to have been rafli, fhameful and er- 
-oneous, they would difgrace themfelves for 
!Ver, and abandon the exercife of their dear- 
ift, moft important, and moft ufeful pri- 
rilege ; a conduA of which he could not bring 
bimfelf to believe that the Houfe could ever 
ie guilty. It had been argued, that the 
Trial had lafted a long time, and that the 
J length of it was a fuflicieut reafon why 
^ould- be perfifted in no longer | but if 
Iradlion was admitted as a fubftaottal reafon 
r putting'Stn end to a trialj he who eoin- 
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micted the greateft crimes would be the fureft 
of an acquittal j andby^he Houfe fo deciding, 
mankind would be delivered ovir to theop- 
piellion of their governors, provinces to iheir 
plunder, and treafuries to their difpofal. On 
the contrary, if they proceeded in the profe- 
cution, they would liold out to Governors 
this falutary leflbn, they would teach them 
to be not only above the commiflion, but 
above the fufpicion of a crime : in one cafe 
the people would be faved, in the other 
they would be ruined ; in one, a ufeful cau¬ 
tion would be taught to future Governors, 
in the other impunity for the commiflien of 
any crime. In former debate, an H m. 
and Learned Gentleman had lamented tha^ 
the Trial had lafted three yeprs j but he would 
afk that Genileman, who was an advocate 
fur meafuring the length of trials, wliether 
there were hour-glaflVs in the exchequer for 
the gricvatices of mankind, and twoToot 
rules for nppreflioii f or whether thofe who 
confined their ideas to the nairow limit of a 
Priits caufe, were betur able to afeer- 
tain what ought to be the length of an Im¬ 
peachment, than a rabbit, which breeds fix 
limes in the year, was capable of judging of 
the time of geftniion of an elephant > Lawyers, 
lie faid, knew kow to turn thetelefcope as 
it beft anivs ered their purpofe, making it di- 
n.ini(h or magnify at will, and change great 
matters to fniall, and thofe of trivi.il import 
into the molt confiderable. He inftanced' the 
Cafe of Partridge, as ftated in that excellent 
and enteitaiiiing Reporter the author ef 
Tom Jonev, who records, that P. rrridge kept 
one poor Pig, which got into a Neighbour’s 
Garden, when the Lawyers made fo much 
of the f..£l, that every body prefent would have 
conceived, that iiiftead of keeping one iitUe 
Pig, Partridge had beentlte greateft Hog-Mer • 
chant III the kingdom. Mr. Burke argned at 
great length to fhew that the perfeverance 
of the Managers in this Impeachment could 
not have proceeded from malice. He de¬ 
clared he did not like the plea of compafllon ^ 
urged at fuch a moment of the Trial: falfc 
compaffion aimed a llroke at every moral 
viriue, by countera^ling juftice; and, if ful- 
fereJ, would occafion an irreparable injuiy 
to mankind. Mr, Haflings had been long 
on Ins trial; but it was aifu to be remember¬ 
ed, that thofe who had laboured under his 
oppreflion and tyranny bad fo laboured for 
fourteen or twenty years. He faid, that in 
this Impeachment, the two moft refponfibie 
perfons in that Houfe for the coneof 
affairs in India (Mr. Piet and Mr. Dundas) 
had flood among the foremoft ; it was not, 
he obferved, a common circumftance, that 
Mtnifters (hould ftand fo forward for'lb* 

right 
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ri^bt of Impepcb'ofnt \ and wb<*n they d'ni, 
it ongtit not to b' p.irfnl by withuit Ivinonr- 
abte mention. It wjs iu>t fair, he hiul, in 
tlK>f« wh'j contsnded the length i<f 

time confumeil in the Impeachment, ton'Re 
that it had been continued for three years ; 
for, taking It corioc'hy, it Ind cnntimii-il no 
more lh.aii 67 days,at four hours each nay. The 
Managers, he begged to Inve it remembered, 
were not anfwerahla for tlie ailjouriiraents,* 
prort>g.aiions, or didldurions of that Houfe ; 
thofe, therefore, tvtio reckoned time by al¬ 
manacks and not days, miflc*l themfelves, and, 
V'hit was worfe, eiide.ivouied to mirtead 
others. He wilhrd Gentlemen to rccolledl, 
Hut Election caufes in that Houfe had laded 
Innch longer, and th.it one (^mmittee had 
conrinaed to fit for rinsty d:>y$. He faid, he 
cnnfidered Mr. Hadings’s crimes to fbrm a 
Complete Encyclopoedia. The Man igers had 
arranged bis crimes in didindl clafl.'S, .'u.d 
they had quartered them like The Map of the 
M^irld ; that the Benares ch irge cimtanu'd 
eighteen articles ; the charge of the Begums 
eoutained nearly ns many, and that <if tlie 
Piefeuts more ; and each Ciiarge nlledged 
Oiiiiie crimes than had been gone through by 
all the Impeachm :i'is that ever had hi on voted 
hf that Houfe. Mr, BoiUu then entered in¬ 
to a'lqng detail of Che diHi -nUies that had been 
thrown m the way of the Impeachment. He 
alked, had they foigot th'it there was fuch a 
thing as the Indi.i.i inteufl, which had pene¬ 
trated intueveiy department of the Coii'Aiiu- 
tian, was felt from the Needles at the Ifleof 
Wight to Jolsn o’Giot's Houfe in tin- Ill ind 
s»f Cniihn..fs, and had obtained a conftderable 
footing in that il-'Ule ? Having nmplitied on 
the amazing iiidnence of the Indian iiitereft, 
be faiJ, great I'iliiculties' h.id alto arifon from 
titc em'’a'iMlfments thrown in iheir way by 
cer'nin piofeiinrsof ih'-' law, wlvTcconfined^ 
a>au n irru v mode of thinking, added to their 
ptsiii.licf*, made them enemies to all Im¬ 
peachments, as an encroachment on the regu¬ 
lar line of pr. fi^ice in the Courts below. He 
would prove nowt'-er, from uudouhted.au- 
th.irities, that the Houfe of Commons had a 
right to profit by tlisir belt advantage, viz. 
th.ir ignor,iiice, and to proceed in their own 
way to prove the charges made ai tides of im¬ 
peachment. W ith regard to a limited rule 
of evidence, he deukd tliat tb-ne exiltcd any 
fuch thing as a fnle of evidence ; and con- 
t<-ndei', that all evidence malt vary in its man¬ 
ner nnd Its matter as the nature of each cafe 
variedj He faid, Lawyers were not a natural 
pait of that Houfe, The Houfe of Com” 
nuins wasdefenhed by ancient writers as con- 
iilting of miiitu d mn, but there was no 
rnenti.io of Lawyeis ani'iiig them, and they 
Were fappofedto adt wholly as ignorant ordi¬ 


nary.mcn would, li'q-tC’idum ut vulgut, ITe 
re.ad ,1 long quotation Irom Seldeii to fhew 
that in ad Impeachment fome centuries hark, 
wReie their articles were loofe and inrorniul, 
that was held to be no ohj^-dlion, but the 
Lords amended them, lie quoted alfo Fof- 
ter’s Repoi ts, and a great vai lety of othrr au¬ 
thorities, from the time of Richsrd the Se¬ 
cond up to the laft icign, to prove tlidt the 
Law of Parliament was funenor to the Civil, 
the Canon, or the Corumnn Law. Alt-r .an 
infinite detail of aignment, giounded lAi the 
authority of the bell: wi iters, he came at lad 
to wind up his fpecch ] and declared, that in 
ccmphancc. wall the times and nnblick con¬ 
venience, rather than his own inilinjti''n (for 
he and the Managers were ready to go throngli 
the whole of the ch irgcs j but for the rc.*.!i>ns 
be had mentioned], he was willing to go into 
only one charge raoie, for the fake of (hnr- 
tening the duration of the Trial, and fpeedi- 
ly obtaining fubftantial jutticc. That charge 
was, the one refpcdllng Contra(ns,l'cii(ions,aiid 
.4II0W, nces; and !.e was perfuaded, from what 
he knew of tlie evidence to be produced, 
that leven days, peril'ps Lfs, hut ceitainly 
not more, would finith the invedigatioii of 
that charge, ami tiis eltahlilhmcnt of .ill its 
great fails by proofs-. That charge, he f.nid, 
would completely deflroy the defence fet up 
by Mr. Haftmgs, vi/.. State nccfiflity, by 
fhewuig that he h.id fq'nniiercil more for cor¬ 
rupt purpoles, than he had acknowledged to 
hive accepted for the Con.jiany’s life. The 
M.inagers,he contended, had uniformly afTeried 
the right of Parliamentary Law and Par- 
li imcnt.iry Ufage, and that they had avoided 
being entangled III technical terms. He fald,hv 
fhould offer two motions to the Iloiife ; the 
fit It, That a fpeedy iffue to the Ti.ul is dt- 
lirablc; and, fecondly, Th..t aCommiU'.-e bej 
appointed to carry on the Impeach-nerit,— 
Before either, however, he Ihould move, 

“ Tliat iti confidcration of tlie length 
of time eh.pfed in the profecutitin of 
Warren Haftings, ' Efq. it appeals to tlie 
Houfe to be proper for the obtaining 
of fpeedy and fubftantial juttice, that the 
M.i!iagers proctetl no further than in the 
charges on which they have clofed theif evi¬ 
dence, excepting the charge relating to Con¬ 
trails, Pciifiuiis, and AllBwancea.’* Mr, FoX 
feconded this motion. 

Col. M‘Leo»l aUtiU upon what pretence 
the prefenc motion was made, whan the 
Right Hon. Gentlem.an.'s friend (Mr. Fox), 
oil a former day had ftated, that the 
matioii would be to proceed in the Im¬ 
peachment. ' 1 

Mr. Fox replied, that the motion of his 
Right--.onoiirablel* 1 lend wenr tofueli proceed- 
iiigi and that tlie prefenc w-is but pieparatory. 

Sir 
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Sir Juhn Jervis thoi)g1)t, that before the 
Hnofe proceeded in the Impcaclimeat, they 
ought to have fome explanation upon thepre- 
fpnt date of idIiiii-5 in India j and particularly fu| 
^ he was given to unilerdand that tlte fyftem 
laid down by Mr. Hailings had been per« 
fevered in by the prefent Goveinment uai> 
formly. 

Mr. Mitford declared tha(, thinking him* 
felf bound hy the late Retblution of the Houfe, 
he (hould not have obje£ied to the naming of 
a Committee; but he felt embarraOed by the 
prefent Motion, as he confidered it highly.ob* 
jrC\i>mable to impede the profecucion in any 
way afterfuch H^fulution, and he mud there¬ 
fore oppofe the Motion. 

The Qiauceiior of the Exchequer expref- 
fed his fqrpnge at the ground of oppofition 
dated by his flon. and Learned Friend, as 
the Uoufe cuuUl not loiifidcntly vote for the 
Manageis until they had did voted that there 
was ground to proceed,, winch they would 
do by adopting the Motion fubmirced to 
Clieni, and which only leduced the Im¬ 
peachment to a narrow extent, apd render¬ 
ed it lefs equivocal. 

Mr. Mitfctrd lofe to expUiin. Ha faid, he 
felt a peculiar degree of einbrirralTniant; for 
when he was called uiiun to vote the right of 
the Houfc to proceed, he was cautioned 
againd giving his vote in oppofition to ihejRc- 
folutions of a former Parliament; and hp was 
pow called upon, by the fame perfons, to 
vote ill oppofition to the Refolutions of the 
former Huufe, by agreeing to a Motion p 
put an end to the Impeachment by quafl^pg 
fhe lad feventeen charges. 

•Mr. Erikine rofe to fay, that he perfided 
in the opinion which he had delivered on 
fhe fubjed of the Impeachment in the for¬ 
mer debate on that topic; but (hat in de¬ 
ference to the Houfe he held himfelf bound 
not to oppofethe proceeding in an Impeach¬ 
ment, -which he dill thought did not con¬ 
tinue, but which they had refolved was in 
exidence, and that a Diffolucion differs ip 
nothing from an Adjournment of a fingle day, 
and they were exadly in the fame fituation 
as if they had come out of the H.'ill only the 
preceding day. With regard to the prefent 
Motion, the Houfe ouglu drd to have the 
ground upon which it was urged dated to 
them, and the itmf of that matter was 
fhrnwn on tbofe who had contended that 
the Impeachment was in exidence notwith* 
danding the Di,ffolution. They weye bnqnd 
to fbeur the necedity of an alteration before 
they dopped the proceeding, andfhortened its 
articles. Tbey mud either Oiew that tiie 
charges do not contain criminrd matter, or if 
they do, whether that is capable of proof in 
ahe Codrtt htlow, or Vherp it is capable 
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of being brought to trial. Mr. Erfktne 
faid, it was underdodd that tliere were at 
this time great men in India, who were 
adliog beyond the rules of law for the hepedt 
of the country, and that they were as liable 
to be impeached as Mr. Hadings. With 
regard to the prefpnt Motion, he ffaould 
give no vote at ail j becaufe, having {intended 
that the Impeachment w?s not pending, and 
having argued that {a& in the bed manner 
he was able, in order to fatisfy his confei- 
ence as a Lawyer, he owed it to his own 
confidency to give no vote at all tliatd.iy. 

Mr. Badard faid, if the papers he had oq 
a former day moved for, were befoye tho 
Houfe, he was perfuaded the Iqipeachment 
would no longer be perfevered in i had thofe 
papers been upon the table, and a Motion been 
made to piocecd in the Impeachment, lie 
had intended to have moved an adjournment 
until thofe papers could have been fully con» 
fidered j and he pledged himfelf that upon 
futh cunfideration it wQuId be proved, if the 
prefent Houfe adopted the principles of the 
lafl, that the war in India w<as at an end, 
for India was loR. He wifhetl not to cen- 
fpre either Loid Cornwallis or General 
Meadows, nor was it his pradlice to pledge 
himfelf lightly ; but this be would again and 
again pledge himfelf to, that the eotiduA 
of Mr. Hallings and the prefent government 
of India were perfe£lly aiialogoiK. 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared, 
he could not conceive that the papers al¬ 
luded to by the Hun Gentleman contained 
any thing that ought to haye any influence 
whatever upon the queflinn before the Houfe. 
—•The Hon. Gentleman had (late.! no in* 
fereuce from thofe Papers to warrant fucty 
delay; wbei) he fhould, the Houfe would be 
enabl^ to decide whether it was, oe 
was not, fubflantial enough to delay s de^ 
cifion of the queflion. He conflder^ it ne- 
cefTary, however, fur him to fay, that from 
what he underflood of the affairs of India at 
the prefent time, and at die time alluded to 
hy the Hon.Gcncleman, they bore no apalogy 
whatever. 

Mr, Baflard faid, Mr. Haflings had beeq 
impeached fur a breach of treaty for the purr 
pofe of raifing money to carry on a war. from 
the papers he had moved fqr, he pledged 
himfelf to prpve th^t Lord Cornwallis and 
General Meadows had done the fame, and 
upon that he refled his analogy. 

Mr. Fox faid, the Hon. Gentleman’s resv 
Ion had not a< convinced him of the imv 
propriety of an immediate proceeding, noTi 
be hoped, would it convince the Houfe; f<^ 
if Ifpcd* Chrawallis and General Meadowa 
bad violated the line laid down for* them, it 
was chf flcoqgaft pofliUe nafon for the 
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Houfe to proceed io the depending Impeach¬ 
ment with every practicable difpatch, that, if 
they had fo ailed, they and every other had 
feriant of the country might either he 
deterred, from the commiilion of crimes, 
or be brought to a fuitable punifhment for 
them, 

Mr. Baftard was not furprifed at the wiflt 
of the Oppofuion iide of the Houle to pto- 
'ceed; he was of opinion, however, that 
it behoved the other fide of the Iloure, 
and fume perfons who now fat there, to 
paufe. 

Mr. Dundas declared, he felt no rcafon 
whatever to paufe ; the pledge ul the Hon. 
Gentleman, fo folemnly given, he was pofi- 
tive could never be redeemed. He knew 
that every ftep taken by Lord Cornwallis or 
by G literal Meadows was warranted by 
treaties, and he imagined that the Hon. 
Gentleman, by conceiving otherwife, had 
gone rattier upon the information of others, 
than upon a knowledge obtained fi om a 
perufal of the papers he had alluded to. If 
Lord Cornwallis and General Meadows wcie 
guilty, others were implicated in their guilt. 
For his own part, in the fitiiation in which 
he flood, if fuch a tranfuilion fliould be 
proved, and that he had a (hare in It, he 
-owned in the face of the Public that he fliould 
he totally barred from every ple.i of defence, 
if while he had iieard a chatge of Breach of 
Treaties committed, he wcie to vote for a 
continuance of an Impeachment of others 
upon that particular point. He had no hefi- 
tation to fay, tbjt if there had been any fuch 
proceeding going on in India as intimated by 
the Hon. Gentleman, it called loudly on the 
Houfe to prefs forward, and to be more eager 
in their prefent profeention, in order to put 
an end to fuch grofs condudl in future. 

Mr. Ballard rofe once more, and declared 
his opinion to be, that inflead of the Trial 
lading only feven days longer, as had been 
jftated, it would lad more than three years. 
In alluflon to a former debate, in which Mr. 
Bnike bad charged him with liaving turned 
his coat, he begged to alfure him he had not; 
that he had voted according to his confcience, 
in which condudl he gloried: he had voted 
for the Impeachment, by truding to the Right 
.Bon. Gentleman's affection, that Mr. Had- 
iogs had made Hindodan a defert; but time 
bad proved, what the Journals of the Houfe 
would prove, viz. that the contrary was the 
laA) apd that he had bwn milled. He beg¬ 
ged again to affure the Right Hon. Gentle¬ 
man that he was no turn-coat, but that he 
IlMKild confider himfelf to be one, if, after 
baviog threatened a Minider with an Im¬ 
peachment, and declared that he had the arti- 
el« io bit pocket, he had taken his bat off 


to that Minider, and ohfequiouHy en'iCed 
in his coips for ilie pu^^■'t!fe of h.'*coniing 
Pilf/maRerof theFoiLO ; *.i t h :'h-lit m.«in- 
tained a contlud tint fome •'alied patriotic, 
but others fcrupled not to term rebellions, and 
had afterwards written .a hook which g-ivc the 
lie to all the afls of his life, and nil the 
dodlrines he had ever all'erted. Mr. Badard 
objsdle'.i to the nnnihil.ition of any part of the 
chai ges that had been carried up to the Lords, 
and laid, the fame digma would fall upon Mr. 
Hadings if they dropped the feventeen lad 
chargps, as if they were to drop the whole. 
The prefent Houfe knew nothing of any of 
them, and yet they weie new called upon by 
the Managers to drop feventeen, thnt.gh they 
knew not whether they were not more im¬ 
portant than the three or four preceding. 
Mr. Badard contended, that a fpeedy docifioii 
of his trial was the undoubted right of the 
fubjedl, and that by proceeding in oppofitioii 
to that grand privik^ge of an Englifhman, the 
Houfe would be procce ling in eppreinon. With 
regard to (he papers lor which he had moved, 
Mr. Badard faid, they w'uuld prove that Lord 
Cornwallis and General Meadows had feiz- 
ed the country of the Nabob of Arcot, in vio¬ 
lation of the molt folemn treaties j and that 
it was a matter that would be fpeedily made 
notorious, by an appeal of the Nabob to the 
Throne, to the judice of that Houfe, or t^ 
the Courts of Law in this Kingdom. H« 
was far, he faid, from meaning to condemia 
or cenfure the condudl either of Lord Com- 
w'allisor of General Meadows; he only wifh- 
ed to prove, that by the papers he had moved 
for it would appear that they had been ublig. 
ed, in a moment of exigency, to adopt a 
fimilar cnnducl with Mr. Hadings in bis 
tranfaflions in Benares with the Begums and 
with Cheyt Sing. Mr. Badard read ex- 
trafls from a letter from Lord Cornwallis, 
Ac. on the fubje£l, urging date neeeflity as 
the plea for the meafure which, his Lord- 
fbip faid, he conceived would be unpopular 
in England ; and he again repeated, that he 
meant no rcfledlions on his Lordlhip or on 
General Meadows, but to fhew that there 
was an analogy between their prefent condudt 
and that of Mr. Hadings; that they had de- ’ 
prived a native Prince of the fovereignty of 
his country, in violation of the Treaty roadjs 
by Sir Archibald Campbell in 1787,10 which 
sc was provided, in cafe of failure of the pay. 
ment of the arrears the Nabob was indebted te 
us, that we were to food fuperintendants 
into his country to receive the money as 
colleAed by his Homildars. Mr. Badard, 
after feme general obfervations on pur ndt 
havii^ complied with this condition, bid, 
he did not conceive it proper that parties of 
different deferiptione ia Usat Houfe fhould 

met 
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meet for the purpofe of opprefllng an indi¬ 
vidual i and that as Mr. llurke had declared 
in the beginning of the Trial, that if it fhoulci 
appear that Mr. Haftings, notwithliinjing 
what ha had done m India, had left the peo¬ 
ple h.ippy and the countiy in a Ojte of culti¬ 
vation and fertility, he ihouUI think tli.it in- 
ftead of piuiilhmcnt he merited rew.ird j 
that fail, Mr, Balfaid faid, wa.? tiiabhnied by 
the Refoliuions on their Journals j and tlieie- 
forc, if the Right Hon, Gentleman had afled 
Coiifillenlly, he mull long fmce have aban¬ 
doned the Profecution of an Impeachment in 
the progrefs pf which, hitherto, he (Mr. 
Ballard) could-not fee that any tiling had 
been made out or proved againil the De¬ 
fendant. 

[Mr. BaRard was called to order in the 
courfe of his Speed).] 

Mr. Wigley, in a fpeech of confiderable 
length, objedled to the Motion, w'hich, he 
faid, ftnick at the privileges of the Houfe, 
and which bad been contended for in 
the lalt debate as the moil imp(>rt<ant of 
all others. Mr. Wigley faid, that hav¬ 
ing come into the Uuufe nearly at the 
cunclufion of the hiR Parliament, he had 
in deference to the^Hoiife taken no part in 
an Impe.ichment which they had oi igiiiated; 
but he niiiR own, that he had not been able, 
by attending to the evidence, to conceive tliat 
any of the charges had been made out. Hot 
one of the ails of cruelty had been proved 
againR Mr. HaRings, and all the evidence 
had been from hearfay $ in contradiction to 
which they had received adtirefles from India, 
full of the good reports of all ranks of people 
who had been witnelTes of the Governor 
General's conduct. Mr. Wigley faid, in the 
lad debate on the fubjedl, it had been con¬ 
tended, that the newMemhers might have the 
evidence printed by the Lords, and thus make 
themfclves mailers of the fubjedl; but thofe 
who had argued in that way were mift.aken, 
becaufe he had feen it fince, and it faid ex¬ 
prefly, ‘‘ Printed for the ufe of the Lords 
Mr. Wigley added feveral remarks 
to fhew that the Trial ought not to proceed, 
and concluded with declaring, that as he 
could notJ.ngree to the Motion, lie would take 
the fenle of the Houfe upon k. 

Mr. Ryder faid, he rofe in rather a parti¬ 
cular predicament, having never given a 
vole on any of the proceedings cf thelm-' 
peachment. He could therefore view the 
qneflion with an untainted eye, Mr. Ryder 
faid, it was five years, he believed, fince 
the firll charge againfl Mr. Haftings Itad 
been brought forward in that Houfe, 
and three years fince the Trial had com¬ 
menced. He oMerved, that the objeft was, 
to prove to opulent guilt and (ucceMid op- 


preflioD, tliat no time nor power would be 
able to evade the punifhment due to fluh 
crimes ; and this wassnecelfary, in order to 
flrike a terror to the prefent, and operate as 
a warning to future governments. That 
being dearly the objeCl, let the Houfe con- 
fider how the matter Rood at prefent. 1 hree 
of the charges were gone through with, 
VIZ. that of Benares, that of plundering the 
Princefles of Oude, and lh.it of the Prefents, 
and thefe three were Rated to contain fifty 
fiiCls; furely then fuflicient progrefs had 
been made for the purpofe of example ; if 
the Defendant was innocent, he might be 
acquitted ; or if found guilty, enough was 
done to ground punilhment upon, and prevent 
others ftom following the fame example. 
The fimple faCl, Mr. Ryder faid, was this : 
A Britilh Governor had been on his trial for 
three years, which was of itfelf a very fevere 
punifhment t wh-at he would with, there, 
fore, was, that the Houfe miglit p.iufe then, 
and as it w as their defign, if not their duty, 
to take the fliorteR road to fpeedy and fub- 
Rantial juRice, to do it in the moR e^Cluai 
manner} and as every end would be anfwerei) 
by flopping where they were, to call for 
immediate judgment, and proceed no fur¬ 
ther. This, Mr. Ryder contended, would 
fli'ip the Impeachment of its terror, but 
neverthelefs meet the general wifh of all 
parties; he therefore would move that the 
latter part of the Motion, the exception, bs 
left out. 

This amendment was feconded, and read 
from the Chair]; when 

Mr. Dundas rofe and faid, he muR objeft 
to this amendment, and he could not help 
thinking but that his Right Hon. Friend bad 
not confidered the fubjedl with his ufuat ac¬ 
curacy. Mr. Dundas contended, that the 
Houfe were bound in duty to confider the 
original Motion cxaflly the fame as if 
it came from the Managers, who muR be 
fuppofed to be better judges of what was 
capable of immediate proof, and moft iiecef- 
faiy to be eRabliflied, than the Houfe at 
large. Mr. HaRings, he obferved in the 
Defence which he had formerly fet up, had 
faid it was true, that he had done what they 
had charged him with, but that Rate neceflity 
was the caufe, and muR be his juRification ; 
it was neceffary, therefore, to bring on th« 
charge refpedling the Contrafis, Penfions, and 
Allowances, in order to prove that it was 
notorious profufion and extravagance, and not 
Rate neceflity, that was the caufe of Mr. 
HaRings’s a^ofviolence and oppreflion.It was 
material, therefore, to go into that charge, 
becaufe the Right Hon. Gentleman qipofite 
to him could prove that Mr. HaRings had 
Squandered or expended more tbanbyoogNC 
F» » 
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to ttavo liotie, thtn Aato nece^ty could not be 
admitted as a juftification of the other pnrt 
t>f his cundu^l. Mr.'Dundas leminded the 
tioufS, that the Managers had declared they 
could go through the charge in feven days« 
and therefcie he thought that the Houfe 
ought not to refufe the Managers fn realcn- 
able a propofliinnk 

Colonel Phipps rofe to Tupport Mr. 
ilyder’s amendment; but declared he did 
hot (land in the fame predicament, having vot¬ 
ed for the Impeachment originally, and 
therefore he was bound to fupport it. The 
Colonel exprclTed his fatisfai^ion, that the 
Houfe had aCTerted its Rights in the former 
fcafe ; but gave his reafons for thinking there 
tVas no occdfinn to proceed further than to 
call for judgment. He nhferved, that great 
Aiefs was laid on the Right Hon. Oentle- 
man's declaration, that going through another 
charge would take only feven days; but how 
could that be afeertained beforehand ? If they 
had ohly been able to get through three 
charges in three yeais, they might be another 
year at lead lU getting through the chutge 
refpedling Contrnets: befides, that of all others 
was the charge mod hkely , from the compli¬ 
cated nature of the fubjedt and the v.'iiieiyof 
proof iiecefTary to eftablifh it, to run into 
great length. They would have to prove 
that the Contia£)s had nut been publicly 
Cxpofed to the beft bidder, that thry had 
been corruptly given at prices unnecedanly 
profufe, and a variety of other fa£ls that muft 
he tedious in their inveftigation. Having 
reafoned upon this for fome lime, the Colo¬ 
nel faid, he had fat upon the Committee 
mentioned by theHight Hon. Gentltnisn for 
toinety days, and that, from feeing the im- 
piobubility of bi inging the ebj- £1 to a fpfceity 
or effedlual conclufion, the Comniittee liad 
recommended it to the pai tics to drop their 
purfuit I which they at fn (I refufed, btiC 
afterwards, from being themfelves convinced 
v)f the propriety of the advice, adopted 
it. In the prefentclife, therefore, it appeared 
to him to be advifable to Hop wheie they 
were, and for that reafoti he Ihould fupport 
the amendment. 

Colonel Macleod rofe again, and was on 
tils legs for fome time; but we could not hear 
diftindlly any part of his fpeech, except the 
b^inning of it, in which he ci>n>plained of 
a dUFereht Motion having been brought 
forward than that the Houfe had been taught 
|o Cxpedl, and faid, Mr, Haftiogs was thA, 
common theme of praife and admiration 
throughout India. 

Mr. Jekyll rofe Co reprobate the dd£)rina 
(fhMCfaed by hfr. Dundas, as the moft ex. 

that bad ever been broached 
evithtayftofe walls; and he could not help 
tarandm^ chat fo monftroua a propofitiun 


fhould come from a Genilemad ivhd halt 
received fomt d-gree of legal education^ 
though he had thouglit- proper, either for 
thOr greater lucrativenefs of the htuation or 
his own convenience, to quit his profeflion; 
for the place of Treafurer of the Navy and 
orller offices. Mr. Jekyll faid, the propofia 
tionlaid down by Mr. Dundas was, that after 
three feparate and diRinfl charges or bills 
of indiOment had been found and eitabliffied 
by proofs in a great variety of inlfances, 
another bill of indictment waS to be pre¬ 
ferred before the fame tribunal, in order to 
affiird an opportunity of proving the fads 
charged in the former indidments, and pre¬ 
clude the defendant from th% aid of his de¬ 
fence : he would venture to pronounce 
fuch a iiropofitinn contrary to the pradlce 
bf every Court of criminal judicature, and 
the moft monftrous that had ever breii beaid 
within tliofe wall-, or that ever beii'i e canid 
from the mouth of a Lawyer. 

Mr. Taylor faid, he never had heard 
more extraordinary reafoning fiom any pro- 
feffional man. Mr. Taylor chaiged Mr. 
Jekyll with having miftaken the rtier.ning of 
the Right T-lon. and Learned Gentleman, 
and that, had he not well known that his 
Hon. and Learned Friend had been bred to 
the law, he fhould li.ave been led to imagine 
that he was hinifelf deficient in legal know¬ 
ledge. Mr. Taylor faid, it was notorious 
that the Managers had offered to try the 
Articles chaege by charge, jbht that the Lorris 
had exprelly directed them to go thi ough the 
whole, as they would conftder them collec¬ 
tively as one charge only. He contended, that 
what Mr. Dundas had faid was ftii£i]} con¬ 
formable with the practice of the Couns and 
the rules of procetding, and at the fame time 
prrfedlly fair ar.d reafonabli.Mr. Taylor com* 
plained that fufficient credit feemrd not to 
have been given to the Managers of the Im¬ 
peachment, whole induAry and attention he 
was .convinced entitled them to the good 
opinioh and confidence of thd Houfe. He 
faid, if it was tlioug'it that they merited 
cenfure, it would be fair for thofe who 
thought fo to fpeak out at once, and vote a 
cenfure. He reafoned for fome time upon 
this point, and declared that he highly ap¬ 
proved bf his Right Hoh. Friend's Motion 
as originally moved. 

Mr. Ryder rofe (o exculpate himfelf from 
having given any occafion (o the Hon. and 
Learned Gentleman tb complain of injuAicc 
dene to the Managers. He had faid nothing 
that went either to approve or to ccniure the 
Managers of the Impeachment, but bad 
confined himfelf wholly to the advantage that 
he thought would refult from calling Atr 
j ndgment on the charges already proved.- 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer declared 

that 
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Itial he muR difTel* ih npinbti froih an Hohi 
t^rieni) of his, who had moved an amendment 
to leave out the concluding paragraph of the 
Motion, and which had been feconded*b]r 
another Hun. Friend of his, and was rather 
furprifed that his two lion. Fiieuds (houltl 
have fo done, liuce, if tiieir propofition was 
to be acceded to, it would in a great 
meafiiie ti-nd to overturn the advantage of 
the Hoiife having come to The Kfifolution, tliat 
’ an impeachment was pending in Jlaiu fut 
notwitliltanding a ditrolutinn, and to render 
icaltogether ulelefs, by proving that tlie Houfe 
ivas incapable of going on with any fuither 
charge. The Chancellor of the F.xchequer 
Contended, that it was liighly necelfary to go 
on with the charge concerning Contrails, 
Perifions, and Allowances, as well inalfeition 
of their I ight, as with a view to Ihew that 
there was no fuch Rate tieccflity as that 
tvhich had been fet up as the defence of Mr. 
Hiiftings; hilt that it had been owing en¬ 
tirely to his own conduit, and was .m addi¬ 
tional .and elfeiitial crime in him to have creat¬ 
ed It. An Hon. Friend of his had f.iid, that 
the Cliarge of Contrails, Peiifions, and 
Allowances was peculiarly complicated and 
tiiflicult, fo that iiiflead of feven days, which 
the knowledge of the Managers had «n. 
allied (hem to Rate would be fully fufheient 
time for them to prove the avetmenis m, it 
tvould be more likely to laR another three 
years. Fur his part, he faw nO reafon to en¬ 
tertain any fuch apprehenfions. There ap¬ 
peared to him to be a pofllbility of there 
being mure chan ohe cafe under each head 
that might be perfeitiy Ample, and capable 
of pioof in a veiy fhort time. With a view 
to piuve It, he put an hypothetical cafe or 
two, dod fhewed that if it could be made 
out that Mr. HaRings had given contrails 
Corruptly, or made improper allowances, 
tne doing of either was highly criminal. 
** Snppole," he faid, ** that it could be 
cltabtilhed that an allowance of twenty 
thouiand a year had been given Co a Com¬ 
mander in Chief out of the Revenue of Oude, 
while he was fervingafterward in the Carna¬ 
tic, and at a time when he was in jioirelAon 
of uth<T very great means of income, and 
that fuch allowance had been given in 
threit defiance of the. Company's exprefs 
orders to the contrary. Would not every 
man agree, that uotwiihRanding the Com¬ 
mander in Chief was a great ahd gallant 
officer (and he was forry to add, that he was 
how no more), fuch an allowance, made under 
fuch circiifflRances, was an aggravation of 
the other Aagrant and Chormoas offences 
charged agaioR Mr. Haftingsf” Gentlemen, 
^e oblerved, had laid Rrefs upon the circum- 
iRance of the Trial bavipg continued Uim 


years already, and had reckoned tvy thd ftuli 
of Three, and taken e^ery advantage of that 
mode. In fome pait of their argument tht-f 
contended, that the 'i'ri.al had lalted three 
years, and yet only three charges had been 
eRablifhed} and in another part of their 
argument, taking lioUl of what had been 
Rated in the Right Hon, Gentleman's Ipeech, 
they had faid, that f.i'ty ch.uges havin§ been 
proved, there was no occ.ifion to prove any 
more. The fait, however, war, that the three 
ch.'irgc's had been gone through in -bout 
fcvfcnty days ; and he faw no reaiun why the 
charge refpedliug Contrails, PenAons, and Al¬ 
lowances might not be gone tiirough in feven 
days, or lefs, if they contrived to go intotlie 
H.i.l fooner, or continue there longer cveiy 
one of the days. The Chancellor ol thn 
£xclK<]Mer (aid, if it Aiould turn out that 
Mr. H.diiiigs was innocent of all the Cl imet 
impu'ed to him, in that cafe he muR agres 
that It was a hardfhip for him t» have 
been fo long on his Trial, but it Was a 
hardfhip infepurable horn the nature of the 
tiial. If, on the other hand, he (hotild be 
conviited, although the time of the Trial 
would go as a pai t ot the putiifhmc nt, it 
would fall far ffioit indeed of what fuch hei¬ 
nous and Aagrant oReoces as had been im¬ 
puted Co him merited. After reasoning 
veiy ably on the fuhjeit, Mr. Put turned his 
argument agaii.R Mr. Jckyll, and animad¬ 
verted on what he had faid of Mr. Huiidas m 
terms of neat but pointed feverity. Pie faid, 
he entertained a veiy great refpeit for the 
talents of the Iloti. and Learned Genftleman 
both in and out of that Houfe, not doubting 
but lie could apply them to any fubjeiR ; he 
could not however think quite fo highly of 
them as the Hon. and Learned Gentleman 
fCemed to do himfelf. 1 he Hon. and Learned 
Gentleman might in his opinion have ipared 
the fupercilious compallion which lie had 
exprcAed for the paucity of legal knoiarledfc 
of his Right Hon. and Learned Friend near 
him, becaurefrom Che tuin of the Hnn. and 
Learned Gentleman's argument, thepaiicity of 
legal kuovrledgc might with the greater pro¬ 
priety have been fuppofed to belong to him- 
Telf. The Hon. and Learned Gentleman had 
charged his Right Hon. and Learned Friend 
with having faid, that it was now pnopofed 
to fend another bill of indiCtment before the 
Lords after having eRahhihed three diRindt 
hills of indiRment, in order to fnpply prwf 
of the dtarges contained In thofe former Bills 
of indiftmeni; and this th^ Hon. and Liiainid 
Gentleman had termed a monRrous pro- 
poAtion I and a monRrous propofition it 
Would have been, if his Right Hon. and 
Learned Friend had laid down any fuch 
fiopcAtioni but the Wk was, hk 
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Hon. bad notfaid any thing at all like 
it. Mr. Piu tnen repeated what Mr. Dun- 
das had fatdy and obfCTved, that he little ex- 
peAcd that anaccufer’s endeavouring to forefee 
and do away the effedl of the prefumed de¬ 
fence of the accufed befnrel,>3rid, would by a 
Lawyer have been deemed either an a'-l of 
fnjuftice, or an unwife or unufml picco of 
cooduA. It was, he faid, extremely ca^y for 
■I'y Gentleman to create a monftrous propo- 
firion, merely for the lake of impuihig it to 
snotherj but lie feircd, though his Right 
Hon. and Learned Friend had changed his 
firofefiion, the Hon. and Learned Gen¬ 
tleman behind him would not continue 
his with equal lucrative.iefs to himfelf, 
or With equal advantage to the Public, 
if he confoimed his praAice to h.s argu¬ 
ments. 

Mr. John H. Stanley faid, the debate had 
taken a very extraordinary turn, and that 
tlie queftion he had expcAed to have heard 
brought forward, had boen one merely on 
the expediency of going on with the Impeach¬ 
ment. Mr. Stanley intimated a wilh that 
foma amendment to that ciFs6\ were pro- 
|»fed. 

The Speaker faid, if the Hon. Gentle- 
mail thought proper, he might move fuch an 
•u'endment. 

Mr. Jekyll, having conferred for a moment 
with Mr. Stanley, rofc, and moved to infcrt 
the words, ** that thefe proceedings be con¬ 
tinued no longer.*’ 

Some little difficulty arofe upon the 
rule of order, tlie. Speaker (lacing, tliat 
he conceived the words then moved 
as an amendment miift be firft difpofed 
of, as they would come in after the words 
ii Warren Haftmgs,*’ in the early part of the 
original motion. 

Mr. Fox faid a few words to order, 
ftaiing his opinion, as far as recolleAion 
ferved, to be, clue the queflion Ihculd be 
put on the omifiicm of the remainder of the 
motion. 

The Speaker (hewed chat the infertion of 
new words muft be put as the firft queftion. 

Mr. Ryder confented to withdraw his 
amendment for the prefent. 

Mr. Wilmot faid, he (hould objeA to the 
laft amendment, but that he wiftted to fay a 
few words upon the amendment that had 
been moved by Mr. Ryder, when, by 
having difpofed of the laft amendment, 
that (hould be brought forward ; ancl 
therafore he would referve himfelf till that 
time. 

Mr. Serjeant Watfon refe-to deliver his 
opiiuon very (hortly, and to (late, that no 
man in that Houfe could he more indifferent 
i» Use party concerned, as he knew nut Mr, 
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Haftings, nor had any connexion with him 
or his friends. The Serjeant proceeded to 
ftate his fentiments on the original queftion, 
anc^the diffeient amendments that had been 
propeft-d; but the Houfe grew fo impaC.cnt 
and f<» claniorcus for the queftion, that he wa* 
foon obliged to fit down. 

After Serjeant Watfon fat down, M.qor 
Scott lofe, and there was a general difpolitioa 
to hear him, though the Houfe was much 
exhaulted; hut on the queftion being called 
for by fome Gentlemen, the Major faid, if 
upon fuel! a fubjecl as was then before the 
Houfe, any Gentleman was not difpofed 10 
liftcn to him for a few minutes, he would in- 
flantly fiidown ; on which thervwasa general 
cry of//tar/ bear !—The M<ijor>,tbcn ob- 
ferveJ, that he was under a very confidtrabla 
embarralfmenC, for he had come to the Houfe, 
with many other Gentlemen, in the fulleft 
confidence chat the queftion moved would 
be, according to what Mr. i’itt liad formerly 
ftated,Che queftion ofDifcretion,and upon that 
he had fomething to fubmit Co the imparti.-il 
conrider.'ition of every pai t of tlie Houfe, and 
paiticubiily of thofe Gentlemen who had not 
been Members of the laft Pailiamentj but to 
his aftonifhmenl the original Motion was fo 
worded as aAually to preclude all confidera- 
tion of that matter which he had meant 
to fubmit to the Houfe, and the amendment 
was merely Co clofe the Impeachment as it 
ftood, which nntur.illy implied, that the Houfe 
had determined it (hould go on. 

Here Mr. Fox rofe, not by any mean?, 
he faid, to interrupt the Hon. Member, but 
to ftate that the point would be gained, if 
he moved an amendment now, which 
he re.illy thought would have been done 
early by another Hon, Gentleman (Mr, 
Baftard). 

Major Scott then proceeded. He faid, he 
would not trouble the Houfe with any long 
detail; but, putting Mr. Haftings totally out 
of the queftion, there were circumftances in 
the prefent Impeachment which involved the 
honour of the Houfe in a very peculiar 
manner indeed; and be could not conceive 
how it was poftible for this Parliament to go 
on with the Impeachment, until they had 
fome information before them. He would ‘ 
illufirate this merely hy ftating what pafled 
refpcAing one article, and all the others 
were fimilar. The Benares charge, as ori¬ 
ginally prefenled by an Hon. Gentleman 
(Ml. Burke), was the fiae of a pamphlet. 

It contained an infinite variety of allegations. 
Thefe were all ftated Co be criminal by the 
Right Hon. Gentleman who moved that 
charge [Mr. Fox], A very high authority in 
that Houfe [Mr. Pitt] not only juftified Mr. 

but pronounced all the aAs ftated 

•• to 
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to be orifninal to be highly meritorious, one 
excepted { but the Motion before the Houfe 
was, that in the charge there was fometiang 
worthy of Impeaciiment. Thcie was not, 
as there ought to have been in {lri£t judice, 
a feparace queftion on each criminal allega¬ 
tion, and when the Committee framed this 
matter into an article, they very naturally 
pmiinunced all the allegations criminal, ar. 
gued them fu before the Lords though,** faid 
the Major, I take upon me to fay, that no 
man can tell what were the fentimentsnf the 
majority of the Houfe upon (he Benares arti¬ 
cle, fince the Minider, who promifed to 
move amendments coofouanc to his own 
ideas, never performed that promife. There 
is another extraordinary circumtlance in ihefe 
articles. It was ftrongly contended by lead¬ 
ing authorities (Mr. Pitt and other Gentle¬ 
men), that no ad done by Mr. Haftiiigs 
fifteen years ago, cuminunic.tted to the King's 
Miiiifters and the Court of Directors prior 
to three feveral parliamentary appoint¬ 
ments, could poliibly he a matter for eiujuiry ; 
yet the Houle palled, wi'hnut eiiquuy 
®r debate, articles in which s gteat variety 
of circumllanccs that happened in 1772 
were alledgcd to be criminal. Are thufe 
matters to ho now dropped forcvei ? Is tins 
Houle to give Mr. Haltings no fati=»'adioii 
upon tliefe points? The Right lion. Gentle¬ 
man (Mr. Burke) fays, that infamy tnult reit 
fomewhere, and then he alks if :heaitides 
are true or not r Why, Sir, if it can be d'n '; 
without difrelped to the late Houfe, 1 fay, 
they are many of them grofsly and palpably 
falfe, or, if they .ate not fo, the India Miui- 
(ler has prefented f.ilfe acsounts to this Houfe, 
dnd entered falfe Relolutions upon your 
Journals. The fad is undoubted, and 1 
defy the united abilities of all the orators in 
the world to conimdid it. It is notorious to 
all England, to all F.iuope, and to all Alia, 
turdy, Mr. Speaker, tins Houle wdV paote a 
little before they fandion luch abfiirflities. 
The articles Hate, that Mr. Haltings h;.s 
materially injured the revenues, and has op- 
preffed, ruined, and deliroyed thf- p«<»ple of 
Bengal. Your table is covered over with 
proofs of the falfehood of tlie.^e allegations. 
The India Minifter has opened a Budget 
• annually for the four lad yeais, in which he 
has given you an account direftly the reverfe. 
It is proved that he is in the right, by the evi¬ 
dence of figures, by evidence in Weflmin- 
fter-Hall which no man can do away. The 
faSt is notorious to the whole world. Does not 
the Houfe know that Mr. Shore, late a 
Riember of the Supreme Council, and a 
Gentleman of the faired charaAer, has fu- 
lemtily depofed, that Bengal has beto in a 
progF^re date of improvencot under the 


Britilh Admiiiidration ? The Rigtd Hoh* 
Gentleman (Mr. Dundls) talks of tlie impor* 
tance of theie articles, and of thisprofecution. 
He voted for the articles, but dues he know 
that 1 can produce his own fignature in full 
approbation of tiiofe very meafures and piin« 
ciples which the articles condemn in tlie drong* 
ed manner ? . Sir, the Right Hon. Gentle¬ 
man not only approved of the engagement 
which Mr. 'Haitiugs entered into with the 
Nabob Vizier, but wlien Loid Cornwallis 
wrote homo that he had adhered to it, and c® 
the principles on which it was formed, the 
Rigtit Hon, Gentleman, and others of the 
King’s Miniders, figned a letter in which 
Lord Cornwallis IS told, that after an attcii- 
tivc perufal of the Minutes, &c.cn tlie fubjeCk 
of tbac an angemeut, they approved it, and 
the principles on which it was formed. YeC 
woidscan.uit be found by winch Itoth the 
arrangement and the principles could b« 
more di ougly condemned than they are ilk 
the articles of Impeachment. How could 
this have happened i Why, Sir, but one way t 
Becaufe the Hte Houfe did an a6t that in my 
opinion dilgraced it, though 1 do not wiQi to 
fpeak of the proceedings of that Houfe with 
d.iiefpedl. They palled thirteen of the 
twenty .luicles without reading a line of them. 
This f-d IS true, aiul i will pi ore it at any 
lime by a reference ro your Journals ; then 
let ms implore Gentlemen to coiifider in 
what abhirdities this pioceeding has involved 
them. Here, in one of the aitides, Mr. 
Tlaflings IS Hated to bC highly cnmuut for 
puciiiig ail the powei of Uude into the bands 
of lo ir'.)p!jL.jble a lyrant .is Hyder Beg Khan, 
for fo l.'C 1; termed in the .-irticles : yet 
under this fyftem, approved by the K!a.^'s 
Mmifteis, .iiid acted upon by TIart Corn¬ 
wallis, evciy rupee of the iublidy is regularly 
paid upj aiidlalt year, when 111 confequcncu 
of the war his Lordihip was in great want 
of money, he wiuie lo llie ViZier and to 
Hyder Beg Khan, riqijtUing fotnc payments 
III advance, Hydei Beg immediately fent him 
bills foi ten lacks of rupees, and received a 
letter of thanks in the Itrongeit leims, with 
another to the Vizier, of which 1 will read a 
feiitcnce: 

June 17, 1790. 

** I Cannot omit alfo at this period expief* 
fing my fentinicnts at the meamres of your 
Minifler Hydsr Beg Khan, whofe conduct I 
conf’der as defervmg of every enromiuni i 
and ill this particular inflance of his ex< r- 
non, ht has certainly (hewn his attach¬ 
ment to the Company, and his ze-l fur 
the prefervacion of the happy intimacy be¬ 
tween us.*’ 

“ Now, Mr. Speaker, let me put this feri- 
oully to every man of honour in this Houfe t 
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Is no rejieratim due to Mr. Haftings for the 
Biiiverfalky, if I may fn call it, of the accii* 
Nation agiitiiifl him in thefe articles ? Yoa now 
mean to cnnfiae ynurfetves to a few points; 
but are all thefe charges to remain upon your 
J«iimals> though i uu know them to be falfc f 
Was it nothing to arraign Mr! H iftings at the 
bar of the J.orils, and )>ut him to ,'iiifwer 
articles prefemed in the name of the late 
Houfe, which that Houfe never read i I'o 
have compelled him to defend all thofe 
fyftems under wh.».h Bengal is governed at 
the prelenc niuraeiU, as if it was criminal in 
him to have fi>rnieci them, is a muft cruel 
pftpivtli an, and a inonflrousabruidiiy. Sure¬ 
ly, S.r, tiicfe aie points which, m juflice to 
vonr own honour and to Mr. Hidings, you 
ought tisgo into in the firft inttance. Another 
charge is the wanton wadeof the public mo¬ 
ney for piivate purpofes. Mow, S.r, without 
going into detail, 1 do take upon me to adinn , 
that if you t.ikc the lad year’s peace edablilh- 
nient of Mr, Haltings in Bengal, and that 
formed by the Itiwrd of Contiuiil, the latter 
is more ih.in one million det ling higher thin 
•Mr. ffading'.’s; and it is a veiy cuiious cir- 
cumdtnct, this i-.wnig to riie exti Jordinary 
protr-Kdioii of this Tiiai, we a.'e involved iif 
war before its elofe. But the expeiices now 
sure upon a fc.ite fo infinitely heyond any 
former expence, that I will no: venliire to 
Rate the difference j and even the Bullock 
Contract, to which the Right Hon. Gentle¬ 
man (Ml. Pitt) alInJetl, is, 1 contend, 15 
fir cent, higher, iindor all its cicunriilance', 
■ than tlie Bengal Contrafl fo much reprob.ited j 
wi.h this addition, that in tbcC.imadctheie aie 
store than Forty Tlioufaiid Bullucksemployec!, 
and in B-mgal^ in time i>[ war, there wete 
only Six 'I'hoiifand Seveo Hundred. 1 am 
not f.iying th.at any money is now iir.provi- 
dently expended, nor «lo I heheve it was m 
the lad war. But this I will fay, that all 
thefe are points which the Houfe onglii to 
vx-iniine, :.nd not blindly adopt whatever avis 
■done by the l,aie Parii.imeiit. Before i lit 
down, I beg to call upon a very Hon. and 
refpeidahle Fiiend'of mine, who is well 
calculated to give Ins fentiments ujwn the pad 
and prefent date of Bengal, and I hope, 
in jultice to all parties, he will not withhold 
them.” 

Mr. Lulhington, Chairman of the Court 
of Direflors, then rofe, and faid, being twice 
cJled upon, he felt it his duty to date what 
would have come with more propriety from 
the Members of the Boardof Controiil. The 
faA bebelievedtobe true, that Bengal had fur 
naany years he -n in a very fiiiurifhing d.ite, and 
was in a progreinve date of impruvemeiic in 
ell Mr.jH«diiig$'s adminidratinn. It was 
alfn tcue, thst when Mr. Hadipgs came to 
the Government, the rediurces were little 
more than ihree woW e ns a year, and when hy 
left is c|ef ilvui^iirare thao dye crerei; an m • 
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creafe of about tsvo raniions a year. That ike 
fydems eftablidied by Mr. Uadings were 
followed by Lord Corqwallis, with very little 
variation. That he thought it due in judice 
to Mr. Hadings to declare, that whatever 
might have been his inrentions as to the vote 
of the expeiliency or inexpediency of conti¬ 
nuing the Tiial, yet, the Chancellor of 
the bxchequer having mentioned a par* 
ticular faft of Mr. Hadings having granted, 
large allowances \s hich he dilapproved as a ‘ 
Hut dor, he felt himfelf bound to vote for 
the qiicdioB- 

Mr. Sumner willied that the qiiedion of 
adjouiumeiu might be moved, in order to 
m ike the coiirKleratian'nf the am'enilments pro* 
poled the fubjtdof a fepauate day’s difeudion. 
The Speaker lemindcd the Houfe, 
that if tho qiiedion of aiijoiirnment were 
moved. It would fii|iurlcds every oilier Motion, 
Mi,.Siimnei theieupon moved it, when 
the di angers wore directed to withdraw. 

Tlic Houfe liieiT divided, 

Ayo, ftirthi, .i<iiiii;i'umenta.6—Noes t , 
The Houle next uivivJed on Mr. Jckyll’g 
amendment, 

Ayes 54.—.-Noes 194. 

Tliey ininiediateiy ai'terw.trds divided on 
Mr. P.yder s amendment. 

Ayes 79.-j-No'is 16 t. 

The original quelhoii was then put, and 
cniriiJ w'icliouc a divifiou. j 

The Motion xvliich followed in confetjiience * 
was, ‘‘ Th.it a melTage be font to the Lords, 
informing them tli.it the Commons are 
reaiiy to proceed on tlie Tri.al of Warren 
HadiiigK, Efq,” 

Agreed to, and that Mr. Burke do carry 
the f.iid meltige. Alfo rcfolved, that 
Mr. Burke, Mr. Andriuher, 

Mr. Fox, Mr. M. A. 

Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Dudley Nuiih, 

Mr. Tljomas Pelham, Mr. St. John, 

Mr. Windham, Mr. Fiiiipatrii.k, 

.Sir GilbLii islliot, Mr. R. Wilbraliam) 

Mr. Gicy, Mr. Courtenay, and 

Mr. Adam, Sir J. St. Clair Ei Ikine, 

be the Maiiager-s to make good tlie articles of 
liiipe.)c!imeiit againR Warren Hadings, Efq. 
Adjouined at one o'clock. ■ ^ 

TuokSDAY, Feb 17. 

Mr. Biirkc, attended by .Mr. Fox and Mr. 
Pitt, and a great number of Members, went 
up to the Hunfe of Lords, and acquainted 
ibeir Lnrdfliips, that the Houfe of Commons 
were ready. to proceed to make good the 
Articles of Impeachment perferred againll 
VVkrrcn Hadings, Efq. and defiring that their 
Lordlhips would appoint a day forbearing the 
fair*. 

1 ho Commons having withdrawn,the lord 
Chancellor read the melTage as delivered by 
Mr. Burke, and moved,“That their Lordfbip* 
do fend an anfwcr by meiSengersof theiy own.** 

& reeled. 
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house of lords. 


Thursday, Feb. 17, 

CtR Kr.incis Molyneiix iimiouiiced a 
nicirnge fioni the Iloufe of Com- 
, mo ns, 

Mr. Bill Ice, vsritb Mf. Pitt on 
right and Mr. Fnx on his left, attend¬ 
ed by the Committee, and upwards of 
one bundled Members, approached the 
bar. 

“ Mf Lords, 

“ The MelTige from the HoufeofCortl- 
monsisthis; On belKilfoftheinlelves 
“ and all ihi Commons of England, they 
“ have iclolved to continue the Im- 
“ pjachmont of Warren H:dlings, Elq* 
and th( y humbly defile your Lord- 
fliijis will fix a day for its ^ecom- 
“ mencement.” 

Mr. Burke wifhdirtw. 

Ttie h'jid Cn.iiicr'ior rend the mef* 
fi^e, a u! the l-Bml'e rel’olvcd, “ t ■ re¬ 
turn an aniwei to tlie Commons by a 
nielt'. ngcr of their own.” 

Mr. liuike agaii; appeared at the Bar, 
and the loid Chancellor intonned 
him of the relolu'.on; and the Cum. 
moiis vvithdrew from the barj atter 
which ^ 

Lord Gienville rofe and faid,—“ Mv 
Lord-i, a matter of tlie m-'dl feriuos na¬ 
ture IS now heli<re the J-Joule. Tlie 
Mefi’isie ^brought from the Commons 
involvi.'. in it a grcMt couflitutional rjiief- 
tioii, ii.tmcly, “ Whetl.ci IiMpeHchmciits 
abate with a didululioii of Pailiament 


This is a quefiion of fuch impiortaDci;, 
that the Houle ought to confider it 
w’ith the greateft attention before a mel- 
fage be returned to the Commons.—* 
I lhall therefore move the Houle, “ I hat 
a Committee he appointed to examine 
the Jouinals.” Although the enquiry is 
of the molt feriuus natuie, yet it will 
not require any great length of time to 
complete it; and lure I am that yoiii* 
Lordlliips will not confider the inutioit 
as an iim ufnm upon your attention, when 
the object of it is of cunfcqueiice and 
extent.” 

Moved a Committee—-Ordered. 

The Lord Ch.tncellor—“ Name your 
Committee.” 

Lord Grenville—'* E.nl Chatham* 
Lord Grenville, Lord Hrwhclbiii y, Lord 
Sydney, Lord Kenyon, Lord Loughbo¬ 
rough, Lord Amiuili, Lord Calhcart, 
or any five of them toge'her, with 
any otiite Peers that will attend.” 

Adjourned* 

TutSDAY, Apill tq. 

Lord Gienville brought up a Renoit 
from tlie Committee of Precedents, 
which he moved to have piinted, and 
to be taken into cunlitiiration ihe 
fiill day altei the ii’allei leccfs. Ordered. 

VVedniisdav, Miy4 . 

Loid Gi'iiivilie moved, “ 'I'hat the 
Rcpoii * of tiie Cuniinittee appointed to 
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as appeared to the Committee lik dy to throw ai y light upon the matter referred to them. 

'1 he fourth contains fuch paiiiculais of the forms of bail as appe.>r on the journals of 
Pari imeiit. 

A t.ihie of Ihe commencement, adjournment, prorogation and diflolutinn of Parliaments, 
from the 9th of Hen. UL to Che id W. and Mt anno 1690* is aifo (ubjoinod* and a table of 
reference, to law cafes. 

% 1 A&T IV. 
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exiintifie precedents reliitive to thi* ft'te 
of the Impeach meet agiinll W.nren 
UaftiiigR, Efij. hiought up from the 
Coininons, ami procecdcii upon in the 
lall Paiiument, be taicen into coufuleu- 


tion on Monday fe’nnight.*' 

The !Vlar(|uis of Lani'downe faid, that 
this^ i'uhjeif was equal in importance ttr 
aiiy titing that was ever difeud'ed in that 
Houle, and he hoped it would be deli* 


In order to give our readers, however, fume idea of this voluminous Report, contained in 
three hunored and eleven folio pages, we fhall piefent them with a diglic Iketch of a few 
of the cafes of Impsaclim mt ailduc-id, as a fpecimen of the whole. 

I. Richard Lyons, of Lmdon, merchant,—for deceits, extortion, and mirdemeanors, in 
the (othof td. III. K<! wai oulered to prifon, tube dtsfranchifed—'and tube put to fine 
rn raiifom, and this w.n oidered by F.iihament;—but on the laftdayof Parliament iik 
/lilary, 5i(f hd. III. the Commons thought tha procefs hafty, petitioned the King, prayed 
Lyons might he releaftd, and Ins goods and tenemenis reffoted ; but to this the reply on tha 
Lords roll vv,'5, “ Re it remenibeied that ho anfwer was given by the Lords, nt^ would be, 
as tlie laid Parliament was departed befui e any thing could be done thereili.” 

II. William Loid Latimer is the next cafe—He was impeached by the Commons fur 
decei.s, extortions, and opprelTions under the fervice of the King. He was adjudged to he 
guilty in full Parliament—but certain Lords, his mainpernors, brought his body before the 
King and Parliament—and by tins niainpnfe the Marfhal let him go at large. 

lit. William Elys, of Great Yarmouth, fur extortion. He was tried and found guilty 
by the Comn.ons ; but he being on bail until the determination of tlie Lords, a petition via» 
prefented, Rating the pioceedtngs of a new Pailiameiit.—There was not any alteration of 
his fentence, and the Lords refuted to give an anfzutr. This was in the ciR of 
Kdward Ill. 

IV. John Pecliee. This was an Impeachment for procuring an excluftve patent to fell 
wine, and for taking three Ihillings and four pence for every pipe thereof. He was tried and 
eonviAtd by the Commons—but a petition being prefented by tlie Commons from Pechee, aU 
Icdging that he was not allowed Counfel, the l^ame was referred to the Lords.—JVa en/war 
uat given to the Commons. 

V. Lord John Neville, 50 Edward HI. was impeached for purchafing, when a Privy 
Councillor, feveral d;.bts due by the King, and in particular from Lady Ravenjholtn. Lord 
Kevdle put in his anftver, witnelFes were examined, and the Commons prayed judgment, that 
he fhould be oulied of all his oflices. Shortly after be was ordered to make reRitutiun to 
Lady Kavenihulm. 

N. B. This rafe, though placed among thofe (clewed as Precedents for difeantinuing the Impeach* 
mtut, decs not appeal to apply eitb rfoi or againji. 

VI. An urdiiMiice being made in (he joch of Edward HI. that no woman, and in par* 
titular Alice Peers, fhould by way of mainten-mce, and for lucre, profecute any matter in 
the King’s Courts upon pnn, &c. on the a td December, in the iR of Richard II. Aliew 
Peers was charged with having; biuke the faid nrdin.ince, Cried, and found guilty.—A peti¬ 
tion Rating eriors io the proceeding, ami praying to be re-heard, was prefented in the next 
Parliament. The JLords decreed, that this could only he done by Che King's favour—and u» 
further proceeding appears in ciijt Sc-fS'ion. Rut in the 3 th of the lame reign, part of the 
ordinance was repealed by the King and Parliament, and in the ziR of tliefame reign, 
the matter being revived, Pai liameiit detertnined that the cafe lay wuh the King, and he 
fhould determine as he thought wife and meet. 

No ifunhtr proceedings. 

VII. Adtim de Bury was impeached for deceits and wrongs (whilR Mayor of 
Calais) ill the joth of Cdwaid 111 . on Che laR day of Parliament, and not appearing;, 
it Was awarded that all his govids and cha’C.:l$ (huuld be put in arreR. Afterwards, in the 
■ext Parliament, 51 of Edwaid Hi. tlic Commons pi ay, that as Adam de Bury was wrong* 
folly impeached in the laR Parlinmciit, he ihoold bedifeharged and pardoned in the pieteM 
•ne—No anfwer given by the Lords. 

VIII. John de LeyceRer and Wanler Spourief, in the fame reign, and in a fimilar cafe, 
bad their caufe taken up by the Commons, who prayed releafe and difchaige in Che next 
Parliament—No afilwer given by tlie Lord*. 

IX. Hugh EaRolf was in the fame predicament at the fame time—No anfwer givea 
by the Lords. 

X. Willi.im de WcRon and John Sienr de Oonftrnys, iR Richard II.—The Com* 
■luns pray, ih it all tvlio h-sve given up CaRles beyond tea Ihould he punilhcd by judg- 
vnent *>f the Lords. The anftver and Judgineot of death is pronounced againR them. 
JH. 3 , Tkhdoes net jtem to apply. 


XI. in 
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Werately confiJered in a manner fuitable ing and abilities of their authors, many 
Co its gravity. He had read alniolt a!i of whom had comnutted their names with 
the pamphlets that had been written on their works, and, from the reJpeflt due 
the liibjeft, many of them with great to the authors, the works were legarded 
tnerit,beitringieftiinony of the great learn- with refpe£fi but alter all he had read 

XI. In the ad Richard II. the Commons pray the King and his Council, Prel ites and to 
other Lords,** Wfiereas l>eretnfore to l eticiuns and Bills delivcied—-in this prerciii Pari ament, 
and to all others that fhimld be delivered in Parliament in time to come, good and gracious 
anfwer and remedy Ihould be ordained before the departure of each Parliament, and that 
thereupon a ftatate to that eReA might be made in the prefent Fail ament, and fealed to 
remain in time to come ’—the King anlweis, Th.it to rin:li Petitions delivered in Pailia- 
ment, touching things th t cannot eliewhere he determined, good and reafonaUe anfwer 
Ihould be made and givn bfforI'. nut DsfAUTURE of that pASLlAMeNT,”—* 
ff. B. This appears a Jl^ong ea/e in point, 

XU. The Bilhop of No: wich in the 7tb of Richard II. was accufed by the Commons 
of not doing his fervice according to promife, and of receiving money from the King's 
enemies. He was ordered to piifon until be made rcflitution. Annexed Cu this cafe, are 
two Precedents of the Commons having petitioned the Loids and received an anfwer—'but it 
was m the fame Parliament. 

XIII. Sir William Eimfham, Sir Tliomas Tryvell, Sir Heniy de Ferriers, and Sir 
William de Fardon, were accufed in the f.ime Failiam'‘nc, and obliged to payback to 
the King virliat they bad received, and pay tine and rantom, and Sir William Harnedon was 
to be at the King’s mercy as to body and goods---all tins in the fame Parliament. 

XIV. Michael de la Pule, Earl of Suffolk, Cnaiiodlor of England, was accufed by the 
Commons—Judgment given againff him, a fine and ranfom. 

XV KVl. XVll.—Sir Robert Belknap and others in the reign of Richard ,ll. were im* 
peached by the Commons, for figning cei uin papers at Nottingham, and the Commons piay» 
ed they might be adjudged traitors. Thu Lurds took lime to the totlowing Friday, and 
adjudged the faid Sir Robert and others to be traitors. 

XVlll. In the fame Pailiament Blake and Uik were impeached by the Commons, and 
executed the d.^y after they were found guilty. 

XIX. The Bifhop of Chicheffer was impeached by the Commons, the fame Parliament, 
for exciting Sir Robert Belknap. The Lords took time to confider this cafe, as well as that of 
Sir John Beauchamp, De Holt, and otheis, and having adjourned for E.iffer, refumed the 
bufipefs, and found them all guilty of high trcalon.— N. B. This cafe feems to go fothtpoint of 
esajoui nment only j but that which Julloins Jams to b. inn e matirial. For in tins Parliament alt 
the Lords, fpiritu.il .■$ well as ttniporal, then prefent, claim'd, as their liberty and franchife, 
that the we.glity m ifers moved ir) this Pjrlument, to be moved in other rarliameats im 
time to come, loucliing Peers of the land, Ihould be proceeded upon, adjudged, and difeuffed 
by the courfe of Parliament, and not by the civil laou, nor the common law of the land 
ufed in oti;ur inferior courts—and this was granted. This Pirliameut, by comm jii confeor, 
was adjourned till after E.itfer, and new writs made out. But all matters fli.>(id as they 
were when they met .tfttr Eaffer, and tl.e Lortls puifued the requeflof the Commons as if 
no adjournment bad taken pl.ice. 

XX. liitlie ailt Richard II. Thomas Arundtll, A iriihifhop of Canterbury, was impeach* 

ed, and he, having confelled, w'us adjudgi-d guil.y of h gb treafun. 

XXI. Sir Thomas jMoi timer, in the fame year, vvas impeached by the Commons, and 
after adjournment pending the trial, it camt. on, anO he was tijed ami found guilty. 

XXII. Ill the l.imu yi-.ii Sir John de C"bh.iiii 'vss impe.)ched, adjudged a traitor, and ba* 
nifhed to perpc'ual impufnnniitit in the illi. ol Jeilcy. 

XXITI. I he Duke of Suffolk, alitli nf Flenry VI. prayed that he might he'eiccufed and 
heard to anfwer, in order to dear fumfeit tioni alpeilioiis. He was tiled by the Peers, ard 
the Ring banifhrcl him the realm. Agamlt tfiis pun.fhment the Lords proteffed, becaufeit 
was ivichout their confent, 

XXIV. The I.ord Chancellor St. Alh-m and Bifhop of Lanlaffe were impeached in tdy#* 
The Chuncelloi filled and impi ifoneJ, aiul the Bifliop adqiuuifhed. 

T'*e above four were all m the fame Parliament. 

XXV. The following are ftrong caIcs m point. Matthias Fowles, George Geldard, and 
others, were impeached hy the Commixis on the zzA March 1610, and committed to prilon. 
On the 26th of Apiil Fowles is binighc to the bar, and the charges agaipff him reacl-r.k«/ 
which h* majees auiwer. Pepofitions are read and witueffes examined. Oa the syth ha 
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en ll)?t fubjefl, he miift confefs, that it 
was not totally /itislaflury to him. 
The GunlUmoi of theLoriir Rolie wtie 
entitled to reljitft from tlivir pioftlGon, 
It was a lu'Cial proktrioiij and he had 


too much fratitti.^fl to t\.' of 

thofe lawytn who, on foiintT had 
excrte<i tlii'ir in 'iiim a'')l!'.i'S in t.ha Ja- 
vicc of ilie |nil',li(., f;y .:.nd f;iv- 
ing ihcii'lj^c advice on ciirii-ji oct-.ifion^. 


again appears at the h.ir, and wiinetTes me examined. On the ijtii Mav he is r.i'n itteJ 
to bail—but after fever.il .iiijmirnnienis, Rirliameiit is diilulvct. on the zSthFcbruaiy 1621 — 
and all further proceed.i-gs ceale. 

XXVI Sir John Th.i'.'t, impeached in the ye.ar iC.i, and after varions adjournments 
Parliament h dillnlvLU liofoie the tiud fiiiilhes. No fuiihir pioLecdings appear in the next 
Parliament. 

XX VII. The B'fhop of Norwich was acenfed before Parri.iment aid Jsc. II. but Par¬ 
liament was didbivk.l by the King's death before tlie trial hiiilhed. No further proceedings 
in ilti; ii".xt /'aili.iiTK nt. '• 


X.XVTll Tlie of Bi’fkingham is impeached by the Commons ad Car. on the 9th 
May if'i6—pots in his .sn!w r (o the < 3 tti June following, and requefl.s the Houle to rx- 
ptdite (he c:'ji3, b.it on the 15-11 of the finie month the Parlwment is difiblvedj aim no fuither 
prorcevliiigi v.'ere r3iiii.d «'n in the next r.iihamoiit. 

XXIX. The li tI of .Sutfolk is. curnphniied of by the Commons—The Lords take time 
to coiifidtr an anfwer—Parlaiment piurogued before theanfwer is given. No further pro- 
cefs in the next feflion. 

The following is a lift of the Impeachments in the Long Parliament of Cliailes the 


firft 

£ irl of Straffonf, 
Archhifhnp of Cantctbuiyf 
Kiflinp of tly, 
bix judges 1640, 

Lord Keeper P inch, 
liifhop of B.’.th and Wells, 
Sir Geoige Radchffe, 

Sir Robert Berkelcj, 
Doftor Cozens, 

George Benfon, 

Sir Edward Dec rey, 

Mr. Riclurd Spencer, 

Sir George Strode, 

£arl Northampton, 

Sir Richiird Gurney, 


Six Judges, 16.41, 

Inigo Jones, 

Tliirti'en Bifhops, 

Earl Bi idgv'w.itcr, 

Twelve Bifliops, 

C. Neal, 

Sir Edward Hcrbcit, 

Lord Digby, 

Sir William Wilmer, 

Henry Hillings, 

Maiqu'b Hartford, 

Mr. Wylde, 

John Biocas, 

Lord Mountmorres’s complaint againft the 
Privy Council of IrcUiul. 


Lord Sennge, 

XXX. William Drake was impeached in the name of all the Commons of Great Britain 
in 1660; but the Lon's, thinking that the tri.il could not be finiflaed before the dilfilutioii 
of P.irliameiHt, oidcred the K'lig s Attorney General to proceed againft him by the common 
pi ocels of law. 

XXXI. Vifroiint JVIur-.launt w.is impe.irhed the 3d of January 1666: on the rfiih, 
the Curnmr-ns by melLgo ivminded then Lnrrihips of the mipeachnicnt; on ibe lyth 
J..-)rd M. put in li.s anfwrj on the 2 3 ft a day was appointed j lever; i coiif-icnees 
were held about the mode o( (uoceedpig. Pirliam'-nt 011 the llth of Ocloher vsas pio 
rogikd. ar.d re-rilfembled on the 25th of July, but there w.is no further notice ot 


the imp'i.'ictmii’nr. 

XXXI!. E.'il C'l.irtndon was impeached hy the Commons November 12, 1G67 j but he 
w ithdrew hliuf'lf, and was attainted, all in th* fame fefliun. 


XXXlIi. biC WillMin Pc..a was imjieaclicd iu the fjiiie year; but the trial not being 
fifuflied hefuie the prorogation of P.ir!iament, it died aw,ly, I he next Itllion it was not 
procei'dctiupiin, 

XXXIV. On the ttli Dscemher 167S, the E.irl of Arundel, F.arl Powis, Lord 
Pellafyft, L..td Pitre, and Vifcoiint Staffutd, were impearhed hy meffage from the C.>m- 
nioiis; on Ihc 3011* of Dec. the Kmi;, being come to the Hoiife, faid, he "was unwilling to 
prorogue ihein, .is h.j wiCnd them to pioftcute itia d.fcovery of the plot; hut he did pro¬ 
rogue them' to the February following, and on the 24th of Jmiiary dilTolved them A new 
Pailiaraewt met on the 6t!i of Ma.ch: o;i the j jth of Maiih a Comraitueof Privileges was 

appoint. 


f 
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rot to regard tljeir names wMi rcvercrrp. 
Nor did Ins reveicnce for the learned 
profeiUon abate or lefi'en, when he re- 
Acfled on the abilities and chanfter of 
thofe who are at the head of t!ie piofi!- 
fion at 'he piefent dav. But he nudt la¬ 
ment th.it the Cientleinen of iliel-.w v.dn) 
liad taken pari in thi. d>!’c»ilfien of lius 
fuhjefV, had ohfciirtd ir'lleadof eyplain- 
ing it. They had co’-cred aii l l.idd-n 
tlic fubjett itfelf, by t!ic lorm.dity witli 
whicli thjy l»ad endr iouied to dilLuf’s, 
it. They had loaded .dl they ha'i to 
tirge with technical diltindlions, and 
ineiely profeflional jeniarks. They had 
in this (as was loo often the cale with 
Gentlemen of the Long Robe) tleilited 
that liberality of p; inc.p'e which te-iclics 
men of exalted uiivhrllindings lo le- 
duce a qneltion to the fnni-le eUineidb of 
iis own ri'Tit, witlioiit ircumbeimg it 
with e.xiiinfic matter. It IhoiiUl h.we 
been reduced to a point i.f liinplici'y of 
lawariline: out cf the Coi.ftitution ot this 
coiimiy.—There were two points on 
which rl' ■ vvliole of the liberty of every 
individual in this counMy entirely de- 
pe.'dcd. One was the Ttiul ry 'Jury. 
'i he otb-r wa« a m x'.m aiilir.gmtof 
the e|. iTen's r,f juitiec itlldl, fi:. .ipjilied 
to the i;i)'.a! iianis ot a tree Slate ; this 
v/as, “ '1 iirtt no man (hall, under any 
pi'-tmce wli'trvei, he tried upon any 
tin ■in hn( a kn-r.v'i This maxim 

copifitiiti'd aliiK.ii ad ilie »liH\ieiici lie- 
tween a Yrte S'nf.- ar'<l a Sl/ilr cf D.'//‘0- 
1 hcL- pomrs he only nt.w hi 'ted, 
in Older that iheir L'adlhips mu !U lake 
the lub)ert piopeiiy (as a|iptar(«l toinin) 
into conlidciation. 'Die queltion was 
not, “ Wh"thei the) fliould tij a Gover¬ 
nor General accufed ot the woilt vices 
that could dilgracc the leprelentativc of 


a Gieat Cotmtry ?” not, Whether he 
w'as im ocent cr giiilty ?—or whether 
honour or difgr'.ce ourht to he the lot of 
his accufpi ? ? but,” Whether their Lord- 
fliips fti'iiild proceed arbitraiily and ty¬ 
rannically, without llie dii<.i5)ion cf 
a know'll law, or wou'd violate their 
duty i‘!H>n the iifea of public con¬ 
venience ?" (U' the t'i’l by Jury it 

was inip.’f'iblr'for any man to have a 
hig.htr i.l' rrt than liinddi’; he revertd 
rnidadoied il. RiU if a cjne/lion (which 
indeed, l)-’jip|ly for ns, coold not be 
put to any ira.'i in <lii.‘ r iiintiy) wtie 
to be put to Ill'll—” WliK'Ii woiilvi you 
pilfer, as \ on r •>' have 1 ut one —c trial 
by Jiny upmi "•..'y be call.d the 

la*, or atii.il bv Jui'., i,s, willi itnow- 
Itiitc o!, and inii tiny to atbiiiniitir, a 
known law?' he'bebevH that, iiiticli 
as lie aduicd the tn.d 1 y Jniy. he flnuild, 
iiiidtriucli cii cimiii.Hires, picter the ti lal 
by a know n law. 

Having ftated thefe points, he faid, 
meiely to diaw their I <ii-(i(hips’lerions 
attention to what aj’peaied to him to he 
the real point, he eni'caied tiieii l.'.id, 
llfps to perufe attentiv..ly eveiy thing 
that had been inged on this occaflon, 
and not he deterred by the authoiItative 
tone in which fomc, and the aff. tted 
clean.tl’s in which cthcis had ftued the 
cale, but to think boldly for tlieiiilelves, 
and to think feiioufly too, Theie was 
time tnuiigh for the lational exeicife of 
both, and he hoped, that on that day, 
not one Noble Lord would be unprepared 
lo give Ins voice on this oicafion tiom 
Ins own tonviclnin ; and he ti lilted too, 
tint not one Nohle Lord who hail a right 
to lit in that Houle would be abfeni with¬ 
out being able to ,iflign a very iiifflcient 
leafoii foi his ablence. As this country 


appointed to find out in what Hate the impcaclinitnt'i br'uiiiht up in thnlaft P.irlbment now 
ft.iniJ ; on the i-;!li ol Maicli, I'ai li.imeiii w.r, piorngunl to the i 6 ili; on which day a mo¬ 
tion was made an-l aMc. d to, to coi h 'cr w lieihci ilic I ill I'aihaincnt could In- ronlideied a 
fefli .n (ibe Judges to give their opinion) ; and this w.is ilie detcnnniation —'ifb''- it w a'- a 
tefri'i'i. 111 relation to aifls of indicature of the Houle, but not as to ihe determiii I'innof laws, 
drtjittnri.ihle upon the end of a fdfion of Paili.inient ; and concerniiig thcd,ilt of Iinpeacli- 
niciit', tliat — il<iy > tmuvvdin fhitu quo, tht d'^iolutiun of the Inft Parliament not altering the 
fate tf my />../> aiHneni ir^u^bl UjO in th.it Parliamtnt. 

A ilifr c.v-e having anfen in iclpidt to bail i>..nhy’s pardon, Pailiament was prorogued 
to the lit 1 of July, after the five Loids h d been brougl.t to the bir, th.ir Impe-ichineius 
re.d, t megiv.iii fo .iidwer, .and ('oiiniel apponuetl; and on tlie i2th of July tha'^ P.irliamenC 
was didi'lved. - On the firdof OAobci i 6 Xo, thenew Parli.inieiit met, and began the trials 
with til t or Vifrour.t St..fiord, who funtimtd np bis evidence on the jd of December, and 
defiled t! .at hi.s (^lnl^ftd might he. hend on points of l,w, one of which was—lT'hether 
proceedings by hnprnchm nt diit nr eiiJnot lontinurfrom Parliament to Pa>/lament ^ which, upon 
confidei.it ion, was determined not to be a proper ohjeCliou, as—impeaebmmts did can., 
tinue. On Che 7 lit of Pecember, he was found guiby, and fenteuce prunouuced the 
fiame day. 


never 
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^*ever had a ^uellion hcfore its Pailia- 
*neot that more materially involvtti all 
the liberty of all it*5 inhabitants, ht-was 
aftomihe<! that tiie Njble Lonl wlio DsaJ.e 
this motion had not alfo maved, 'J'h.tt 
.In^: H jul'c be rnmmonetl; he flionld take 
the liberty of (I ling it iii.nf.lf. 
tore moved, “ Tnat thrir L 'rdihin:. he 
liiininoncd on Monday ic’ni.h^ht.” Or¬ 
dered. 

’I'he Marquis of I. mfiowne he 
honed as an oidcr was nK.le for 
moning theirLoidllii;)'', »h-.t it ii^tiald be 
clone in ascxeol and p 'rticuiar a m inner 
as pollible j and he tj'.ili--,! th it n'' Molde 
y.ord who had u ieitin tlic IToufo w'oi.Ui 
abfent liiinlitif, except lie could give a 
ycry feriaus rcaf-’n indee t for lo doing. 

Monjav, May iG. 

'T he order ot me day ben g read for 
the liouie to take into coiilidciation the 
Report of the CoiTtmittee :.}poin:ad to 
fearch tor J^ieCedents relative to the 
Trial of Warren Hailing?, IJl'q. 

Lord Portchelisr laid, he did not then 
mean to trouble their Lordihips at any 
length upon the fiibje^lj he only meant to 
make a moi'on which m'ght biing the 
tneiits of the Quctlion tairly and fully 
under difcuilioii. He had, his Lonllhip 
f.iid, read iheprirted Repi>:-, and hid 
foimed a very clear opimun on the 
i'uSjeil; but that opinion he rel'erved, 
till he Ihould hive un oppf>rtunity of 
hearing the ientimerits of N ible and 
Learned Louis. llt» Loidlhip then 
moved. 

That a mefiage be fent to the Com¬ 
mons, to infoim them that they (the 
Louis) wre ready' to puiceed on the 
Til’.I of Wat ten H ifliiTi-s, Kl'q.” 

TheJ.rnd Chancellor lefithcwoolfacfc, 
and fan!, he lofe not to enter info tlsc 
queftioii, but intiiiy to Hate, that in his 
apjirehei fion tli.it was not the pioper 
mode of dilculliiig the order of the day, 
which wA*, to coiifi lei the Report of the 
<rommitree. All their LortlOiips, he 
©blervcd, •/eiiild a: ii a'l agree with him, 
lU.it the hiying ilown a rule by which 
not only tli** fitc nnd hniunr, but the 
tihvety and live? of their L..idlhip? weie 
in fiilui'v to he ileiei nun'tl, wisatiibj.dl 
«vf very imiKii t.oi'. ointideianon. The 
Report, Ins X.. uMh'ip thousht, jouj-ht to 
h.tve been referit-d to a Coinniiiu-e of 
Piivilcgtsj that would, have been iii'It 
igictabJe u* the rules and prat:ice ol the 
ftuuie with regard to Iinpeicliin.nits, 
and when the fuhjiil lijould have been 
^oiifi.lered by the Cuininittee, his Lord- 
ftup faiil, it might then be lepoiteU to the 


Hou/e, who would have an opporluniry 
of reviewing, an! ultimately deciding 
upon it. Their Loidfhips had been dc- 
lircd to fend a nnflTAge to the- Commons, 
ftiting that they woie ready to proceed 
on the Xital of Wanen flaftingf, Eftj. 
After they had fecocheit fi.r Precedents, 
that day hail btvn appoir.tcd to take the 
Report into confideration, whether the 
liiipcachment ahat.’d or not by the ciifTo- 
huiop of Pdiliaiiierit; and therefoie 
liiai qiitft.ioii iniift In- conbdered, before 
the othci* could pollibiy' oecui. After 
they had detenuined that the impeach¬ 
ment did not abate, but repaained in 
fintu qv'it then it might be very proper 
to coiilidcr whether a neiVage, fuch aa 
had hecn moved te r, ougul to be lent to 
the Common.!, to ir.ioim them that their 
Lonilhips weie leady to proceed in the 
Tiial. Three queitions iinmediatily 
occurred, which, his LordiTup faid, he 
llioukl have conceived to be veiy pr.jp-. r 
to be referied to the Committee of Pi.- 
vileges, and afteiwards to the Hoiife, 
The firll ot thefe qiieilions wa8,Whetlii-r 
an InqMfachinenr, brought up and pro¬ 
ceeded on in the la ft Parliament, was now 
in any degp. c depending ? adiy. That 
if the ImpEuchment were depending, 
was it depending in fialu quo ? 3,dly. 
By what procefs, or by what toiin 
of proceeding, that man was to be 
called on, who, if he imdeiftood the 
qiieftiun rightly, was now neither a 
jiriibner nor under bad ? and whether, 
in cafe that man did not appear, they 
could fue his recognizances Thele 
tliree queftions, his Lordlhip faid, ap. 
pe'ired to him to he exceedingly im- 
p rtant in the prelent enquiry j and 
the general propuiltion, invi lving the 
fate and fortunes of mankind at large, 
was of nnic'ii mme impirtance than 
what became of the paiiicuiar lubjefl. 
He thought if the prjntcd Repoit was 
fiirly t'xtiacUd and hdloiicaily deduced, 
it wouiil amount alrnoft to a deinun- 
ftration that yhere had never been fucli 
a proceeding as a continuance of an 
Iinp.^achment after a dillblution. It 
happened uiifoitnn.ite 1 y, his Lordfliip 
obierved, that the Repo.-r had not been 
piinted hcfoie the holidays, as they 
might li.ive been better prepared for 
the difcnftipn of the lubjtcl, had their 
Lopdftiips been able to have perulcd 
the Report eailier. The Report, his 
Lordftiip laid, was imperfect, and for 
his pai t he had no knowledge on th^ 
fubjeft except what he derived from 
the Report, lie thought R was efl'entia} 
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jhat fome other things fliould have been 
tncludeil under tlie fiilt head j as 
for inilance, whether fliey lent a 
inefTage to the Coinmnns fuhleqiicnt 
to the Pron-gation or Diflbliition, and 
whether the Houfe of Commons font 
any tnt(lt.>e,or (ct on foot any incafure, in 
confequence.There was a!!o another clifs 
of Cl iininal Prol’ecutions wiiich his Lord- 
^ fliip conceived might polfildy he con- 
ne^ed with this. With regard to Writs 
ot El l or, tlic Report, his Lordfhip ob- 
feivcil,^ was Hill more deleilive. The 
Committee Ind Hared merely what ap¬ 
pealed to them on. record, and had 
Hated that only ; it wouid have been 
material to have conftdercd, whether it 
was true that a Vv'iit of Erior .ibated 
Upon a Prorogativin, as was detci- 
iniiicd in the vear 1675. He meant 
not this by way of reproach, for,imdoiibt- 
e.lly, the dil'gciice of tlie Noble Lcrd' 
hail I'tone a great deal j imieed, he 
wondered it hnl do’e I'o mucli. The 
Kepcit howevei contained many dcfVfts. 
Jlis Lor'iOi.p ilic'oght tins was loo near 
away of confiJeiirg a fubjecl of fo 
much irr.pn.- ance, and he wa.-j al'.aid 
tlieir Loidlhips could not do tliai juiiire 
to tlie l\i''j-.(.i' vhicii tliey nicaiu. Jt 
WAS to be ctiiili.leied in the way in 
which it oiiglit to be. It lliey were to 
follow the path cf tl.eir anceltcis, 
which appealed to iiiiii to be light, he 
(huuid wi/li tiicn lo icfer the fiibjeiil; 
to a Cl rnmittee, and tliat a Committee 
ihouM c<ime to ctrtain refoliiiions. The 
great objeft of their Lordfliips in this 
decifion ought to be, to put it out ot 
the power of a Minuter at a to'iue 
day to tom the I'ciifion any way he 
pKalcd, as It mieiii fiiit ovmi con¬ 
venience. He tliouylit, tlierelore, it 
ought to he fe'tl'id with the utmoft 
gravity and f leinnity. \yhat might 
become of it atterw.irds the Lord only 
knew. Pei haps l-.t iniglu be acciiltd 

ot a pedantic adherence to precedents, 
liis LordlJiip faiJ, he alluded to cafes 
then before the Houle. He had formed 
in liis mind the outlines of the method 
which he conceived would be nu It 
picper to puifiie on this fuhje6t; and 
it the motion of the Noble l.ord was 
dilpofed cf, he fliould, his Lordthip 
fail), feel a tliong inclination that they 
ihould adopt the method which he had 
iuggefted. 

Lord ASingdf'n faid, he did not 
rife) as their Lor'*ftiips might fiippcic, 
an advocate /<tr Mr. ilailines, nor did 
ilfi ^ii'e an advocate him. Tlw 


fituation in which he Hood, in Coik'a 
mon with the red ot their T.orilfl)ips/ 
as one of the Judges beioiewhom mat 
caule was, precluded and forbad hint, 
whaievei other Noble Loids might tltink^ 
from taking or afliiming to himielf 
any fuch character. But he role, al- 
tliough not an advoc.ste on either li 
to trouble their LorO.lliips with a fetV 
words on loi/i lides, not however witA 
a (k’uble tee in his li.ind,- as fum« 
advocaits have done, but without anjr 
fee at ail, as no advocate is wdling to 
do; and tins too not in point ut aigu- 
incut, not to dilciits the weight and 
htiance of piecedents that weie uj>un 
th.'ii Lorili'iips table, as the means of 
foimi.ig lus judgment upon the ouef— 
tioii that was to be rclolveJ, but finip'y 
aiiil luerely to cXj.iefs thole tetlii g» 
liy vviucli h's mind iiul been afhCttcl 
u ji.n iliecccalion. Aiul lieicm A'nuv this 

J 

it w.is r.ect H.ii y li r liiin tfj ic. ur lo that 
time wluri tiiC iiTipeachiiunt began j 
to Its ciiniii, when, like cthii in- 
dlviiliijls, he was led to look at it in 
ll.e lump, not wiih the inveltigation 
tbiO'iyli all its lictachmmt of aiticlcs, 
not on the pround ot its evidence, nor 
in oiher reinetls in the mitui'iie ot" 
ci-jteil, but on its poliiical hinges and 
btaiiiigs, in its renlons, in its motives, 
ill Its c.ui'es, anl in it- ctrefls. That 
tins W.1S liii view of it in the tiift in- 
It.ui'.c ; ru'.d with tint view, wiiiHt he 
1.1 w, on the one band, a man who by 
lus cnterpiize and txenions li.nd, as 
It v i> laul. a great countiy 

10 the Biitiili Kinp'ii., whether by ught 
ine.uis oi Wicng he diil not then cuqviwc, 
but iiyiit he liij'pored them, fiilt from 
thcevtiit iilelt, and next bom thecii- 
ciiiuh.incc ot thole who were inolily 
inteielted in that tveiu (he meant his 
empliycis the Eati-liuiia-Cornpany) 
having uJiR voce approved his condu£l ; 
Iv l.iivl he law this man made ths 
obj rtion of an Impeachment, On tha 
otlitr hand, he fiw a man liimlclfac- 
ciiled ot having at the fame jitri'xl, and, 
as it was laid, by worfe means thaa 
thole (t a ivavt oi enteiprize and excr-. 
tion, lofl a prmt coimtiy to the Bri- 
ti-fti Empire, coa't-rcinf with his accuters^ 
ius bitter encinrcst in becoming an at- 
ciilVi ot the man in whom, if there wM 
giiilt, lie, this accufer, w is himfelf a 
jiufticfl’S ciimirh, by continuing bins 
111 the Itat'Oii in which he was, when, 
ki' ing the power, he might and ought 
to have removt.! him ; be laid, bt law 
this man not niade the cbjeft of Itn- 

ita* srKsvsMB# 
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petchment. The ir.ference then he 
«lrew fiom thisvipwof ihe luhjift was, 
that thi% Impeachment was a piocced- 
ing not founded in'national jvltice, 
nor had it national honour mher lor its 
principle or its objtfl j but that, like the 
witches cauldron in Macbeth, it was 
cempoled and inaile up ol iiii,redieiiis 
to raile a flame in tlie Countiy, not 
of juliicc, not of policy, not ol Wif- 
dont. but a flame lighted uj» by the 
I'pint of a j4iiii>g t.iftioii, concofiled by 
the nit'ft noxious joices, cieaied by the 
moll heteiogciiecus mixtures, blown 
wp by the hiialh of malice, fed by 
revenge, and kept alive by the fuel ol 
annni-lity and invedbve. This was his 
inieiencc. 1 he next view he hadol the 
htirmcfs was, tlie Impeach men t at their 
Leiiilliips liar. And here he faw, and 
it was with pleafure he law it, Mi. 
Haftiiigs, like himl'clf, triumpliant and 
e\uii>ig in his finiatiun ; he law hnn, 
like 1 ioicnlts ant! the Hydia, I'liiioiiril- 
eo and belet by a many-headed Moii- 
ller, Cr.lied a Committee ol Impeacli- 
inent, with fire in tiieii eves, anil ioiked 
tongues 111 'litir mouths, liij.riiig him 
wnii lUe lichining ci their i j.,ks, and 
piiiiiing inio the ir.nioit nceiies ot his 
iieait the (iiilling pniion i-l ili.iitnie- 
nomed wori's; whilit he with the nplitied 
cliibol conUious inii’ctiice, asitwctihl 
Item, in his h-irid, fat calm .ir.d v.ndif- 
tiiiticd, nnd yet pantii g as it weie lor 
the cilining of that hour of his dtr^nci, 
when to tiis all'iiiar.ts it might yioiST 
the hour ol death and aiinihilati.m, hut to 
him that of victory witii accumulated 
honour. This he faw; but helidis 
tiiis he lieaid from one of the Counl'cl 
in pleading lus caufe, with ts torrent 
of manly eloquence, and in a biirlt 
of hmgoage ami of 7-al whicii. con¬ 
viction only could have inlpiied, .m 
appf'd to God as the witnels of lug 
ciienfs innocence, a:if*. ca'lirg tiown 
tlie vengvaiitc of Heaven un t..e hi.u’s 
of his accufers, as their mciired pii- 
niflimeiit lor tlie lalfity of the chaigcs 
alledged aeair.ft him. But what liid 
he now Ice, and what (ltd he nosv 
hear ? He faw, he fan!, this veiy Mr. 
Hallings, not wnat he was, unlike him- 
felf, rot, as before, panting for ins de¬ 
fence, no longer triumphing and e.x- 
ulting in his fiiuauon, no iroie like 
Hercules with his uplilted chib, but 
like Hercules indeed (iibdued, and 
with a dift'ff in his hand; this was 
what he law, and this was what he heani, 
and heard too olun ftom Mr. Haltmgs 


hiinfrlf; “ for,” faid Ilf, “ my Lords* 
his lalt addieh to your Lord/liips did 
not hicathe thu ardour of mind, and ' 
that tn ignanimity of fpiiit which either 
his previous coiiduCl implied, or his 
chaiafter would have Jeil one to look 
for. But this is not all. A diflba 
lution of Pailiament takes place, and 
this dilfolutlun is to be made ule of 
as an extinguijher to this impeach* 
inent. Be it lo then,” laid he ; but his ^ 
leiifc of the matter would be this : that 
iiiliead of Mr. Haftings appearing as 
he was lormtrly wont to do, and as it 
was hoped he would do, like^the purr 
flame ot the candle, his coriduft, like 
the fnuff of the candle which the ex- 
tiuguiOier leaves behind it when the light 
is put out, and the flame exills no more, 
would be perhaps as black aiidasof- 
linfive to himlelf, as it would be to 
the reft of the woil.l, Thtle. weie his 
feelings, and he fliimld he glad to have 
them removed ; fur if tins could not be, 
let otlieis feel for themlclves. It may 
be laid, indetd, thati'this was a Tiial 
not only wiihout eMinpie as to its 
diiiMtioii liithci'io, but III its continu* 
ance a peifecution without end ; to 
which it ni:i\ he aniweied, that the 
durariiin is now picfailtd to be fixed, 
and t!it time to be limitiii, and )iC 
t!:e eliVet of a ilifiToliition is pie/eiud 
to this. “And now,’’ laid be, “ a fiiigle 
vvoid to the Impeachment itielf,’’ Whe¬ 
ther a tblfolntion of Pailiament abated 
an [n'.peachim-nt or not, he knev not, 
nni had he itiidicd lo know. It was 
a queliioii upon which note ulv Doftuis 
but tlie two Iloiift'S of P.Ji liainent dif- 
ag.eed; and therefore, without faying 
“ A pox on both your Houie?,” he 
svnuld fiy. Who fliail decide the point ? 
But tills he did know, that whether a 
diirolutioii abated ail Impeacliii’.tiit or 
nor, there were two ftiong realons why it 
flioiild,and tlieiowasoneltili Itiongerrea* 
foil than both of the others why it Ihould 
not. The fiift ftmng realbn was, that 
th e pal ties themlelves aie content to 
have it fo: and the maxim ol law is, 

‘‘ conf'i‘r:Jui lollit errortm’' The next 
ftreng reafon is, that ii would be re¬ 
moving a heavy yoke that has long 
been iinpofed on their Lordfliips necks, 
ma'king the calc of the Mi-bie Lord on 
flic woollack the cafe of ail iheii Lord- 
fhips, anil bringing to his mind that 
Noble Loid’s c 7 );p!\ittc words upon this 
occ.aflon, who, upon being afkcd I'ome 
qmftion lefpefling the Trial, laid, as he 
had bscif told, " it is n.it Haftings's 

tiitt). 
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trial, it is my trial ;>* as it certainly it 
ib tar as the patience of the Hunfe has 
been, and would be agair, aftc 61 ed by it. 
But the one ftill dialer reafon than 
both thefe againft the ajiatement was 
this : if the legiilature in its wifdom has 
thought it right to enaft, as was dune 
in tlie Ail of Settlement, That a 
pardon is not pleadable in bar of an 
impeachment,*’ does not an abatement 
of an impeachment by a dlfluiution of 
Parliament red upon the fame ground 
of reafoning on which this claul'e was 
enafted, namely, the power of difrulutiun 
being in the hands of the Crown, “ that 
it might defeat the'whole ule and effefls 
of Impeachments, and dcltioy the chief 
inditution by whiih government is to 
be pieferved?” But this was a quef- 
tioii which he Ihould not argue, leaving 
it to be determined by the better judg¬ 
ments of their Lordihips, as he Ihould 
be by the general I'eui'e ot the Huuf'e 
in the vote that he (huuM give. 

Lord Poichtder faid, the Houfe had 
erdeied a Committee to fearch lor pre¬ 
cedents, who had delivered in a re¬ 
port : that day had been appointed to 
take into confideration that lepoit. lie 
was, his Lordlhip la|d, of opinion, that 
the Impeachment did not abate, and he 
thought the motion he had made vv£>iild 
bring before the Honfc the qm Ition 
whether it did or did not abate. Jt 
was, in his Lordlhip's opinion, the 

n ier way to coufider the qucdion in 
nil Houfe; but-if any noble Lord 
thought it would be better to argue it 
in a Connmittee, he might vote tur ib 
doing. 

Lord Mulgrave faid, the lights of 
the people of this country, fjuer- 
tions of property, depended meieiy on 
precedent; he conceived, I'owevei, th it 
the proceedings of th*t Houle were not 
to be guided fo much by precedi-nt 
its by their own difcietiou. Prece, 
dents, his Lordfhip thought, ought 
peitainly to be lollowid where they 
were rialit, and were to be avoided 
where our anceftors had been guilty 
ol error. There was a wide difference 
between the courts below and that 
floufe, with regard to tlie authority of 
precedents. The bufiuefs of the Houfe 
of Lords, as a Court of judicature, 
was, his LordfHip ftid, to try gre.tt 
and important ciiiies ; caufes that were 
too important for the inferior courts, 
ami where the peilbns concerneil were 
of and were beyond fhe 


49 1 

grafp of the ordinary Courts of Juftice ; 
Inch had been accounted the pioper 
Aibjefls of lm;>eathtftent by the Ilouft 
of Commons. The Courts below 
ihould be confined ffri 611 y to pofirive 
rules of law j but how did that apply 
to that Coiiit, which was formed for 
great and extraordinary ocenfions ? They 
could not, his LordAiip conceived, he 
tied down by fucli i tiles. What had 
been done in former times was the 
heft clue to guide them in their in¬ 
quiries ; but their Lordfhips mil ft above 
all life their reaioii in evety cal'e that 
came before them. Ifthciewas a power 
lodged any whete to defeat the Lords 
and Commons at the time they w re 
coming to tlicir conciiifiiin, thete mull 
be an end to thjj povtcr of the Com¬ 
mons to impeach, an - of the Ler>ts to 
decide, if iluii Luidfhips were to go 
back to the hiftory of iheii country, 
they would find in.iny thincs which 
were right to be done at the time they 
were <ione, hut which would he highly 
improper at the preleni period. Lord 
Mulgrave next proceeded to the con- 
lidcrittion of Piecedents, and fn-m the 
whole drew this inicreiice, viz. that an 
Impeachment did not abate at the diftb- 
hition of a Paili.-.nin.t, hut connniied 
horn Parliimiiit to Pnliament. The 
power of paiduning - tfenders was, his 
Loidfhip faid, wilvly conferred on the 
ICiiig, but in the rale of Im; eachment it 
was as wifely taken away. If, the 
diffulutiun <f a Pailiamen! abated an 
Impeachment, it would, his L. rd- 
Ihip obfrrved, be in the pr^wi j of the 
King at any time to annihilate all their 
pioceedings. 

Loid Kulnor was inclined to think 
that the nobi I.or>l who fpoke Inft leemvd 
to have diawii the piopei inf'eience; l«r if 
that inleieiice w-is vijon>., then proceed¬ 
ings, his Loidfliip coiiLeived, niiilt lail to 
atoqis at a d fl .lunoi., A iliirdiition 
mi,;ii nk* plac, at any lime ; ii might he 
oideied in a moment when ihe evnience 
again!]; a iMlpijt ; ppeaicd- to be ftiong; 
when he had made a weak defence j 
after the verdiff of “ gudty” had hten 
given; at any time, in (hoit, hifo.c 
fhntence wi»s aetuaSly piononii'ed upon 
him*, their proceedings mipht fall to 
pieces. His L‘'rdfliip wdhrd the bnfi- 
nefs to be placed m a difhitni p int 
of view. “ Suppol'e,” laid il|^ Lo'dAup, 
** a great tiial weie d- pcn ’ing, ai d imth 
the Loids and (.'ommons wtic lidpo- 
i'ed to do ample juliicej it nnglu hap. 
H pea, 
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pen, contnirjr to the equity of the cafe, 
contrary to the ot all parties, con> 

traiy to common fenfc, that all their 
proceedings mielu go to nothing. If it 
were determined that the trial Ihuuid go 
on, and Mr. Hatlings did not appear, he 
wilhed to know whether the Court of 
F.xchequer couldeftieat his lecognizance. 
His Lordlhip moved, that the date ot 
the recognizance be read, which was 
read accordingly j rhe recoLnizance bore 
date the aid of May 1786- He then 
moved, that the words after i,'iat, in ilie 
motion ot the Noble Baron, might he 
Jeft out, anti ihe following words be in- 
ferted in lieu of them, That the jtidges 
do meet on Wedneiday next to deliver 
their opinions on the following quef- 
tion, VIZ. Whether by the faid recog¬ 
nizance Mr. Hadings is dill bound to 
appear betore the Lords in Pailiament 
when Ciilltd on ?” 

Lord Loughborough thought it was 
improper to anticipite the qiicltion, and 
to leter it to the Judges then, when it 
might come before them legally af¬ 
terwards. 

Lurci Hawktfbuiy confi !ercd, that in 
every Ccuil there were rules of proceed¬ 
ing, and when they became the Lwofthe 
Court ihey iu faft became a pait of the 
law of the land, Uis Lordlhip appre¬ 
hended it was of the utmud iuiportance 
|o preferve in thi.ir decifion as much uni- 
toimiiv -s puHi le. Severil quedions 
had been piopofed by Noble Loids, 
but the hid quedion which,he fubmitted 
it, oug-iu hrft to be coniidcred wa*, whe¬ 
ther tlu^r Lorddiips could and vjouUl 
proceed ? A quedion had been moved, 
whether lijr. Hadin^s was now in cuf- 
tody or not ? It was a quedion for them 
fco lOiifider whether they would proceed 
or u ' It their Lordihips decided in 
the affirm.itive, they would riext have to 
contider, if, wnen they went down to 
Wellmipfti'r-tiall, they did not find MrL 
Hadings tiicic, whst was the mod pro- 

E :r method of taking bun into cufiody. 

lit the firft qutdiou, and upon whuJi 
all the red depended, was, whether the 
Irnpvachnnvrit remained in ftatu quo f 
His Lurddiip took this to be a quef- 
tian of the' created magnitude,’ and 
the(<bfore, he f.4ii!,hewiihed to have moved 
the previous q'leltion. He' was not, his 
LOi'dfhipdeclared, then I'uffi'ieMl'y leady 
to enter into a difcuflion ol ll.e quufiion. 

. The Maiqiiis of Lanfdowne faul, this 
impeurart qiirdjoji was opei'ed with 
sTv*t can'dour by the noBle Baron. He 
|Md dated be |iad a clear opinion on 


the fubjeft, but that before he delivered 
that opinion he wiflied to hear that of 
Noble and Learned Lords. The motioq 
certainly gave thetn an opportunity of 
ci-nlidering the quedio.., though per¬ 
haps not in quite fo dire6l a way as 
was confident with the dignity of that 
Houle. The Noble Lord on the wool- 
lack had adyil'eil tlicir going into a Com-: 
mitiee, and it was ceitainTy very mate¬ 
rial togointoa Committee, not only lorthe 
fake cf obtaining freedom ot uebate, but 
all'o fo: the obvious and plain rcalon, that 
it gave them theopportunity of anotherand 
frefli conlideratit n. This iubje^I, his 
Lordlhip laid, bad been debated thtkedays 
in the Commons, and their Lordihips 
could not think it lei's incumbent on 
them to give it a full and ferioua 
conlideration. Another quedion had 
been (t^ted by a Noble Lord, namely, 
whetherthe proceeaings were injfatuquo? 
He was, the Maiqtiis faid, ignorant of 
both tlieie quedi>>n$. He confidered it 
as a great legal, and not at all as a 
political quedion { “ and God foi bid,’’ 
exclaimed his Lordlhip, “ that Mtnidry 
flisuld exeit mimder'ai influence in it!*' 
If they took any mcaJures towards influ- 
enie, they would dillionour and difgrace 
tbcmfelves. He declared he had hail no 
cuinuiunication withdny individual on the 
fubjtfl, except two Ihott converfations 
with the Noble Lmd on the woolfack 
in ihe prel’iiice of ihe Houfe. Every 
nin.n in that Houle, his Lordlhip thought, 
ought to pay gieat attention to legal au- 
thoiiries, but not be entirely guided by 
them, although they happened all to agree 
in one point. He thought theii Lordlliips 
weie fully^ competent tofoi'm acorrefl and 
accurate judgment. Let the quedion be 
taken up on the ground of analogy, of 
precedent, or of general realbning, it was, 
he conceived, their Lordihips province to 
fettle the proper mode of ju'oceeding. 

Lcrd Grenville faid, he felt as (Irongly 
as any of their Lorddiips, that the qtiei- 
tiun was totally nncoiuiffUd with any I'yf- 
tem of government, or with any individual 
who had' a diare, or who hoped to pof- 
lel's a iliaire, in tl'^ executive(jovernment, 
Getting afide, theiefoie^ all ideas of tliiit 
fort, hp Ihuuid do what he had a right 
to do, and what he conceived to be hif 
duty 'to do; he diould deliver his opi¬ 
nion on the I'ubjcA, honeflly and without 
prejudice or partiality of any fort. He 
ftoiild have been, his Lordlhip faid, for 
a diie^ way of hringirgon the curflioii^: 
but if'there was one v^.iv of confideririg 
thefubjefk fully and Uiijy, and another 
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•f only obtaining a partial view of the 
fubje^, he (hould prefer the firft mode 
of treating it. His LonWhip thought 
the merits of th" quelfion would come to 
be difculTed with as much propiiety from 
the motion of the Noble Baron who had 
Introduced the debate, as in any other 
way { but if any Noble Lord entertained 
a doubt on the fubjecL it was his duty 
to come forward and flate his doubts. 
He was, his Loidfhip faid, one of 
thoie who agreed with the Noble Baron, 
in thinking chat the impeachment was 
ftill depentling, and that the motion muft 
appear perfeftiy proper to all thofe who 
were of his opinion. He faid, he ihould 
nbt enter largely at prefent into the quef- 
tion, hut he thought the motion of the 
Noble Lord was m every refpcfl as well 
calculated to bring the queftion as fairly, 
as fully, and as completely to a dilcuf- 
lion, as any other motion that could pof- 
fibly be ftated. His Loidihip faid, he 
faw no advantage whatever in going into 
a Cnminittec} as it was, every peiibn 
would htve an opportunity of debating 
the fiibjeiif fully and freely. He did not 
Conceive that any advantage whatever 
could aiife from the Huufe going into a 
Committee. 

Lord King faid, if the Noble Lord 
(Lord Hawkefbuiyl moved the prevtoiis 
queftion he would fecond it. 

Lord Stormont faid, the original mo¬ 
tion had been completely deftroyed, ex¬ 
cept the fill rt word that, and the only 
thing to be cotifidered then was, whether 
the wi'td that fhould make part of, the 
pretent quettion. 

Lord Hawkrfbury faid, he would not 
move the previous queftion, becaufe there 
was another qneftion before the Houfe. 

The Lord Chancellor fpoke to a point 
of Older. He faid, he had alseady ftated, 
that he was doubtful whether this fubjeft 
could be debated in a way that would 
be ratisfa£liiry to their Lordftiips minds. 
If they decided at once on the original 
motion, it would be impoflible for their 
Lordftiips aftci wards to lay a fingie woid, 
if they entertained any doubts. He had 
read the leport with a great deal of atten. 
tion, and it feemed to him, he faid* ta 
be little fhort of demonftration, that 
by the habits and practice of that Hculh, 
an impeachment was univertally under- 
ftood to abate at a diflblution. With re- 
fpefl to the abufe that the Crown would 
make of that power, that, his Lord- 
fhipobfervedyWas not adecifive argument, 
but only an argument of probability. 
}ie wiflted iIm queftion might be dif* 


cujild with that gravity and that digjs 
nity which became^be impoitarce of the 
proceeding. His Lordihtp laid, if the de¬ 
bate went on,and if he were not too much 
exhaufted, he fliould fiate what appeared 
to him to be the outlines of the bulinefs. 

The Marquis of Townftiend faid, 
Mr. Hsftings had been tortured by de¬ 
lay, and he hoped that, without more 
delay, they would piocecd immediately 
with the trial. 

Lord Stormont thought this was not 
an improper time to go into the full 
difcuilion of the fubjedl} he owned it 
would have given him great concern 
if a bufinefs of that magnitude h.ad 
palTcd over, without having had tho 
advantage of the opinions of Noble and 
i.earnrd Lords, who f^wke with fupe- 
rior abilities and advantage on every oc- 
cafion, but more particularly wheie pro- 
iillional knowledge was wante^l. if thers 
were only one feries of precedrnts, or no 
precedents at .alt, he ftioulJ, bis Lurdfhij* 
laid, have no doobt on the ucc -lion. He 
did not agree with thoie who thuughtthaC 
little 01 noftiels was to belaid on pre¬ 
cedents. Had theie been otic fti earn of 
pret-edents, he wiuiii have follcwed it 
wheiever it went; but there were no pie- 
cedents ; and if he were to decide on tha 
geneial and abltraift principles of the 
Conftitution, he fliould not entertain a 
panicle of doubt that, by the diftblu-* 
tion of Parliament, an Impeachment 
did not abate. Wliat, his Lordfhip 
afked, was the great aim and object of 
an impeachment f It was to leacli thole 
great ftate offences which could not be 
reached To well in the ordinary courfe 
of jufticc. According to Sir William 
Blackftonc, the aim and objeAof an Im- 
peacliment was to punilh ihufe offences 
which the individual Magiftrate could 
not or durft no; punilh. What availed 
it, if an Impeachment, though it could 
not be defeated in one way, could 
be defeated by another ? If a diflblution 
jiut an end to an Impeachment, his 
Lordfhip begged them t* coulider what 
the ccnlcquence would be; this might 
take place when a man, from a vaiiety 
of crimes by him committed, bad .uf- 
fered greatly in his geneial cliaiafler 
and in his general fame, ami lay under 
a load of accufation, which it would be 
impofltble for him to remove. If he bad 
begun his defence, or gone threugh it, 
what a lituation would he be in, if his 
prolecutor chofe not to renew it! It 
was of the utmoft importance to public 
juftice, which was the concern of ail, 
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hk Lordflilp and of tint perfon whofe 
interefts th«y wer * lik^tvife bound comaiii< 
taini in no inltaiice whatever fhonld 
h« tuifur, but by that condema.ition which 
the.julkce, wifd.iiti, and integrity of th^ir 
XAidfhip'' pronounced upon him. On ciis 
Othe: hand, he (hould not he life hy any 
Other means, except by their Lordih'ps per¬ 
forming ^ moft agreeable duty In pronoun¬ 
cing him 'i.noceiit. His I.o.dftiip next toolc 
into cunfideration many of the precedents, 
and arijued upon them with his wonted 
ability. 

Lord Stanhope faid, that a Noble Baron h.ad 
firft moved, 'Hiat a meffige be fent to the 
Commons, to inform them that their Lord- 
fhips were ready to proceed in the trial. 
A Noble Earl, hi> Loidlhip obferved, who 
fpoke afterwards, made a motion entirely 
new except the woid that, •* that tlie Judges 
do attend next VVednefd.iy, to deliver their opi- 
nions on the following quedion, viz. wheth' r 
the T'cognizance* entered into hy Mr. Hil- 
tings was now in force ?' Thefetwo motions 
ought to be conflderrd is fepir.ate quellions. 
His Lordfhip declaicd, lie ihould fay nothing 
en the firll quefliou, though he cunfeiTed 
he entertained but very little doubt on 
the main queilion ; but in tliat ns well as 
eveiy other quefhon, his mind was open 
to conviction. His Lordfhip could conceive 
nothing fo abfard as a remedy given to tlie 
people of England, if it was in the power 
of any man living to deprive him of it. 
The Minifter himfelf might be the objeCl 
of the Impejchment, and if fuch an argu¬ 
ment were to pie vail how would his 
punifliment be cfFcifled ? It fremed, his 
Lordihip faid, to he incompatible with the 
idea of an Imneachment to bebeve that it 
aoatvd by a Dilfolution. His Lordih'p dlfu 
thought It clear from precedent, that an Im¬ 
peachment did net ceafe with a ditTokitiwn, 
but continued from Parliament to Paiha- 
ment. The bell way, in his opinion, would 
be to difpofe of the two queftions b. fine 
the Houfe, and then to proceed to coti- 
fider, di(tin£fly and in their order, the 
three propofitions laid down in the be¬ 
ginning of the Debate by the Lord Chan¬ 
cellor. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he ihould ilate 
what appealed Co him to be the otulints 
of tins bufi'iefs. And in the firft place he 
ihould oblerve, that, whether Mr H.iftings 
“had depopulated an extenfive country and 
ftarved its inhiibitauts and reduced tliem to 
want of bread, or Whether he had rendered 
eur dominUiiis in the Eail more populnus and 
iliHirilhing, was a queition of no coufidera- 
tion in the (M-kfent enqairy. The volume 
w the Ubic furatihed precedeats to fltevy 
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how both Houfes had proceeded id cafe) 
finnUr to the prefent. No precedents ought 
evei Co b: followed which would lead them cu 
grind the property of individuals, an*! to torture 
their perfuns. Icwasone thing,his Loidlhipob- 
ferved, to be tried by the Lawsot one's country. 
Which were known and defined,.and where eve¬ 
ry (lep of the proceedings would be forefeen j 
and aii'ither for a man to be Cr*e I by the pare 
difrrttion of their Lordih'ips, without any re¬ 
gard Co Precedents. If they were above 
all other rules, that Hnnfe at leatl ought to 
be governed by thofe rules which it had Laid 
down for its own obfervance. He was only 
anxious, his Lordfhip faid, that they ihould 
weigh thoroughly, and be perfeflly lure they 
did not depart from tliule principles on which 
Precedents eitlier were or might to lie founded. 
1 f they departed from Precedents, their Lord- 
fliips ought, he conceived, at lead firmly to 
adhere to the principles on which they were 
founded. The firft tiling that occurred to 
him, his Lordfhip faid, was the Precedents on 
Impeachments : and he thought it next to 
dcmonitianon, on the fubjedl of Impeach¬ 
ments by the Commons, tli.at Impeachments 
h.ad been iiiulei (ttxid qniverfally to determine 
upon the difroiiition of the Parliament. He 
conceived it, Ins Lordfhip laid, to be per- 
fe^ly well fettlet.i, that while an Imiie.icli- 
ment was depending, it w.as impollible to 
get lid of it without giving notice to the ac- 
cufers. He took that to be an univerfal 
rule; and iiidred if they did not give fuch no. 
tice, their Lordfhips would be guilty of mant. 
fed injodice to the accufers. If this rule of 
clear, natuial, and obvious judicc were laid 
dc'Wii, hit Lordfhip faid, it would go a great 
way to anfwer fome of the quediims put 
by the Noble Virc(>uiit(St(irmontj, as, whether 
the Impeachment did ui did not abate, &c.f 
They could not take it two ways ; they mud 
be uiiifor.m and confident; and if they Uid 
down a pofi ton, they ought to follow it 
through all its confeqnences and windings. 
It feemeJ to his Lnrdihip, that in every in- 
da'ice (and there were between' twenty and 
thirty of them) it was clear that an lmpe.ich- 
ment never was droppeil without that fort of 
intei ference. Of this there were feveral m- 
dai'ces, his fairUlhip faid ; as that in the cafe 
of Foutis ami Geld.irt, wbeiein they confi- 
dered whether they ought to renew the Im¬ 
peachment j it was agreed that they ihould 
not go on with it. Another indance which 
occniTfd to his LonHhip was, that of tlie JDuke 
of Buckingham, in which the Irniieachment 
dropped, but liis crimes were not dropped j 
for he lod Ins life a few years after : they 
petUioned the King againd him. Thefe in¬ 
dances were fuflicient to ihew it had been 
underdooil by all mext, that lm|>eacbnientt 
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dli<) abitte by a OifTulution. An able parlia¬ 
mentary man, about the time of James 1 . 
cumpUined that Dilfoiuiions were attended 
with tliefe effedts. In the cafe of the Duke 
of Buckingham, tiobncly, his Lonllhip uh- 
ferved, thought it was an exiftmg profecu- 
tion; nobody complained of the Houfe of 
Lords, that a meflage was not fent to the 
Commons: the complaint really was, that 
it was difmiffed, and the qoedioii was. Whe¬ 
ther they ihonid renew n f Thus it reded, 
and, with many indances intervening, it 
came down to the yvar 1673, when the qnef- 
tion came on, VVhether an Impeachment 
abated by Prorogation ?—His Lordlh'p ex¬ 
plained at great length, and With much ac- 
curaLy and p-ecifnin, the original fenfe of 
prorogation and adjnuri'ment. lie alio took 
tuitice of the drift analogy and the pci feft 
conformity beiwe''ii continuances in Law and 
Parliament. It had been d..(ed, his Loul- 
fhip obleived, in the courfe of ihedchite, 
that there was a ditference between Pailia. 
ment afting ni a Lgifl itive and a judicitl ca¬ 
pacity. His Lo'dthip dated, agreeably to 
the account giveii by Lord C> ke, that I'ngi- 
nally both (juufes ol Parliament met in one 
Houfe, when, of courfe, theie was no dif¬ 
ference whatever between the legill.iiive ca 
pacity and the judicial capacity, except thofe 
didinftions which they themicives had laid 
down. He dil not mean to deny theexid- 
ence of things which appeared in books. He 
had omi'.ted, his Lurddnp faid,a great many 
indances of Pit cedents vshich he might h.ne 
mentioned. He Ihould, Ins Loiddnp ob- 
ferved, be very glid to have the Impea'li- 
'ment difmilled wiihont aiiy more tiovilile, 
provided it could be done w<th credit .uid 
propriety. With regard to the Houfe, it 
might be extremely prop;r for rheir Loid- 
(hips, afting legiflativsly, to confider the fu¬ 
ture ; but this mode ol reafoning would he 
very fallacious, if they weie to jipp'iy it in 
argument upon what was pad, and m afting 
Hp<in the law that was pad. It had been 
faid, his Lardfhip oblerved, that it would be 
extremely ridiculous to grant the Commons 
an inquifitonal power, ai.d the Lords a ju¬ 
dicial power, when they could not carry it 
into effeft This w is not good reafoning : 
for all power that was isodeilrd was fnbjeft to 
abufe iu the exerciie of it, and the only le- 
medy for fuch ..hufe was pnnifhmenC. It 
had al(o been faid, his Lordlhip continued, 
that Parliament was a permanent court. Mis 

Lordlhip contended ch it it was not more (u 
than a. court of Oyer and To miner. The 
Commons were never cund'ered by that 
Houfe as a body afting in their Partiamen- 
taiv capacity, but when they were in the 
Houfe of Comnnont. The Houfe of Com¬ 


mons were the virtual fteprefentatives tifl 
the People, and ongflt to be confidered as 
their drength and glory. The Houfe of 
Commons, his Lordlhip faid, virtually ro- 
prefented the Commons of England, ahhougli ■ 
notaftoally; but whether they reprefen ted 
them in one way nr in another, their whole 
authority^reded in the Houfe of Commrins, 
and was united to that alone. The Impeach¬ 
ment, it was true, was in the name of all 
the Commons of England, which were a 
permanent, durable body, and thcrefor-e ic 
li.ul hiun f.nd, th.t as long as the people ex- 
ided, the Impeachment could not poflibly 
abate. This leufoning was not more con- 
clufive than in the other cafes. Siippofe, 
faid his Lordlhip, a grant were made and 
the Bill did not pafs, would any one contend 
that the grant dnud giKxl for another year f 
Thequidion was one wh ch, his LordQiip 
faid, confidering the tuin the debate had 
taken, he wilhed to h.ive decided that night, 
if It could be decided confidently wnh the 
dignity of the Houfe; and if it were deter., 
mined that night, he flionld have the plea- 
fore of not fpending fuch another f,'iti;{uing 
evening as that had been. 

Lord Longhborongh followed the I.erd 
Chancellor, hot on the nppofite fide of the 
quedion. • His Lordlhip began with obferv- 
ing, that he (lianld he obliged to go much 
deeper imo the quedion than he fhoold have 
done had the mode of proceeding been differ¬ 
ent. He followed the Lord Chancellor 
through all hi*, arguments, combating them 
one after anntl'er, and contending, upon wiat 
hettrmed inuifputahle .'utliorities, that what 
lie al(e.''ied was clenlr and incontrovertibly 
thedoftime of tlie Luv of l'.irliainei)r, as 
foiindi-f) in rcai'oii, fupporie by ufnge, and 
niiiformly afted ap'>ii, as undeniable prece- 
I'eiits p:livid. He entered at large into the 
Hid.'iy f.i Writs of Eiior, and rualoned 
from It to lliew that they continued and were 
notabatid hy eithei I'rorog itioii or Didblu- 
tion. He m.iiiitained, that the only diff rence 
between Piorog.iiitm and Adjournment was, 
that the httvr was the aft of cither Houfe of 
Parliarr.cMt, and the former the aft of tile 
CroAin, both <if them operating to liie fame 
effi’ft, VIZ to a.'journ Parli.imeot. In reply 
to the L.>rd C'h •luelUir’s d'-ftrine, tli.at ah- 
dr.iftedly, and 111 the hue fenleof the werd, 
f)orogaiio'i meant the power of adjourning 
the day of meeting hefuie a Parliaiment or 
Sellion of Pailiament had ailemhied, and 
not any fubfe<|ueiit adjournment of the 
Houfe, as it was now pradtifeil, Lord 
Lnughbnrrugl) faid, that without referring ti> 
the abltraft fenfe of the vyord frtr-ogaiimf 
the ufual application of it was the I'Ciint that 
could alone be wortli confideratiox. Wsih- 
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•ut| thBKfbfe, callini; open the Itaminf 
IlMt lud been difplayed in the deAnitinn of 
the word by the Noble and Learned Lord 
ftn the wnolfack, it was fuAicient for In* 
argument that he talked of the light, and 
annexed to it the meaning in which nine 
iwrfons out of ten would fay thry faw and 
underftood it. His Lordlhip alfo controverted 
the Lord Chancellor’s dodlrine, that thu 
Hoofe of Commons did not impeach in the 
name of all tLt peofiU of England, anJ af- 
ferted that they ilnl emph.icically piofecute 
f» tht- luiMt and on the behalf of all the 
people of England. The Noble and Learned 
Lord, he obferved, had faid, that the Moufe of 
Commons did not really, hut only virtually 
repivieiit the people of England ; but the 
fa^, he contended, was, that they were fent 
to Parliament as Reprefentatives of the whole 
people, by ihofe qiialiA'.'d to choofe Repte- 
fentatives, and the clearell proof of this that 
could be add.iced was (and a Amnger need 
not be fought after than that which the 
Noble and Learned Lord had himfcif H.ated, 
Viz.), tite power of the Commoiis to grant 
fupplies. Whit was it, he .afked, conveyed 
the money into the public coffers out of the 
pockets of the people of all rank. and deferip- 
tioiis iiidividu.illy f The vote of the lloufe of 
Commons, who were confhtntionally vefled 
With the functions and p-'weis of voting the 
money of all the people, to apply the 
mon«^ fo voted to the promotion of thegene- 
r.al intereft of the whole. But the Noble 
and Learned Lord had f.iid, that tip: Houfe 
of Commons voteil llie money of their '.ord- 
(hips as Well as the money of the Commons 
of England. Ic wat true they did fo; but 
when ? Nm hetore their Lordihips, m their 
P.n li.imeiirary cap.acity, had perloitjlly fig. 
n>Aed their conf'nc to inch votes I It 
was ilieiefore moft in'IifpnCahl;:, that the 
Houfe of Commons reprrfenied all the pso* 
pie of England, .and voted and profeciusd in 
their name and behalf. Their Lordfhips 
vo.ed for themfeives, and had the Angle ad* 
wanLige of being the Judges before whom po. 
pul.ar pi'ofecoti.ins of the Aril and highelf 
order, viz Impeach.nents, were brought 
to trial by ;tis Hxn^c of C immuna, wlau on 
thofe rc.:.ations were the accufers. In fet¬ 
tling the Coiiltiiutinn, every thing that w.as 
Angle and lodivifible was wifely lodged 
With their Lordlhtps; every tiling ihat was 
divifible W.IS given equally to the two 
Houies, after the (epiration of the Pitliam.-nt, 
and the dncontimunce of the ancient cudom 
of thui’ail ament (both Lords an-i Commons) 
Acting; in one cb.«mber aod under one roof. 
Hencs eveiy thing chat w.is judicial was 
vefte t in that Houfe ; and every thing of a 
Ug Hfive nature divided eijually between the 


two: and tbit it Was gave the true poife an 4 
charaAer to our Conditucion ; a Monarchy, 
fomethingof an AriAncracy, and a fober and 
temperate OemiKracy coHAitnting its fraifle. 
Let not their Lontthipc, therefore, aCl iricau- 
ttoiifly with regard to the popular part of the 
ConAitiition 1 Lrt them look a^>ui them 
and be warned ! Let them not deny that the 
people tuoff any thing, left they compelled 
them to think thoy v>*r* evtry thing. Hav.< 
ing faid this very emph.-icically, Ins Lordftiip 
obferved, that the formal esufe of their Par* 
lianientary Powers had been coiifunnded with 
the fjicitnt c.aufe. The writ of fumoionsi 
he faid, was merely the formal caufe o their 
being .ifTemhled as a Pai liament} but that 
their tjlicient Pai liamr.ntary privileges aiul 
fundlibn, derived themfeives from the Con* 
ftitution itfelf, and were uiiifurmly the 
fame*, and this was fo obvious, that he 
was rather aftoniAird that it (hould have 
been at all mift.iken. Having cle.ired 
up this. Lord Loughborough went into 
a detail of the cafes Co be found in the 
volume on the table, and in the pamphlets 
which had been written on the fubjedl, 
many of whicli, he faid, were extremely 
ingenioii«, and highly nfeful to any individual 
who wiftied Co make himfelf niafter of the 
fubjc’ift. He declared it lud fallen in liis 
way to have read moft of them, and he held 
himfelf much obliged to the lefpedlive wri¬ 
ters for the very eflential aAiftance they had 
afforded him. He went through the particu* 
lirs of the Impeachment of the Ave Poiillh 
Lords, that of Lord Dinhy, that of the Eail 
of Sc.ifTord, that of Lord Salilbuiy, and utliers, 
down to Chat of Lord Oxford, on which he 
only fatd a few words, obferving, Chat as iC 
hid been already fuASciently difeufTed in the 
courfe of the debite, he would not at fo 
late an hour trefpafs farther on the time of 
the Houfe. He mentiiMied the charadler of 
Lord Nottingham in terms of the higheft pa¬ 
negyric, and fail!, chat it was a lingular cir* 
cumftance, that in times when men’s fame 
w.'is liable to be deftrnyed by thegnfts of ca¬ 
lumny, and tu bs wounded by the (h^fts of 
detrailion was fo common, that few who 
z&eil at alt in public life, and mixed in the 
piditics uf th* day, efcaped unhurt, Lord 1 
Nottingham ftiuuld have palfod through Chat 
(liAicuU period. Ailing great oiftces, and 
ftanding in an elevated (lation, without hav¬ 
ing his chariAer once tainted by the brezcii 
of defam ition, his integrity once qiieftioned, 
or his knowledge, his judgement, or his 
Armnefs .end fteady perfeverance in reAitude, 
difpuCed. His Lordlhip laid great ftrefs on 
Lind Nottingham's famous fpeech to thu 
New Parliament after une of the dillolations, 
fuppofed to bavu had their origin io order to 
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lefeat the then depending Impeachment. 
By that fpeech, in which Lord Notiinghim 
(then ChanrellMi) earneflly exhorted the 
Lords to pay due attention to the piecedmg 
impeachments, it was evident what Lord 
Nottingham's opinion on the fubjedt of con- 
tinuince of Impeachments wac. His Lord- 
Aiip alfo mentioned the circumftance in Lord 
p.inby’s cafe, of the Kingts taking the Ore.it 
Seal and affixing it to the pardon of tl)e Lord 
^High Trcafurer himfeif, and (ubfcribing it 
wi h his own hand ; on which account the 
Houfe of Commons then in exigence had 
refufed, mofi virtunnfly and coofficucionally, 
to fiifier the pardon to be pleaded in bar of 
the Impeachment. The whole tenor of his 
Lordihip’s ai gument, in all its parts, went 
to prove, that a continuance of Profrcutions 
by Impeachment had been recognixed in 
theory, and adted upon pradlically in far the 
greater variety of inftances that had occurred 
in profecutions of that fort. In the coqrfe 
pf his fpeech he sgain and again fhewed that 
if the cafe were otherwife, and the Crown 
could, by a Dilfnlution, put an end to an 
Impeachment, that mode of profecution, 
defervedly admired as it was by foreign wri- 
ters, and defciibed by Montefqoieu as the 
mofi beautiful feature of our Conditution, 
would become a means of efcape to the 
guiity, and a cruel weapon of injuflice to 
the innocent, It would then be an impoffi- 
^ bility to get at a bad Minifter, let his mif- 
demeanors and ci imes he ever fo enormous ; 
pur much bnalleU Cuuftitution would lofe 
one of Its beff fecuriiies, and minilierial re- 
fpoiifibility would become merely nominul. 
In the courfe of his fpeech he pointed out 
the fallacies of Sir George Jeffries, and other 
Court fycophants, in a reign of fervility and 
courtly complaifance, and reffed his argu¬ 
ment for his conftitutional dodirines on the 
authorities of Chief Juffice Hale, Lord Cla- 
rendon, Judge Holt, and above ail, Mr, 
Juffice FuAer, wlio was, he faid, the bell 
conffitutional Lawyer that ever wrote on the 
fubje<2, and from whofe works iie would, 
with the leave of tiie Houfe, read a paifage 
on Impeachments perfedfly in point. His 
Lordfhip then read an extra^, which fpoke 
^ of the procefsnf Impeachment as an inlfance 
** of the CQnJlatit affivity of the Conlfi’.u- 
tion,’* which lent a fpint and a vigour to 
the whut', far fuperior to any tiling to 
be found in the Conffitutions of oiher 
countries. After infixing upon this cir. 
cumflance, and the elfential advantage of 
iippeacliments, in a conffitutional point of 
view, ills Lordfhip finiflicd a mofi eloquent 
and able fpeech, ilie delivery of which 
kept hiq^ on his legs for nearly ttyq hovers 


and a half, with dedaring thathelhould ghft 
bis vote for the queflion Moved by the Noblo 
Baron, feeling himfeif ripe to proceed wiffii- 
out fartlier delay. 

Lord Kenyon came forward and began a 
Chort fpeech with declaring, that he had not 
intended to have faid a word upon the fub- 
jedl chat day, as he really had not imagined 
that tiie debate could have taken place fo 
foon, being led to cxpeA, from ail that h« 
had beard upon enquiry, that the foie bufi- 
nefs of that day would have been to refer 
the Repot t of the Committee on the tahio 
(accompanied by fame queftiuns in his mind 
eflential to tiie only proper means of fulif 
difcufling the fubjeft) to the Committee of 
Privileges, and that there would have beeo 
at ieafi an interval of eight and forty houn 
previous to the principal difeuffion taking 
place. Finding, however, that the debate 
h.ad unexpaAedly taken a different turn^ 
and fuppofing that it was expedled, fnini 
the Ration he held, that he Ihoald deliver 
his fentimencs, he rofe fo to do ; but ho 
would neither deal in extravagant encomiums 
on Impeachments, nor in inveflives againft 
them. He thought it right to declare in the 
onfet, that the volume of Precedents on tho 
table had unfortunately come out fo late, 
that by the time it was delivered, lie was 
engaged in the difeharge of hit official dnty^ 
and in confequcnce had not been able te 
read a Tingle page of the Report. Having 
acknowledged this, his Lordfhip faul, he 
was aware tint it might be faid to him, ** If 
you profefs yourfelf ignorant of thefe Prece* 
dents, why do you prefume to give your 
opinion on the fuhjedi i In anfwer he (hould 
fay, that he had formed Ins opinion on other 
grounds which fell within his reach, and 
which rendered him fntly competent to make 
up Ills mind to the matter. Having pre- 
mifed this, his Lorafhip folemnly exhorted 
tlieir Lordfhips to confidcr, that they bad not 
the Tingle cafe of an individunl before them > 
the lule they laid down that evening would 
affeiR their own fames and fortunes, lives 
and properties, whenever they or their de- 
feendants might happen to be tried for trea- 
funs, in cumqicin as they would proportion- 
ably aifeft ihofe of every other defcnptioit 
of bis Majefiy's fubjedls when tried for miA- 
demeanours only) they ought iherefore to 
be fure tl^at they did not l«y down a rule 
which, hov/ever it might at hi 11 fight appear 
to be prpf.ent and proper, might he liable, 
when brought into geiieial operation, to 
prove pregnant witli inconvenience, mifchief, 
and dapper. Their Lordihips ought to adl 
in a cqfe of that kind as if they were awaro 
Uuit ||icy vfcrt about to dtp tbeir hands in 
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th« blood of their feBow-fabje£ls< The 
whole of the que{tien> Lord Kenyon Tiid^ 
appeared to him to lie between the two Re* 
iolutinns, that of 1678 anti that of 1685, 
tip«in which his Lordfhip defcanted at fome 
length. One of them, he faid| had, as jt was 
well known, been made on the fpur uf ait 
uccafiun, which was a had faaiuic. m any 
role that was meant to apply geneully in 
future; and what was ftiJI worfe, that Re- 
foltition was meant, as it afterwards turned 
.out to be calculated, to countenance the 
affallinatian of an individual under colour of 
law, \Vliate..T, while their palRons were 
warm and their prejudices ftrimg,* men 
might think of the conviClion and fentence 
of the unfortunate Vifcount Stafford, he be* 
Sieved thei e w .s no man now, when reafon 
,lud relumed her feat, and fobur rt-fladlion 
ha I fiieceed.'d to the violence of par y letling, 
but W.IS ready to agree with him in pio- 
p«Uiic'iig the execution of Lord Staffjul a 
/fj at murder. After commenting upon this 
fat!, hs Loidlhip Haled, that ihere weie 
three ciiHin^ cunhderatiuns which ougiil to 
weigh with their Lonlffiips in deciding upon 
eveiy qucinu'< of criminal jullice, as wdl 
the fuperior muile of pioceed ng by Impeach 
meiit, as the inleiioi pmcetfes in tne loW'^r 
Cl urts, viz. that ilicy u ere not only to view 
Ihtf ci'nltiintional nght ol the Commons to 
iKip^acIi, anil tlv ir own fiinili'tns in the 
chvr.idler of judges upon all iiials of Im- 
perahment; hut th.u ilicie w >s a ihiid part, 
the 1*11 ty .•cciifed, whi. oogti' cier to he cori- 
iidered as m'ltlcu to then jinnee and their 
protection, .and ro be itgaiocd w.th luima- 
nity. Hv Loidlhip coi t'tfed himicll at a 
loC to comprehend what a Noble and 
Learned Lord meant by denying thai the writ 
of lummons w as the I'ourcc of their .'Utho' 
rity aiio ixiwer as Members of 1 Houfe of 
parliameni adtint* in a judicial capacity, 
Jn Ins own i-afc, he w ell knew tliat his 
Majblty's wilt, coi.ftiiutirig h m to fill tlui 
iituation wine!- In; unWO’thilv held, gave 
.Jiim the right to jn<’ge at'l thofi- cates that 
were brought befnii him. It did noi cer¬ 
tainly fpecifv V' h.it riiole caul us tvi re to he j 
hut It gave hull ihatauilioiity, wnh.'iit w’hich 
lie couhl not have taken Ins lev t on ilie Bench 
of Judgment. In like maip'tr hn coi.ld 
not liave c>me iiiiu that 1- oui*t to adl as one 
of Mr. H.iHing.i’s judges, h.id j.o' his Ma- 
jeffy's writ of fninraons called him there. 
It was uni'mihUiUv line, Lord K» nyoii Ir.ul, 
that Mr. julhee h..Hvr was, as a .Nonle and 
Le.iined Lord had ornitd him, a j^uai Irg.il 
oiiiliiTHy 1 but ^<l. Ji.ltne Foftci iq one part 
of his wiiliiigs iuppuiiud the ahji^naeuiuf 


a DifTnlution; and Aire he was, Mr. Juftieb 
Fuller would not have countenanced fo dan¬ 
gerous an idea, as fuffeiing it to be infinuated 
that they were tocoofider iheLaw^r itougkt 
to and not the Law af it wur. 1 hu 
latter, and no other, ought to be thrir rule 
of condufl. He faid, if dry legal rcafuning 
and s Itndl attention to forms of pradlice (on 
wfiich fubRantial ji)(lice depended) were uii* 
pleafant to their Lordfh ps, they had better not 
call on Lawyers tor their oiiimuiis, hut either 
fend them out of the Houfe, or nut fufFcr 
them to iabble ihiTe. His Lnrufhip fpoke 
of Chief Juflxe Hale in tei ms o* Itrong praiie, 
declaiing that it was an nnduuhlcd fa£l, that 
C’lief JuHice Hale would never fit qp a cri^ 
mmal caute bci aule he doubted the autho¬ 
rity of Cromwell to try any Inch caufes. 
His Loidfttip faid, he was in gieat hopes 
th.it what had hern laid down will) fo much 
Weight by the Noble and Leained Lord 011 
iihe wiKilfack w’ould have hern adoptid, and 
that they would have referred the matter to 
aConimiitee of I'l ivilrgas. Such a I'le of con^ 
du£l woul I, he thoiiglit, h.«ve lent .1 ioU ninif 
ty, a grace, and a d;g.nity to their proci edings, 
which lie could not hut feci th.it a co4ifidera- 
tiori of fo much magnitude ahfolutely required. 

The Farl of Guildfotd, after apologizing 
for nfiiig at fo late an hour, which he 
afciihed to l.is wilh tohear the arguments of 
ilie liifl legal authorities inth.it Houfe be.i 
fore he delivered his own opinion, and de. 
Glaring that he had lillened to wh'>t had been 
faid with the greatefl attention, obferved, hq 
was .illniiilhed that any Noble Loid Ihould 
call for further delay. He, fur one, was 
lipe to decide th mam quell ion then; and 
even had he been in doubt, and undtter.^ 
mined before, what he had heard that night 
would h.ive feirled his doubts, and convinced 
him, th.«t, confiiirring the Law at it woi, 
and not at it ought to be, as tlieti Lordihips 
had bc:n defired to do, the L.iw undoubtedly 
was, that an ^mpeacliment did not abate by 
a Diffhlution. He rennnded their Lordihips 
that the quelluni hid bxen befoie ihv Houfe 
thiee months} if, tlierefore, as the Noble 
and Learned Lord who was worthily pl.ired 
in the firil office of Cimnnal Law, had tolil 
them that del.<y would giyc grace and dignity 
to the proletution, it had abe^dy had that 
grace and dignity. Any faitner delay mod, 
he Ihould conceive, he an ulclefs piocralli. 
n-cinn. The Noble .ind Learned Lord bad 
talked of humaiiiiy ; the qui-ilion, as he un* 
dtiffood, was a qutflu n of Law, and the 
principle of our Law was always humane j 
any other humanity, ihertfnic, would bp 
foreign to the confideraliun, when they 
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yrtrt to confitlffr thn law as U was. His 
Lordihip faidy it tniglit be equally conducive 
to (he ends of juttice and, at luiinaiiity, that 
a perfun accufed hy an Impeachment (huuld 
have as early an opportunity atfbrced him 
as the nature of the cafe would admit, of 
inakitig his defence and clearing himfelf^ if 
polfible, from the load of obloquy and ag¬ 
gravation of guilt that might have been hea[K.d 
tipou him pending an Impeachment. If 
therefore an Impeachmenc abated by a Dif- 
folution of Parliament, an innocent man 
(for fo every man ought to be confideied 
till he was proved to be utherwife) would be 
deprived of the only means of pi oving his 
inhncence, and be thus Ifamped with infamy, 
which he would never wipe away during the 
remainder of his life. liis Lordfhip laid 
great ftrefs on this, and on the power that 
a bad MiniAer would have to fcreen hirofelf, 
and perfccute his political foes, if the doc¬ 
trine were to obtain, that an Impeachment 
abated on a Dillulution of Parliament. 
Should that do6Iriue ever be revived, his 
Lordfhip faid, Impeachmcnis would no 
longer be looked no to as the lirlt grand 
medium of criminal profecutinn for dehn- 
t]uents whofe crimes came not within the 
reach ui ttie oidinnry cuurfe of juttice, but 
they would be converted into inliiuments of 
tyranny, under colour of law, to fcreen the 
guilty, while they could not be of any fer- 
Vice to the innocent. He denied that the 
Writ of Summons gave Members ut that 
iloufe their fundi mus. The writ indeed 
fummoned them to meet at WeAminfler, 
but they polTelTed the light of hemg Judges, 
as their ancefturs had done before (hem, as a 
matter of indlfputable hereditary right. It 
bad been faid, his Lordfhip obferved, that 
there were no longer the fame acciifem. 
Thofe who argued ilius, forgot that the 
majority of the new Houfe of Commons 
-^as the fame as had fat in the foimer 
Houfe, and when they came into Weflmin- 
Rer-lialls they would probably find the fame 
individual accufers paatuglng the Impeach¬ 
ment. His Lordfh.p in a general Way 
touched on the cafes of Lord Danhy, Lord 
Salifbnry, Lord Petei borough, and the Earl 
of Oxford, and. after an able fpeech in flip- 
port of tile original queftion, concluded with 
teCuroing thanks to their Lordlhips tor their 
indulgence. 

Lord King,-f.ii(}, he was amaze>i that the 
ifoble Earl wlio Uadyuft fat down, (hoiild 
have ventured to havb,taken any part in the 
iiehate. The Noble Earl had liimfelf been 
ah acciifer, dnd it was, in his mind, highly 
Indecent for any NoKle Lord fo ctreum^n- 
Ced, to interfere with the oitier of proceeding, 
kiic initanl they becahne oho of the judges. 


Lord King faid, .hia opinion that day wac, 
that they fhould>not fuddenly be 'ent into 
WeAminAer-t all witHbut haring a. all con> 
htierod the precedents on the table, becaufo 
he faw no ufe in having appointed a Com¬ 
mittee to make fo vuhimirioas a Report, if 
they were to pafs it by and take no notice of 
it, before they decided'on the general qoef* 
tiun.. 

Lord Guildford in a moA able reply re* 
pelled the attack of Lord King, and afked i£ 
tluie was any tiling indecent in his having 
cxercifed his right as a Peer, to deliver hn 
opinion on a great conflitutional «jueft!on, 
becaufe he had been a Member of the Houfe 
of Cummons when the Impe.ichmcnt had 
been voted. He ceitaiiily concurred in that 
Im|iea(.hment, though he had nev.r concern¬ 
ed himfelf in the management or progreflt 
of it fince. Tiie queflioii of that r>ight was 
not tlie little cafe of Mr. HaAings, but a 
great conflitutional queftion, Whether Iffl> 
peachments did or did not abate on a dilTo- 
lution of Parliament ? If the Noble Lord 
thnught no ^Peer who had nut fat in tliac 
Houfe above three years, had a right to 
deliver bis fentiments, or to cxercife the 
funflions common to them all, viz. that of 
fitting as Judges on evciy Impeachment that 
came before them, fare be was, the Court, 
when they were caikd on by their duty to go 
into WcAminller-'Hall, would be thinned of 
its Jutiges more th,in the Noble Luid peihaps 
might wiAr. Hut if it was indecent in him 
to deliver his opinion on a quellion that 
alTciSled, not only their rights and funflions 
as Peers of P.arhainent, but one of the moA 
cifential poults of the Conlhtiition (involving 
in It no lefs than the refponfibility of Minif- 
ters), he prefnmed it could not be more in¬ 
decent in him to deliver his fentiments, than 
it had been in the Noble Secretary of State, 
who, fo much to l:is own honour and their 
Lordlbips' advantage, had diAinguilhed him- 
felf fu eminently at the head of Che board 
that framed and drew up that voluminous 
Report oh the table, or ih the Nubia 
and Learned Lord fo wotthily fet at the 
bead of the criminal juAice of the kingdom. 
Not that he meant to cUft the leaA cenfure 
upon eh her of them ] he knew their con- 
dudt had been commendable ( he would not 
fay tliac his own condhdl had been commend¬ 
able', but at leaA fie tniAed, that h« had not 
lieeii guilty of an impropriety, much lefs of 
any indecency in Ins cundudl that day. 

His Lordlhip was loudly cheered with the 
cry of hear 1 hear 1 

Lord Crenvilla rofe, and began a moA 
able fpeech with following I^rd North, 
whom he teimed his Noble Frend, in de¬ 
fending hmifclt from the imputation of 

I having 



t 5» 1 


having a£ted either improperly or indecently, 
in taking an adlive pait in the hufinefs then 
before them. His Liirdthip faid, if the 
Koble Earl who fpoke lal\ deferved cenfure 
fur having delivered his opinion, how much 
more rouft he merit condemnation, for hav- 
ing prefumed to give his fentiments to the 
Houle, lince he made no fcruple to confols 
that he had Hood forward in tlie otlier Houfe 
of Parliament as an advocate for the Impeach* 
meat, and by fpeaking and voting, done 
every thing in his power to promote; it, be- 
Caufe he thought there was matter of charge 
enough in tlio Articles to make an Impeach¬ 
ment nccclFiry fur the national horiour, and 
for the ends of national inftice. When 
aAing as an accufer, he had done his duty, 
and no mote; but called upon as he then 
was, by a cliange of fr.uation, to a£I as a 
judge, he tinlled he fhoiild do hU duty like- 
wife, and GlmI forbid that helhoiild be in the 
lealt influenced by his pad conduct as an ac¬ 
cufer I The molinii then before their Lord- 
fhips, Lord Grenville faid, had no relation to 
Mr, Haftings, and thofe who viewed it in 
that' light, did not properly conflder its im¬ 
portances, which were of infliiitely greater 
magnitude than a queflion rtlativs to an in¬ 
dividual. With regard to any objection that 
might be taken to him on account of his 
lately having had the honour of a feat in that 
Houfe, or to any other Noble Loid <h> that 
account, the argument had no w«.ight what¬ 
ever in bis mind, nor ought to have any on 
the minds nf their Lcrdibips, becanfe it was 
a circumllance incidental to all Impeachments, 
whether they rontinued only one Seirion of 
Parliament, or ten SelTmns. Befides, the 
arguments cn that head would extend in¬ 
finitely further than tlie Noble Lord who 
had (iaied it feemed to be aware of. It 
would ftrve equally as. an argument on the 
appointment of every new-made B.fhop, nr 
the eleAton of a new Peer of Scotland, much 
more fuch a change as the General £le£ii«n 
bfually occafloned. In Ihort, Lord Gien- 
ville laid, there would be no end to fuch an 
objeAion; it was of a fort that could not be 
made applicable in any cafe where the trial 
of an Impeachment took more than a fiugle 
day. Having put this argument in a mod 
perfpicuous and ftrong point of view, his 
Lordlbip proceeded to argue the main quef- 
tion, and began that part of his fpeech with 
declaring, that what he had hinted at as his 
opinion when he laft troubled their Lord- 
fhips had been fully confirmed by what he 
had heard in the coyirfe of the dt-bate; in 
■ which the queflion, he was convinced, had 
been <is fully debated, and as ably difeufled, 
as it would have been, had the Report been 
referred to a Committee of Privileges. His 


Lordlbip proceeded to ftate his argument iM 
detail, promifing their Lordlhips to prefs his 
reafoiis into as fmall a compafs as he pollibly 
could. So amply however had his Lordlbip 
confidpred the fubjcA, and fo ably prepared 
was he to reafon it in every point of view, 
that he was ne.irly two hours in delivering his 
feniimenis, which he did with fuch mz.(tery 
of the theme, as much logical acutenefs, and 
as great a degree of folid argument, as we ever 
heard. His Lordlbip fperic a principal part 
of his fpeech in cnnlidering and examining 
the two Rcfohit'ons, that of 1678 and that 
of 1685, which (to ufe his own phrafe) 
he traced to all their bearings on the queflion 
before the Houfe. He alfo fpot^e of the 
different cafes that had been alluded to by 
diflorent Lords, and anfwered many points 
of the Lord Ch.mcellor’s fpeech, partictilar- 
ly holding np to their Lordlhips, what would 
be the litua ion of a party acculed by the 
Commons, if the Crown for its own pm - 
pofes. Of the Minifler from political views of 
his own, had it in cither of their 'powers, by 
the manoe-uvre of a dilTolution of Parlia¬ 
ment, to put a flop to a 'I'rial on Articles of 
Impeachment, either before the prifoner had 
made his defence, or before judgment was 
pronounced, or in any way fo as to leave the 
proceeding unflnilhed. He prefented the 
reverfe of the pidlure alfo, and fhewed moft 
unanfwerably, that the exiflence of the 
Conflitution itfelf would be at the mercy of 
a Minifler, if fuch a power was fullered t» 
exift in any free country. 

Lord King rofe again, and faid, notwith- 
ftanding the Ihoul of hear! hear I he had 
not thought it neceffary to rife, when tiie 
Noble Earl near him fat down after his 
reply; but he had not meant any perfonal 
offence to the Noble Earl, or to his Noble 
Friend ; he thought tlwfc, who h.‘id fo lately 
been accufers, ought not fo early to take 
an adlive part as judges. If eitlier of the 
Noble Lords chofe to walk into Weflmin- 
fter-Hall .as .a Judge, he had not the fligliteft 
objedlion; but he did not wifh to be forc«d"co 
go there himfelf rafbly, and with the volumi¬ 
nous Report on the table wholly unconfioeied. 

Lord Lanfdowne rofe as foon as Lard 
King fat down, and faid, that when he 
had taken the liberty of recommending 
it to tlieir Lordlhips to go into a Committee 
Privileges, he had among other reafons done 
fo, in order to prevent what be was aliaicl 
would happen, and which adtually had taken 
place, viz. that if the debate upon the 
motion went on, it would continue to fo late 
an hour, th^Nobie Lorils would be render¬ 
ed uuahle tuflate their opinions fully. That 
was, his Lordlbip faid, prccifcly the cafe 
with biiufeli; tltc late hour and the fatigue 
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their LorJftiips had undergone having made 
it itnpolUhle for him to attempt t.> deliver 
his fentimsnts at any length. Having pre- 
itiifod thit, his Lonlthip faid, he muft utteily 
deny the principles that had been laid down 
in the courfe of the debate as the leading 
principles of the law of Pailiament; fo far 
from It, the Martjuis (aid, the iniiraim pi'ac> 
tice of Pailiainent went diredtiy in thr teeth 
of fuch fappofed principles. Tljeir Lord- 
1hipS( he contended^ had tm right to go in 
fcarch of extraneous giound of aignmeiitf 
and to reafun upon faiiciftil dedudlii'iis of 
analogy, but were bound to bt jnvcrneii by 
precedent, where precedent was conformable 
to law and realon, and not on the fpurof the 
occafion to make a new cafe. Ho Hated the 
ditlicuUies legal confideratunis involvi-d every 
man in, who had no prnfeiriunal knowledge, 
and Hated the abfurdity of the law in the 
cafes of willso-landed property defconding, 
^ind perfonal property afcending. Ho men¬ 
tioned other abfurdicies of law, to warn them 
from vi'andering out of the cife, declaring that 
they w'ere confined to the fimple and fingle 
confideracion of the law as it flood. Ir was 
no: to beconfidered as the cafe of an'indi* 
vidual, but as a general rule oi hw, of wh eh 
they were eitihlifhiiig or viola'ing a prece¬ 
dent, and therefore (faid he) penflt ten 
thouf.ind Mr. Hallings's, rather tli.in one 
akOin of the law, as it fl md^, flinnld he 
ddliirbed ! It had we'l befn l..d, tli.- M t- 
qins observed, by a Noble and Leariitd 
Lard, at the head of tin; ciimiioil jti!)ice of 
the kingdom, that the whole qneltion hy be¬ 
tween fhe Refolii'ion of i6r8 and the Ke- 
fuiutioii of 168 c. Hi.s Lordjh.p aigneJ upon 
yiele two Reiolutioiis, coirending, that as 
the Relolnton of 1685 annulled that of 
1678, the Refolution of 16S5 was clearly 
tH be taken as the rule of pi nceiing, an.l 
was applicable to the prefeiit ca(e. In 
Older to make out this, the M irqins went 
into the Inltiirv of ilictwo p-rnods, and f.nd, 
he had heep liighiv plt-afcd cii healing the 
encominm palfed by a Noble and l.^amed 
Lord on that great chai.nflhr ry loid 
Nntiingliam, than whom a man of m. re 
ItruH integrity, profmiiul knoaledgenf l.«w, 
and (Iroog friire, never held the hig'i i.tlice 
of Cliince!! t of England. It was, he la-d, 
on Loid N 'ttingham th a he reded his 
opinion en iiely, an opinion fnlly coi.fiimed 
by vvliat he had heard fi ice he cam.^ into the 
Houfe. He meant tlw. Lord Nottingham 
fh:»\ild fpeak f >t himfelf.for, he cieclired, l^e 
held him in his hand, and when their Loid, 
fhips liad heard him, 1^ flvmid be furprifcd 
if tney were not as fully convinced as he was. 
Hefoie he read a fylUble of Lord Noiiiiig- 
iMni'iown writing, he held hini.elf hound to 
date how the wuik fell into Ins.hands. He 


begged their Lordfhips therefore to know, 
that he was a great Cjilledlor, a much greater 
indeed than he was a reader; that he had 
porchafed many manufcripts of Mr. Carr and 
Mr. Wed, names well known, and among 
o'kers, the manufeript he held in his hand 
was one. His Lordfhip then read a tefli- 
monial of the authenticity of the m.'4nurcripc, 
winch wasfigned by the tranfenber, who de¬ 
clared that the copy he wrote it from was 
lent him by Arthur Onflow, Efq. (Speaker 
ot the Houfe of Commons at the time that 
the tellinioni.il wa°dated), who alfnred him, 
that he f A O. Efq.) Iiad the M-S, from a 
pcTfoii o( char.idlcr (n.inniig him]; and that 
perfon .iifrrted it to he a correifl copy of a 
genuine letter of the I'lte Loid Nottingham, 
on the fiibjetl of L'>id D.iiihy'sC'alV, written 
in the year i68^, .and in 1684, the Marquis 
ta d. Lord NoitioghaAi died. Exclnfive nf 
this, cedimoni.d, Ins Lordlhip faid, the .MS. 
bore internal proof ot ps leaving been the 
work of Loid NottLiigh.im. Hiving pre- 
mifed this, the Marquis reail a palfi’e of the 
MS. reternng to the Refolution of 1678, 
and deciding that it mull be revified and 
coireiihd, for that in the fiifl pl.ice it was a 
miflake to fnppofe that an Impeachment 
went on from Parlianneiu to P.irliamenti 
it could not be, His Loi dfliip in fadl 

contraslitded w,'). f h.id been .the pitvnling 
opinion of thi.fc times. H.iving wntli great 
pioprieiy and foice of empliafis read Hit 
whole palljge, Ins Lordfhip commenud upon 
the ..pplicvion of it, obferving ultimately, 
that as It was fo much Hi linger than .any ar¬ 
guments he coil'd addnci! .it that la:c hour of 
the night, he wonliJ tri fpafson th.ir Lordfhips 
tinie no faither, but W'ould content hinifelf 
with op(x>fii)g the main motion, although he 
C'luld not help ohiti ving, tint a certain de- 
fcription of Noble holds li.id been convened 
on full pole to c irry ihe qvi (lion. 

1 ord LougliSorouifh lote ag.nn and faid, 
he had it ip comm mi fiom a N-.hle Eirl, at 
prelept L'tid P efid.ni of tlii Council, to da 
that for h,m, which the la'e luior and extreme 
f.it goe would not permit him to do for him- 
felf, >'iz.tod.ite th.it the N. hie E-ail's iipi. 
nion ciiiiicul*-d w iih lus own, .nul ihat he had 
leir wnh h in a'l opini''n of Srldeii. that the 
new Pailiamtait, IP life Tip|>e'clmietit of the 
Duke of Kvnkingham, ilul liohl, that they 
might, if they ii id chofen it, have c.dled upon 
their Lnidflaips for jiidfin-nt againd the 
Duke; a clear proof th.it they did not think 
the Impeacment was at an end. Lord 
Loughhuroifgh f.nd, he had .mother high aii- 
tlioiny to quuic, v'.Z. llvit of ;i I.c.nned and 
Veil liji'e Earl, who h.id authoiifed him to 
fiy, that if the prefent queHion -was c.iriied, 
it would be driAly cunform.ible to the L.iw 
of Parliament, and confident with prure. 

1 2 dents. 



4 ents. With reg^rJ to what ihe Kuble 
* Marquis had read as a I^IS. of Lord Nutiing. 
hanrii they,” his Loidibip fatd, wuc in 
poifefliion o( the beft proof of Lord 
ham’s opiiiion, viz. their own Jonuiais, 
which contained the Noble and Learned 
£arrs fpeech—a fi>eech whxh Lord Notting¬ 
ham did not contf-adidl, when he afiei wards 
fat as lx)rd High Steward on the trial of 
the Earl o' Stafibrd. There might alfi),*' hiS 
Lurdfhip faid, “ be fomc reafonuble degree 
6f doubt entertained to the aiiltieiuicity of 
the MS. rciid by the Noble Marquis.** 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne rofe again and 
faid, he would nut liave prefumed to have 
produced the MS. had he entertained the 
fmalleft doubt of the authenticity of the let¬ 
ter of Lord Nottingham which he had read 
i part of, but that he had no doubt u hatever 
6n the fubjc£f. If however, upon enqui¬ 
ry, it Ihould not prove authentic, the Mar¬ 
quis decLired he would be the hrft to (fata 
ttiat It was fpurious. With regard to the 
degree of credit due to its declarations, he 
could not but think a letter written in a nun's 
clofct the year before he died, defcrved mure 
credit than any public addrels of a public 
man; and the m.re cf|i«cialty, as in 1685 
the very cireumtlance that Lord Nottingham 
in his letter prediffed, happened, viz. tlie 
revifinn of the Refolntinn of 16^8, and a 
new Refolution entered into to annul it. The 
Marqu s faid, he tud undei Ifood that law - 
yers did hold themfcKps warranted piufef- 
lionally to If 1 ain their hncerity a little, and 
affiNne an appearance of belief in favour lif 
their clients, which they did not leally fc 1. 
The Noble and Learned Loid bcfl knew 
whether the ts&l was to or not, as he under- 
flood the profein-itial track lawyers piirlued 
better than he could be fuppofed to do, but 
he would not prefume to lay that they dul 
aA in that way : It was not for him to put 
Hich a matter to me quellion. 

The’Bilhop of Sahfbury faid, it was not 
his intention to have rilen that d.iy to lay a 
Word to thb queflion, had not the Noble 
Marquis in his' laft'fpeech apparently addief- 
fed hinilelf aCrofs the Hoiife to the Bench on 
Which he and his Reverend Brethren fat, and 
declared, That he faw a certain fet of 
Lords were convened for the pnrpofe of car¬ 
rying the (|ue(lion.'’ If by th.it declatatibn 
the Nbble Marquis meant to cad any fuch 
imputation on him, the Bifliopdeclired, hd 
could not fit eafy or filent under it, beenufe' 
be was eohfcious that he had not been enn- 
Tcned for any giveit purpofe, nor would he 


ever come down fo anfwer any man's pnr« 
pnfe. He came down that day to vote ac¬ 
cording to his confcience; he had liftened 
svith atteiitHin to all that had been faid upon 
wh.t he cunfidered as a gieat cunflitutional 
queflion, and c.ime down with a mind per- 
fedlly open to cunvi£lion ; hut iiotwithBand- 
ing what lud fallen vvith fo nia''li weight 
and aothuvity from the Noble Lord on the 
Woolfack, and from the c.ther Neble and 
Learned Lord near him (Lord Kenyon), he 
mull fay ili.it he was confirmed in thinking, 
with other Noble Lords, that the Trial muff 
continue. 

Lord Lanfdowne rofe again, and profelTed 
he meant iioiliing perfonal to the Ruiv. Pre¬ 
late, or any on that Bench in particular; 
but wiien lie talked of ** Lords being con¬ 
vened to ciiiry ihe quellion,*’ he took in the 
Bench of Billiops, together with many other 
Noble Lords. The Marquis went on in a 
tone of taunliiig irony to t'ay, that he w'as 
furetiie Rev. Pt elate could have no bias, no 
prejudice in favour of Miniflry ; that he did 
not fee his mind on the tilings of this world ; 
the Noble Pielare looked toi a better, not to 
any thing hke tempoialities, traiiflatiuns, or 
preferments. Indeed, he had formerly had 
perlona] occafion to know how little inclined 
the Rev. Prel.ite was to better Ins fruation, 
or how little .iiikious he was to pufh his in- 
tertll for'prefirment. 

The Eilhop of 1 . .hl'miry rofe again, and 
after uiging the iiidvlic.icy (the Bilhop faid 
he hill almotl ufed a nnue fining exprellion) 
of fuch an attack as the Noble Marquis had 
thought proper to make on hmi, w'lthuut any 
provocation on his pait, laid, however his 
ficuaiion had been changed hy cranllaCion for 
hiS greater eafe, he had to thank a benignant 
Sovereign fur his goodnefs, not at the reqiii- 
fition, but in nppofiiuin to ihe known wiihes 
of the Noble Marquis. Burn a younger bro- 
tlnr, the Bilhop faid, he h.sd no right to 
h.rve expelled the good fortune chat had at¬ 
tended him ; and the more efpe-ially as he 
had no preienfions to fuperiur learning or 
fupenor talents. He was contented wheie 
he was, and thankful to a kind Providence, 
and a gracious King *, for what he had ; for 
no part of which, however, did he Hand in 
the (mailed degree indebted to the Nubia 
Marquis. With regaid to the Mmilter, he 
was not perfnnally acquainted with him; 
he had never alked any favour of him, nor 
Ihould he ever alk any; but he could not 
help admiring his charadler and conduA, and 
while he continued ija diftinguifh himfelf fd 


* In the month of June following, the noble fpe.nker (Dr. Barrington) was traoflated 
by ilic fame gracious MaAer to the lucrative See of Durham, worth i8,oool. a year, then 
vacant by the demife of i>r. Thomas Tlmriow, brother to the Lord Cliancellor. 
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eminently as he jiad done, by his private 
virtues and his public fervices, he certainly 
would give him his fupport, which he had 
as much a right to do as the Noble Marquis 
l)ad to a£l oiherwife, (landing, as he did, in 
that Uoure, an independent Lord of Parlia¬ 
ment. His Lordlh p faid, called upon per- 
fonully in fo extraordinary a manner as he 
had bwn, he was obliged to fay what their 
Loi <l(bips had heard from liim; otherwife 
he ihould have been afhamed to have faid a 
(ingle word about himfelf; but he repeated 
it, that nis only ubjefl bad been coiucien- 
(ioufly to give his opinion and his vote on 
what he could not confider otherwife than a 
^leac cunflitulional quetlion. 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne rofe again, 
and b-'gged nut to be underftoixl as having m 
any fort attempted to diminifh the refpeA 
due to his Sovereign, to whom he owed too 
much to fuffer it fur a moment even to be 
imagined, that his Majefly ever did anything 
ronrrary to the advice of bis Minillers. Sme 
he was, tl.at his Majefty never a£led Co uu> 
cuoditutioiially. VV'ith regard to any impro¬ 
per warmth that he might have betrayed, 
the Rev. Prelate had attacked him per- 
iuivily, and tiiat naturally begot a reply; 
and although lie meaiiC no oilencc to that 


Right Rev. Prelate, he owed it to truth te 
declare, that the Rqy. Prelate was indebted 
to him for a part of his prefenc prefermpoc, 
and that he never bid been afleed fur a favour 
with more importunity in the whole eourfq 
of his life. 

At length the queftion was called for, 
when the Lord Chancellor, after fettling with 
Lord Radnor as to the form of his amend¬ 
ment relative to referring a quellion to 
the Judges, on the validity and exi/ience of 
the Recognisances, put the queflinn that the 
amendment Rand part of the motion. 
Contents — ao 

Not Contents 70 

Majority 50 

The Lord Chancellor then put the previous 
queftion on the main queftion, when the 
numbers were, 

Contents — 1S 

Not Coutenis — 66 

Mi'jority 4S 

It was next mo\cd, “ That Monday 
next be tins firft day of going into Welk- 
minlter-Hill.’'—Ordered. 

Adjourned at half pall three in the momt 
ing. 
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^WARREN HASTINGS, Efq, &c. 


PAR 

SixTy-lJiNTH Day. 

Mondat, May 23, 1791. 

^HE Louis being come into Weftmin- 
' ftei-Hall, ihe Court ojiened, and Mr. 
Haltiiigs v>'as called in in the uluai form. 

Tlie Hon. St. Andrew St. John, on 
the part ot the Managers, then opened 
the Fourth Article of the printed 
Charges. The other Articles, he faid, 
had been opened to tlieir Lorddiips with 
alii'iities nnd eloquence propoitianed to 
the magnitude of the crimes: that which 
he was now to open, their Lordfhips 
would not conceive to he cf lefs im¬ 
portance, becaufe the talk had devolved 
on talents fo very much inferior. He 
^ was to impeach the prodigal and corrupt 
fylfem which Mr. Haftiiigs had intro¬ 
duced into the finances of India, and 
their Lordfhips would not think it of 
fmali jnoinent, when they adverted to 
the iinpiellton of fuch a fyllem on the 
finances, the mot aU, and the liberty of 
Great Britain. Weak and inefficient 
would be all the checks of the confticu- 
tion againft the abufe of power and the 
mifraanagement of public money, if a 
Governor-General or India might ere^ 
prodigality and corruption into a fyf- 
tem, for the fake of his own perfonal 
influence. Public iecurity was founded 
on public virtue, on morals, and the 
love of liberty inherent in the breads of 
t Englifhtnen. A iyftem which tended to 
fet public virtue to fale, to pluck up 
morals by the loots, and to extinguifh 
the flame of liberty in the bofoms of 
men, could not. be fufFered to efcape 
punilhinent without imminent peril to 
the public weal. 

The Ariiclc charged Mr.Haftings with 
having made corrupt contrails, appointed 
corrupt agencies, and given illegal al¬ 
lowances, with commiflion alinoft un- 
limiud. On fuch a charge, their Lord- 
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fliips would firft enquire, Wliether Mr, 
Hadings was left to a6l by his own 
difci'etioii on thefe luada, or bound to 
obey the orders of the Cour' of Dire^ors f 
By the Aft of 1773, which was meant 
to edihlifli a general I'ydcm of fubor- 
dination and cuntruui in India, the Go¬ 
vernor General and Council were inveft- 
cd with a certain authority over the other 
Prelidencies, and the fame Aft bound 
them to obey the orders of the Court 
ofDireftors. Furfuant to this Aft, the, 
Diieftors drew up a code of indruc- 
tions for the conduft of the Governor 
General and Council, which they fub- 
luiited to the opinion of Medrs, Duimingy 
Wallace, Skinner, and Sayer, to be au 
lured that they were driftly conformable 
to the Aft, before they tranfmitted them 
to India. The thirtyfixth article of 
this code direfted. that all contrafte 
diould be publicly adveitifed, fealeJ 
propofals for the fame received, and 
the lowed offer, with fccurity for-the 
due peiformanee, accepted. The firft 
Conti a£l which he charged as corrupt 
was given to Mr. Stephen Sullivan, 
again (f every rule prefcribed by the 
Court of Dirtftors. The piirchafe of 
opium had been fiift inonopoliaed by 
the Gentlemen of Patna for their own 
benefit 3 the monopoly was then takea 
into the hands of the Company, 
and the contraft given to a native, 
who had managed the bufinefs for the 
Gentlemen of Patna. Jn 1775, when 
General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, 
and Mr. Francis, formed a majority of 
the Council, it was given to Meflrs. 
Griffith and Wilton, as the bigheft 
bidders, according to the drift let¬ 
ter of the inftruftions from the Di- 
reftors. But when, by the death of 
Colonel Monfon, Mr. Hadini/s had 
obtained a majority in the Coancil, and, 
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freed ffom that reftraint wliich had 
oppofM hit d«(ignSt let artfully about 
hit favourite fyHsm of influence and cor¬ 
ruption, the cuntra(£t was granted to 
^Ir. Mackenzie, without being adver- 
tifed at all, and on terins K-fs aiivantage- 
■ous than bcfoie. This was blamed by 
the Court of Dirc£iors in 1778. Mr. 
Haftings, in contempt of their original 
anftruAions and fubreqiient leproor^ re- 
aiwed the conrrat'l in the lame manner, 
and on the lame terms. In r7i;i, Mr. 
Stephen Lulhin"’fon, the fon of the Chair- 
man of the Eafl-India Company, airived 
an India. This Gentleman, great and 
cxti-aordlnary .is miift have bten the 
fliare of intuitive knowledge which he 
was Aippofed to cany out with him, 
could not poflefs much information 
refpe^ling a branch of commerce peculiar 
to India. Yet fcarcely had he fet his foot 
on Ihore, when he was made an Afllf- 
tant in the Council, and foun after Judge 
Advocate; and as if his delibeiative 
and judicial fiiu6Iions had been too little 
for his innate flock of knowledge, he 
was alfo appointed Opium Contraiflor, 
an office which no Councillor could hold 
with any decency. This contrail was 
granted without being advertifed; and 
for four years inflead of one, as it ought 
to have been according to the inftiuc- 
tions of the Dire£Inrs, on pretence of 
ftar of lofi to the Contraflor from dif- 
tiirbances in Bahar—as if giving the 
Contra£l to a young man without ex¬ 
perience, had been the beft means of 

f ireventing lofs. Bur, however the pub¬ 
ic might lofe, care was taken that Mr. 
Sullivan fhould not lofej for fix days 
after Mr. Haftings propoied in Council 
to reduce the penalty of non-performance, 
for this very curious reafun, “ that the 
magnitude of the fum might defeat the 
intent of the flipulation." The next 
Itep was to aboUlh the office of Infpec- 
tor of Opium, that the intuitive Ikill 
of Mr. Sullivan might not be encumber¬ 
ed iHiith an aid that was only necelfary 
to men of experience. Mr. Sullivan lofl 
no time iu ufing the contraA, as might 
have been expe«ed. He fold it ts Mr. 
Beun ; and Mr. Bennto Mr.Young, who 
actually executed it, and gave for the 
piirchafe to the amount of 6 o,ooo 1 . What 
Mr. Young gave to an individual, he 
would have given to the public, had he 
been permitted to do fo. It was evident, 
therefore, that the contract was givciji to 
' Mr. Su livan for the purpofe of influence 
to Mr* Mailings, by making the loriune 


<4 ] 

of a young man lb neatly cor.ne^ed with 
the Court of Direi^ors. This was done 
too in a time of war, when the Tiea« 
iiiry was diflrelTed for money ; and When 
Mr. Mailings was grafping his avenging 
iwurd to dethrone Cheyt Sing lor dila¬ 
tory payment of an unjufl demand upon 
htrn, which, yet, was Ids than the fum 
loll to the Company by this corrupt 
contraA. It appeared, however, that Mr* 
Young did net give the full value, fot 
the next contraifl was taken at 100,000!. 
more than he gave. 

The next Article of Charge was, enga^ 
ging the Compan'y in a fitiuggling trade 
to India. Mr. Mailings having given 
many new maxims in politics, wilhed 
allb to give foine In trade. He admitted . 
that Opium was cbntraHand in China, 
and then wanted to pclfuade the firfl 
commercial nation in the vVoridi that all 
their former notions were erroneous-^ 
that fair dealing was a certain Ibfs, and 
that fmiiggling and fraud were the only 
lucrative and honourable means 6f bon- 
du£liiig traffic. The fuccefs, indeed^ 
had not anfwered his exjieflationS ; but 
could any advantage have compenfited 
the difgrace of Aich an adventure ? The 
penalties of importing Opium into China 
were, that the Opium Ihould be burnt, 
the veflet conflfcated, and the importers 
put to death ; and yet this was a trade 
to which Mr. Mailings thought lit to 
give the fim£lion of the Britilh Govern-r 
ment in India.——He was not even left 
to judge of the propriety. His orders 
were, that the Opium Ihuuld be con- 
ligned to the Board of Trade, to be Ibid 
to the highefl bidder, and the produce 
applied to the inveflnient of the year. 
Inflead of this, he ordered it to be con- 
figned to the Council, and gave the ma¬ 
nagement of the export to China—to 
whom ?—to a Merchant ?---No—to a 
Colonel of Engineers, Colonel Watfon. 
Other pel Tons were embarked in the 
icheme, and the Company engaged in 
two loans to aid them m carrying it on, 
at the Very moment when Mr. Mailings 
was pleading State necetfity for robbing 
the Princes of India, and compelling a 
r«n to countenance and abet the plunder 
of his mother. The adventure fliccetded 
as might have been expeded. The Su- 
percarg<.es at Canton Hated the iois on thd' 
liile at 69,000 dollars, owing, as they 
laid, to the nature of the trade, and 
the interfering of private with the public 
interell; but on this he did not infill, 
besaufe rhatwhich wasin itlelf illegal and 
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difgraceful, no misfortune couKi aggra¬ 
vate, as 110 Cuccel's coultf r.uu'-^u.n. 

The crr’crs of the !J)tic6Ujr& wcie alfo 
expicfs, mat all lucli hofmef's as could 
be performed by contiad Ih.mild be fo 
perfuniieil ; that all coirirtvts fliuuld be 
piibi icly aiivertifecl, and the molt realon- 
able terms accepted; that all coiitiaits 
lor provilions and drani>lir and tan Ir^e 
biil!ocks tor the army llioiild be u>:i:ual> 
T’lule nnleis had Ivt'ii llii.'lly older vtd 
while General Clavsrin^, C' lonel Mon- 
ion, and Mi. Francis, tiirciib'd tire Coun¬ 
cil. Bill in I 777, Mr. H itmes .^ave tiie 
bullock, contrart to Mr. Jolmlton tor 
time years without ailveniiino it. In 
1779, Sir Eyic Coote piopil'ed fonie 
aniendnunts in this conii.o!-i ; and a 
new coiiiiait wis made out in the nt.-'ie 
of Mr. Ciotts, the coiilMeiuial fiitnd of 
Mr. lialiinos. The iitw contract was 
ni idefor fiveycnis ceitain, with a Itipu- 
lation, that nnleis notice was given at 
the expiration of four years that it was 
to expire, it flioiild continue for fix. 
If Mr. Hallings meant to fay foi thus 
extending the time, that thcou’eis of 
the fJiieCtors for an annual fonliaci wcie 
c.ilculated only for peace, oUw.ht it not 
to have ocLurit'd to him, ihti 'uloic the 
expiration of five years jrvice iinght be 
relloi’i’d, and tliat fuch .>r ie.i! liionl.l be 
the limit of ll e cnitraci ? J h • cltiin ire 
given in by Sir Eyre C ovc, the Com- 
ni.in(lei, was th it 4074 bid ocks wonid be 
wauled for the whole of the rioops ; and 
although it could wot be ixpeCUd that 
all the troops fliould ta<e the field at 
oiitc, the number in 'be conriaft was 
laileil to fiyoo. The i.ite as well as 
the number was railed, Id that the total 
dilfeicnce between the cor.trtc; to Mr. 
Jolinibn, and the new contrail to Mr. 
Ciofts, was ^oo.oool. 1 he tcims of this 
contract, however, were given out in ge¬ 
net al oidcis, and ({ireCtid be lead at 
the head of ihe fcvcial battalions, I.n- 
mediattjy after arnved lellcrs fioiii the 
DiieC'iois cenfuiing the contiail givm 
to Mr. Johnibn, as contiaiy to their 
tiiiniilions, and directing the i34di 
article of the inlti nCtiuns to be lead at 
the head of each hattalion. Wh.tt was 
Mr. llaltings then to do f He could not 
order the terms of the contnCt to he rea l, 
without ordering anotiur paper to be 
read alfo, ihewing that he whofe duty 
it was to exaCt obedience to oiders, 
had hinilclf dilobeyed. He wrote to the 
Direitois, that tiiere was a milt ike in 
their letter; that they mult have meant 
the 13 5th article oi then' inlU'uittons to 
Part IV, 


be read ; that this article was nothing 
to the ]>urpole, and theief'ore that he 
had notordciedit to be icad. It was his 
duty to pive notice of the expiratiu.n of 
this contiait at tlie end of four yeais ; 
butthis he had neglefitcd to do,rilltMt;irig, 
as a rc.ilbn for Inch niglecf, that ihe 
conlideration'of thecontr iV was not le- 
g.dly befoie the Council beai t. Elds 
could not be the true iraJun, i<>r he weis 
bound to have every part of in;; duty .it 
a'l limes hefore him. The tine icH- 
Ibn w.t^ his j'erlc'verince in the fame 
txtiavagant w.iite of llic C. nn>.,iiy’s 
itioney to enncli his fatouiitcs, as he 
afu-iwards Ihewcd in 1784-} Y'hen he 
C'iuvcrtcd the contracts into mure lucra¬ 
tive agt ncir s, which he was alloexpiclsly 
loi bidden to do. 

He was now conu' to that pait of the 
chaise,m which thcch u.iC't.Tof an ntlicer 
was implicated, who liad pc foi mtd gicat 
anu important leivici.s to ilie Company ; 
but wli.U'ver ivluclance ihe Managcis 
niiglii tc'. 1 i) bnprr -ni impiTtalion on the 
memmy of tliai olVuer, tiivv mult nut 
flint llu'ir eyes againft one of the mull cm- 
nipt and cxtiavagunt aCis in tlutadmini 
111 at ion of All. ll.tftui.'S. VVIkh Eyi e 
Cootv an M l I in Ktng:.!, .Vb- H.iilings’s 
majoiity m t'le Council liipimteo (in ins 
own <alti-)g vole. liW'.s tbciTore of 
great impoitai.ee to lus lithgi.s (ootit.nn 
till' favoui and fiip[>oii .,1 Sii E^rvCoore. 
The lalary of a L oi.ricill .r war- fix.d at 
10,000'..; that of CommiMiiei m Chief 
at b.oc.ol.; and, atcoi'tinaiy, th^ lum 
of i 6 ,oool. a yeai w.is ail th.it Gciural 
Clavciing bad ever received. Sir Eyre 
Coote 1)1 oui: b,t viili him .1 Jettei from the 
Couit of Diicc'iors, eidering that he 
Ihould rccLivc. 11.. inoie ; but loori made 
a ill ir.'ii’il of b’.ccol. more, on pi.tcnee 
that (omc I'liili mm !ia<l bitn c joyed by 
Gvneial .Siil>be‘t as Commindtr Ill chief 
/>.• !j A ml-nre^ and mull theiiloie devolve on 
hill- —iMi, F'..iliiiij.s, 11 itcad of refilling 
this demand, as lie oiiriht to have done, 
01 coinnhiiig wiiii it littiallv, p’opol'ed 
and cairied 111 Council, that tire kinii of 
ih.oOol. a yeai flioulii be given to Sir 
I'-^ic C'ootc in addiMcn t. hisiouncr ap- 
piintnicnts, an>l rhaiged tiiis enoiinous 
adilition on the Nabob of Oude, conn ary 
to an exi'icls jgieement that no more 
cl'urges Ihoul.i bv m.aU- upon him, and 
obliged the Nabob t . pay it over and 
above all thefonr.ei chaiges. 

The next Ailic.'eof charge was the 
agency given t.. IVIi, Auriol io> lupplj'- 
ing the Piefulency of Ivladras with pro- 
vi lions in a time of great I'carcity. Had 
K. ‘ Mr. 
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Mr. Haftings*® real motive been to re¬ 
lieve the wants of he wi iild 

have f>id, in the v^oiiU ol iht i vnovo- 
lent rvlis’ic wt^utiicu, ♦* i^hir;'', «'o- 
vi'itih a nniliituJe ot linr 5” .'tn 1 . iven 
M.. ll.tlhn.,s ciC'tit tor an nrf Kunf >x- 
eriu'ii ot powj r, Jbn his iin. ri'c on 
ginared in the ame I’yticni ot diry 

to make ti e tbirtii ol a tavoonic. Mi,.' 
•Auiioi was ajijjwiiii'.il rip;i-ii., aLC-amla- 
bh‘ 5« hii Jbon-jur. ron- 

'veitioii '.ii the tonij'ti.’.j.-iuiules nt ihe 
Iruin C ;.anv ol lionoii)-, 

bill pviviimib^ liixl'-' piincij-'c-. v. 1‘th 
ilirecl the ir.iinis <>1 I’ltii, when hey hate 
no otliei j^n i.i., lU ihe pui'j 'Me;, ot ahiile 
an pe' ii'.nioii ? An ngen. ji..!iieii in 
jT - w'is teniured by the j3iin:tois in 
j'.yb, - fontiary 10 their oiotis i anil 
ten iiioi 'I'.-s aiieiwauis, on tlv aj),.lica- 
tioii ol Mr. Aiiuol, Mr. H'llbi pio- 
po'ei'o nial.e him U'Mnt lor Inpplying 
F' li St. Cieoi ;i, uiid the ot’.iei the- 
lidencie > with iiee ainl other aititlt'j 
ami as ihe intention of the appointment 
sj.i' molt likely to be iulfiilecl by a 
]ib..ja! iiileiation of it/’ he was to 
acrwiint upon his iionoin, with a coin- 
milllon ol 15 ('e> tein. When Mi. Lar¬ 
kin, tilt A:e -uni.ir.f General, came to 
exiitiine the aceounts of tins agency, !ie 
repoiieil tliat the aiLlition.oi tt.e leverai 
fuins W.1S c'M.'it, but 'iiat as iht agent 
was up0-1 he .ur, livdidnotthinkliini- 
feil auihoniio to c.tll 1 r any vouchers 
of the Inns ch..iged. He .iccuiutngly 
p.ifll;d ac ounis to the amcuir. of 
430,000!. the ajjtiicy on which .mounted 

to 3 +> 397 l- . ,- 

• Another .igency was givni to Mr. 
Iiclii, for luppijiiit! KoitVl'illianij ird all 
thcothtr Seitlcinen's, with Itoies. This 
was a new apj onvment, and by many 
thought unm'.cll.iiy. It wa^ tlieulose 
reieiaed to a Comir.iitte ol MLichaijt.s, to 
dtciue wliat rate of coininiliiun fli. iild be 
allowed T i’.ty repi.rlen Hventy per tf nr. 
and Mr. H.ti\'ngs gave inirty. U'Ikii 
this extiav.u .uit allowance was objected 
to, hcf.ud, 'thut he would be rdponlible 
lor the homily oi the agent, and alio for 
the excels of tin cofiimiliion abovt 
per cent, if the DiieAors lli nld object 
to the rate, 'riie Dir.dlors did objefit 
to iti he Ibufled off the reiponfibility, 
and granted a new appointnioiv. The 
fum paid in this cafe above t-ivinty per 
cent, was 34>oool. and conltcjnently 
fo much money loft to the Company. 

He fummed np the various liims cor¬ 
ruptly taken Irom the Cumpany*i.reve- 


nue, under all thefe hpads, to the amount 
of 58.^*381' —a fum more than fufficient 
to p.iy yenis dividends on the Com- 
p-.ny’s Itook M tint time. It their Lord- 
ill' s cci’ I iietl the amoun. ol t' e bribes 
wiefted liom him, which he pretended 
to have t tkoii loi tin (. onipany’s Invite, 
hut wliisii he never gave up till he 
C'.iiild c.nctai th in no longir} il they 
comj'.i.icl me amount > 1 tlie liims ex- 
tcried tiom the n iiive ’►'linces, on tlie 
pica ot Si.i r n,-.. liitj, with the hiins lie 
h:i 1 ihu.s Jr,’ -!!'-;. i i>, ■ ni b '1 individuals 
w'lili a vi.w ; ' ''.it mfliiirue, they 

w'oiiiil fee Thai the .iviiKils .n whicli he 
hoped to julli*y his londucl wer> un¬ 
tenable j that '' iiad aimed at imj unity 
foi ont Clin t by ccmmitiirg annil.cr, 
aivl eiiJeavourcd to Icitcn exloition 
and piuntier by the moll livilh coi- 
riipiinii. 

IL- conrinded a veiy clear and elegant 
fpcvsh, wiili expuibng his confidence, 
til it any' di'lect of Ins iii ojieiiing the 
ii.-dter «;f the chsigc would be amply 
coniper.iated by tlio loitc of the evi- 
dciU-.- and the abill'y with which il would 
be commented upcii. 

Ml. liailings aiidiefi’ed ihe Court: 

“ My 

“ I fh.ili lake up but a vtry few mi¬ 
nutes (jf your time; Imt what I have to 
lay, 1 lii'pe will be det-med o! fiilHcicnt 
iinpoilance to jullif’y me in reoiitliirg 
tha: you will give inc fo iiuich aitsntion. 
A thaigt of hating w'ftedj 
is eafilv made, where no means aie allow- 
ed for aiilwtring it. It is nor pleafant 
for me, tiom week ro wuk, fiom niontli 
to month, trom j'ear to year, to hear 
myklf accufod of ciinics, m.iny of 
thiin of the moll alrooiius die, and 
all rejnefented in ihe molt llu-ckincr 
C0I0111S, and to ieel that I never ilndl 
he allowed to anfwer tliim. In n.y 
time of lift—ill the life of u man 
alteady aj’jiioaLliiug veiy near to its 
dole, four yeais of which Ins reputa¬ 
tion is to be tiuduced and hr.mded to 
tlie w.,ild, is 100 much. I hever cxpe£t 
to be allowed to come to my defence, 
nor to hear your Lordfliips’ judge, 
ment on iny tiial. I have lung been con¬ 
vinced of it, nor has the late Kcfulutiou 
of the Houle of Commons, which I 
expeiled to Iiave he.a/d announced to 
yoiii Lurdfliips heie, nfiforded me th^ 
leaft gliinple of hqpe, (hat the teimina- 
tion of nry tiial is at all the neaier. 
My Lords, it is now four years complete 
fince 1 iirft appeared at your Lordihips' 
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fcaf; nor is this all, T came to ymir bar this country, I am told (andlhave taken 
witi» a mind fore fiom another inqnifition fome pains torearch,:wtd aifir asmj I'earch 
in anoilKi' place, which commenced, if .has pone, it has been verified) thcie never 
I may be allowed to date it from theim- yet was an inlhnce of a criminal trial 
predion of my mind, on the day I arrived that laded four month -, 'xrrpt mine, nor 
in this capital, on my return 10 England even one month, excepting one inftance, 
after thirteL'ii years f.rvice. On that d.iy an inftance diawn Irom a time and fitua- 
was annoiiticed the determination of the tion of this government, which I hope 
Honfe of Commons, for’arraigning me will be prevented fiom tvei happening 
for the whole of my conduct; I have ' again. My Lojds, the leqitcft I have 
been now arcufed for fix years; I now to n'»ke to yonr Lordftiips if, that 
appioach vciy near (I do not know you will he pleafed to continue the 
whether my recollection fails me) to fixty itflion of this court till the proceed- 
years ot age, and can I wufte my life in ings ftiall he clo/ed, I lhal' be heard 
fitting herefrom time to time arraigned, in my defence, and your Lordftiips 
not only arraigned, but tortured with fliall have pioccedcd to jmlgment. My 
invcftivcs of the moft viiulent kind ? I Lords, it is not an acquitt«.! that I defiie; 
appeal to every man’s feelings, whether that will reft with your Loidftiips, and 
I have not home many things, that many with your own internal convi6lion. I dc- 
even of y'oiir Lordftiips could not have fire a defentc, and I defire a judgement, 
boinc, and with a patience that nothing be that judgement what it will. My 
but my own innocence could haveen- Lords, I have bowed, I have humbled 
allied me to fliew. As the Houfu of myfelf before this Couit, and 1 have 
Commons have declared their refolution, been nproaclnd for it. I am notaftinm- 
iliat for the lake of fpeedy juftice (I think ed to bow bcfoie .in .uithonty to which I 
that wss the term) they had ordered their owe fiibmifllon, and for wimh I feel re- 
JVIanagei's to dole their proceedings o . the fpecl that excites it is a willing ui-datiuii 
Aiticle which has now been opened to from me. I now attain, with .tllMiu* 
your Lordftiips, and to abandon the reft, I mility, prefent inyi'elf a fnbjecl: of your 
now He a profpeft which I never law juftice and humanity, I am not a inm 
before, but which it is in your Lortlfliips’ of a|>rithy, nor are my p iweis of endii- 
powtr alone to realize, of doling this ranee tqu.ii to the tardy and in.lefimte 
difagrccable fitiiation, in which 1 have operation of Parlianien'aiy juftice. I leel it 
been fo King placed: and however^I may as a vciy cruel lot impoled on nif, to be 
be dialged with the error of impiiutence, tiied by one gcneraiKm, and, if I live 
1 am lure I fliall not be deemed guilty fo long, to expeef judgement tiom ai o- 
of difrefped to your Lordftiips in the ther { for, my Lords, aie all the Loids 
requeft which I make; that rtquell is, prefent before whom I oiiginally w.as 
that your Lordftiips will be plealed to tried ? Aie not many gone to tint pl.ice 
grant me that juilrf'e which every man to which we mufl. all go? I am'old that 
ill every countiy in the world, free or there is a dilFeicnce of more than 60 in 
otherwil'e, .has a right to ; that wheie he the identity of the judges befoie whom 
is acciiled he may defend himldf, and I now Hand. My Loids, I pray you 
may have the judgement of the Court on to free me from this profeention, by 
the acculations tirat aie brought againft continuing this Tiial till its dole, 
him. I therefore tlo pray your Lordftiips, and pronouncing a judgment during 
notwithlfanding the time of the year (I thisfelTion; if your Loidflnps can do 
fed the weight of that iclleflion on my it, I have a petition to that effeft in 
mind),but] ptay your J.oidftiips to con* my hand, which, if it is not irregu* 
fidcr not the ui impoitancc of the obje£l lar, I now wilh to deliver to your Lord* 
before you, but the magnitude of the ftiips.” 

■prccedi III which every man in this coun- Loid Kenyon, who fat as Speaker for 
tiy may bringliome tohisown feelings, of the Lord Chancellor, laid, the petition 
a criminal trial fufpended over his head for muft ue preiented to their Lordfhips in the 
cvcrjforinfhehiftoryofthejurilprudenceuf Chamber of Parliament *• 

Mr. 

* The Beticion was as follows: 

To the Right Hon. the Lords Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament alTembled. 

The Humble Petition of WARREN HASTINGS, Efq. late Governor-General of Bengal, 

Sheweth, 

That your Petitioner having long waited in anxiSns expectation of your Lordlhips <]e> 
termination refpedling his re^appearaoce at your Lordlhips Bar, finds hirofelf rdieved 

If 4 imrm 



Mr. Buvlte faid. To extraordinary a 
fpecch m»ft not p^l’s witlwut tome re¬ 
mark. The piifonei* at thtii Lotdfljifs’ 
Bar, forgetting the fuuatiun in w)\.ch he 
ftood, was become an acciihr, and 
charged both his tcctifeisand liis Jmiv'* 
with improper delay. It was not impu¬ 
table to the Commons that they had not 
, proceeded louner on iIk* uni in the pie- 
lent feirion. It was n- 1 imputable to 
their L-jr.ldiips.-They had wilely 


taken time to confider a great conftltu- 
tional point ; and the Conltilution was 
conhnned by their deciiion. Had they 
decided < ihiiwil'e, then would have hip- 
jiencd that which the piifoncr deprecated j 
Ite woni'l have been p;evented from evei 
cuminj lo Itis dtttii(.c. Did t!ie pii- 
runev think, when he complained < f the 
h.ni'fliips of his cafe, that the (.oninions 
had aiiriigiieil iiini for imall olfciices ; 
that he came to their Lordlhips' Jjai to 


from one fubjCrt of fnfpence, by being again hrouglit before this Higli Court; and he has 
fo great a conti.lence in the jntlu.e and dignity of your Lonifliips, as to believe, that in this 
renewal of a mm! lo long dej’cnding, your Loidlhips mean to render it tfre 61 ual^o the ends 
of fobdantial jiidxc, b'. pu'Iccuting it without delay, uiuil it (hall i each its hn.d termination. 

If fuch (iiould be your L(i-.o!hips purpoie, youi P< tnioner will .accept it .as die greateft 
bounty which he can recciV'i at me hands oi your l.oidihpsj hut fliould his tri.il be. ad¬ 
journed over to another ye.ir, lie trufts tint lie (l.’ll not be confmcrtil as depaiting fir-m 
the refpi'rf uivcb he bears to your LoriHhips, it' lie prel'umes to lay, tint he (h.ill feel it .is 
an aggr.tvation of the vciy fevere lot which it has been Ids misfiiirune to expeir ine, and of 
which lie is tiie firtl exjinple in the joii'pindeiica of thi.i kingdiim, if in .any oLl.cr .i pic- 
cedent c.in bi* foiiii'i, of a cnnniul iri..l ecii'g fufpeiidcd over the he.ul of an iniiividu.il, 
living Uiitler a fixed l.iw and a civilixeci goveinment, duii.ig I'u long a period of h'.. n.itui'dl 
life, and lo ne.ai tne clou ot it. 

'i’hjtfo'-ir yc.irs are conijila civ elajifid fince yonr PetitioivT vvis fiift compelled to appear 
at your Loidfhips h.ir, ni oeai leul, and to aniwr to the Charges preferred rg.iinlt him by 
the late lion. Houfe of Commons ; but that lu computes the oiigin of tl¥‘ii Impcacliment 
from a much more difl.iiit date, the fiiIf notitic.ifidn of an acciilatoiy piocefs having been 
made fo long ago as Jiri” lyS;, ths pr.-ceis iticlf begun in b'cbriiary 17S6, and continued 
thiuugh die prorogation and mm/ adjouinments until M.ay 1787, when the Impeach¬ 
ment wai c.iirieil 10 '’onr L-irdlhips I'jr; fo that in eff'eCt, tliougli not in form, your Peti- 
tinner has been the Uihjriff ot a ciMiinal pioccfs beloie Uvo Parli.iments, and thumgii fix 
fucceflive years; ytt h',s profi-cniois to tin-- tine li've clufed their evidence upon thioe 
Artu lus only, lumciy, tiie fnlf, icco d, am! (i.v'.h, omitting many points ot thole aincles, 
but fele6fi"g a scry lew points honi the 7ih and iitli, as explanatory of the 6thait'cie. 
—•That your retiiuiuc;i n iv<-s leave to u |'i(‘U-nt, th.it he d.il, in an eaily flags ot the luff 
encpiiry, ciu'c it to be icpiefcMi'.cd to the late lion. Ihmie of Commnns, as his e.iineft re- 
4{ucll, ili.it if til! I'lid Hoiife of 1;. mmons ibould enter upon thri Joiiinils any vole of 
crimination or CMifuic ?.ga ml him, thry would bo pleafed to allmv ytnir Petitiouei the means 
of a f.iir .and Icg.il ti.al for the hme , but thar the objrifl of your Petitioner in m.ikuig that 
req-.icil was, tli.it he m'gi't be afliirdid th.e means of vindic.itiiig his cliaradlcr from the 
fonlett and molt unjutt aljiei fions ; but lie h.is lo lament, that thoCs nfpeiTions HionUl Inv.; 
been renewed and repeaicil fi’om wc- k to w'<*ek, from month to month, and fri-rr; y ".ar to 
yeai, widiout any power of reply, tir profpedl of time allowed him for his defence .anu acijnit- 
t..l.—That, great as his 1 eliaticr- is on your Lordlhips juftice, it is yet impofTrble for bun, 
judging from p.dl cxpetienc-, nut tn feel the appiehenfunis of fuither delay, when lie recoi- 
ledts tli.it the kid great adjournment of the CoUit held hy your Lonilhips m the precedii.g 
Parliament, was made on the gch (>i June, .ind that in neither of the preceding ye.irs did 
it fit liter than illyrh of July; tl)..t tlieratore the longetl intetval which he caoci.in- 
pute for what remains of thi-. Setlioii of Paihament, in its otdinary couife, will be infuf- 
ficuiit to enable your Petitiunei to enter upon his defence, much leis to bring it to acunclii- 
iion, but that he will have to fuClain the intolerable gricv.iiice of feeing anoilier ye.ir of uro- 
fecution added to tlic pad. 

, Your Petitioner therefore mod humbly and e.irneftly pr.ays your Lordlhips to take the par¬ 
ticular and miprt'cedcnted hardfhips of Ins cafe into confideia'ioii, ami to .idopc fuch 
meafures as your wifdom may devife. for cuntinuing the proceedings ot your Lordlhips 
Omit, fothit the trial may bo brought to a dole, and judgment given, before another 
proio,; tioii of P.i I'amcnt; ^our I’etitiniier craving leave to affuie your Lordfhips, that nt» 
Banscelfaiy delay ihall be mule on his part, but that he will endeavour to Like up aslborC 
a tone as p lihhie m his defence. 

The above was read and ordered to li: on tlie table. 


prefent 
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wefent petty crimes, unworthy of the delay. The time of the Court had of- 
geijcious rerentinent of Parliament, ten been taken up jn argiung he objec- 
'i’lie crimes with which he was ch.iig«*fl tioiisof his Counfel to the evidencr againft 
were of a magnitude not to be over-look- him. He did not blame the Counlel or 
ed without a breach of duty to their tiie Prifoner for that, but let him not 
countty and to humanity. The pji- charge the delay occafioned l>y the na- 
foiicr coci.plained of viruiciit language tiii'e of liis defence, on the Couil or his 
ufed iigaiidt him. He niofclfed to have accufers. , To be longer in the cultody 
looked over the annals of Parliament, of anv Court than jultice rcquiied, was 
to compa.e the hiigih (>f his own riial iiiuioubltdly a hauillii}*, and well calcu- 
with that of others. He wirtted he liad lated to excite the compalTmn of the 
availed liinilelf of Ins P.iil.imeniaiy public. But what h.irdfliipof impiimn- 
knowledge, to fee thtt the Coiimioiis nieui ha-i the piiloner borne, of what 
were as little diCpofcd to Ip.tre ilie fa- coinfoi t had he btcn de|si'ive<l ? he never 
cied pfibiis of tlieir hordfliips, when wifhed that he hail j but let not tha" be 
jultice ca led upon them, as ilie huniblelt lamented which had never been fulFered, 
individual. He wifhed him to have le- TheCoinmons had abrndoned p.ai t of ihcir 
maikeil. 111 what icims the thui.dir of charges, becaul’e they thought they had 
iIk Commons was luiilCi'. agamU Lord pioved enough for ilie j.u.pole of exam- 
Maccietfleld, a .Noblennn in'liigli rank, ph, end beeaul’e they pixlened inctyn- 
aml high III olHvc, with every thing about pl<-te jiiHice to none at all. If the prilb- 
bim tiut could exalt a man above Ids ncr complai'ed of .,ny tliinp,heconiplain- 
fello.v men. Vet he was cliaiged with ed ot tlie confiuiition, of ti:e jultice of 
biibis, not with cruelly. Tlie'luiloiur his countiy, which thofewh.-adminif- 
was ciiaiged with cruellies, with honors, teicd it could not alter tin his account, 
with miiiticis. 1 * pieiopativc of the Crown to 

■Jiie Counfcl for Mr. Haflings <>- nut an end to the liliinn of P Tliament 
filed the Jionounible Ma.iag.r to lliew wi'hout ronfnlting iliein. The Mana- 
in what pail of the amcles exhi- geis of the Impeachment had, peihaps, 
bited, his client was charged with borne as great a load during its ccniinu- 
iniirder. ante as the piinmtr, an.l liad as muchi 

Mr. Burke fiid, it was not regular to reafon to wofli fir its couclufion. It their 
flop a Manager in the middle of his Lordihips flmuld think pioper to apply to 
Iptecl. ; bui‘t.> he.ir him oni, and the Crown by t'e'.ition, c. in any other 
reply. The pnloner was chaigtd with ni.inntr, to prolong ihc SclUon nil the 
blood iinjnllly flied in conleqiience of Trial was concluded, the Manageis, he 
his coirupt ads, wiih plunotT and ra- kn« w, would he re.ady to pvroceed. 
pine, and all the txctlU s to whit h they Mr. Fox laid, that he ftioiild only trou- 
give occalioii—'aini he coinplaineti of bie tneir Lordfhips with a lew' wohIs. 
viiiileni Janginge. Were not ihe Coni- 'I’hc lionoiiiahle Manager who had juft 
nioiis to call ciimes by iheir pioptr Ip-ken, had lo completely anlweicd what 
names? were they to think any tlie pnloner hai! thrown out inregaidto 
teiiiistoo levcie, wlieic Iani-:iiage could the Comm'ins of Liigland,that no charge 
hanily find words of liiftiuetit force, could polfibly icmain on the Honouiable 
Their Lordlhips would not think them Houle tor any tielay which the Trial 
honelt accufers, if fhev came to theii bar, might havt liitfered. If any part of the 
to Itatecrimes in teiinsot loft and doubt- charge m.ide by the priibnei was either 
fiii meaning. The pnloner knew tli.it directed at, or iii any manner attached on 
the delays <>f his Trial had not been theii Lonilhips, they heard it, and would 
owing to the Commons. He had been ad on it as they thought proper. Un- 
brought to then- Lordlhips’ Bar at his doiibtedly, it they felt that theiew.as truth 
own exprefs delire, in concurrence with in the imputation, they would confider it 
the opinion of the Commons, that he as ihtir duty to correil their error.—His 
OHcrht to be fo; and fince that time, complaint or virulent language was furely 
what day had been loft to accommodate not made with julfice, nor with propriety, 
them? Let him not complain of Ining —As the Honourable Manager had laid, 
hardly dealt with till he was acquitted, every acculaiion mull bs fupported by 
He w.rs now near the time when his the woids luitable and proper to the 
defence would be heaid, and judgfinent crimes. They would betray their caiife 
given upon it. Never, till that period if they did not do this. The priloncr 
fteined to approach, had he complained of liad laid, that it was a very great hanf- 
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Aipfohim fhat hd (hall belioum! tc At and 
hear all tiie charges ^ened againfl him, 
without having it in his power to make 
his defence and jiitlify himCeU t"i any one 
of them. This was a hardfhip which, on- 
doubtedly,was feveie j but it wav veryo<id 
that the prifoner AiouM complain ol tt. 
The Managers had thought it a Imenty, 
and in the outlet they prupoltd to 
the charge^ artic'e by aiiicie, and *liat 
the priibiurfhouldtltfcr'.d himltlfoii each. 
The prifoner, howi-vcj, who uiitluiibieoly 
Icnew his own caj'e belt, olv’ifCtid to this 
method, and theii Lordlhips agreed 10 
the motle which he hcloitghr them to ptir- 
iiieand of which he now cuinpi.lined as a 
kai'dfhip. Jf It was a haidfhip, itwnsuf 
his own frekiiig. It was I'uiely not im¬ 
putable 10 the Manage'^, for they iiad 
excited tliemfelves to piocure a contaiy 
courlc.He would makcbiitom-obtervation 
mure, if tlie pri'oi.er hi ought any ch ngo 
on the Jlanag-rs—or if he alVeited ihot 
their cundii£f was impioper in anv pait 
of the liulintli,—he infuiined their Lord- 
ihips that they would nutanfwci any ftich 
charge,01 fti ive to juftity their conduct be¬ 
fore any tribunal oi' ta'th, hut that ot 
their conllituents, theCoinnion.- ot C 4 reat 
Uritam. They alone hail tlie r gi I to lind 
fault with their conduct, if tiiey thought 
it wrong—to diimilb them tiom their 
trull—to appoint new M.mageis in ihcir 
place, and to give them snlti nbiions liow 
toconduA theiiif,Ives. To tiie Ilonfewt 
Commons, it was their tinty to render 
an account—but to no other trihiiiial 
would they anf-ver-. nor wovl l they 
regard any obicrvaiions that intglu he 
thrown out. 

Mr. Hallings faid, he would have been 
filenc, if he liad imagined tint from any 
thing he had laid a conclufion coifld he 
drawn that he iinpuied delay to rhetr 
Lordlhips. 

Mr. Buike faid, the prifoner had ac. 
quitted their Loidfliips. It he liad any 
cUarge to make againll the Managers, he 
knew bcfcre what tribunal to carry it. If 
be did not make any, their Lordlliips 
wi.uld know what to think of the impu- 
tation he had thiown out. 

Sir James St. Clair Crlkine then pro¬ 
ceeded to adduce wiitten evidence ot the 
inllrublions lent out by the Court <,f Di¬ 
rectors ; and to examine Mr. llenii on t!ic 
purchale < f the opium contraCl of Mr. 
Sullivan, and the ltd lequcnt falc of 11 to 
Mr. Voting. 

The Court adjourneii at a quarter be¬ 
fore fix j to ht again on Wedne.fdjy, 
and to go into the Uonl'e at twelve. 


SEVKNTifeTll T)A-^. 
Wednesoay, Mty 25. 

The Lords went ir.to the Iloiifc this 
day, eightirn in nuiaher, at halt pall 
eleven, when 

Sir James Kifkinc St. Cldr, on the 
part of rhe Manageis, adduced the evi¬ 
dence, oral and documcnt.uy, pointing 
to the diffeient heiuls ot the 
charge willcli wis opened in tlie fiiit ii.- 
(lance by ti!i> Gentleman in the Huufeul 
Coiiiiti. ns. 

Mr. Young was examined at fome 
length on tlie Opium Contrafls. He 
confirmed Mr. Benn’s evidence, as to his 
having given him one bundled and forty- 
nine thoufind Sicca rupees a-year, tor 
his intered in the Ci ntrid ; he laid, that 
the tfanl'aetiun was a protouad fecret. 
This anfwer totally invalidated what 
had been aiteinpud to be imprelTed 
on the public, that Mr. llaltings 
mull havi been privy ti> tins n anlac'iion. 

INli. Sullivan vvas in the Hall, but not 
exauiiiied by the Managers. 

Mr. Young, on his cri)l's-examin.ition, 
delixt-ied hinilelt with the utmoll pre- 
cifion. He laid, he would not have 
taken the contiad in 1781 on the low 
teiiiis that he did t.,ke it in 17&5 ; that 
the Patna Council, when tliey had 
an iiueiell in this contrail, never pur- 
chaled Opium lb cheap hy a great clc ?2 
as the Co.n|iany got it tor ; provint, 
by this anlwer, that the advantages wt'e 
veiy geneially unknown. —He was r.ik.'d 
if the iiilpcdois were ulelefs in B ih-ir. 
He laid, rerlainly they were, and weie 
einbaiKilling, ivilp'jut any p^-^fude g'O't 
la arijr. frum their uppainiment. The 
aboliiioii ot thele inipectors is Itateil, as 
a rr'ft.e in Mr. Ha'tings. To one qiicl- 
tioii, “ What film ot money he gamed 
by r. ?” the witnels objcilcd, .as hke'y 
to expofe his own priv.aie altaus ; it was 
hnmedi.iiely withdrawn by the Hon. Ma¬ 
nager ; and another, “ Whether he did 
noi gam <utry conjulerahly by 11?” was 
aiilwcied in th* aifiiinaiive. 

The M.magei> then lead the DIre£lors' 
letter, difapproving this contrail; and here 
they cloted their evi-'ente, liaving ella- 
bliiheu the following fails heyomi Uifpiitc: 

ill. That opium, before Mr. Uaf- 
tii-gs’s tune was a monopoly for the be- 
.nchi oi indivMuals. 

2d. That Ml. tl.illingEmadcit aValua- 
ble (burce ot revenue tor the Company. 

3d. That Ml ir. Ildlings, Clavering, 
Monfon, iiaiwell, and Fiancis, gave this 
('.oiitrail toi Opium for one year to Melf. 
Giiliilhand Wilton, they ulfering better 
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terms for the Company than any other 
pcrliins, thouj^h there were thuteen com- 
petitois for the Contia£l. 

4thly. Thar the Governor General and 
Cutincii unanimoujly save the Contraft 
toMeff. (jidfith and Wilton tor one year 
Ions’er. 

5 thly. ThatMelTrs. Unftings, Claver- 
iii”, jiaiwell, and Fr.iiicis, ui'aiinnouily 
p.ive the t.'ontijif for three yeais to Mr. 
f Mac\*er.zie. 

6:iily. ThatMefTrs. TIaftings,Francis, 
and VrlieKi, uriut,i/)’ni^ly gave the luirie 
Contiaiil to the lame Mr. Mackenzie lor 
one year longer. 

ytiily. I'liat AlrilVs, Ilallings and 
Whelci gave the Contrail lo j\ii. S' lli- 
»*n for f’ltr ye.ii s. 

till- h :.!e she fails. The merit is, that 
a coiilideraMc rei/ciuie was ohremed tor 
tlie Conpiny on the hell p.iiiii’le tciins. 
'i'ln-Cl line is, ililoue’tltenec ofomeis, in 
yviiich i v'Liy otln-r man w is jnll as 
jiiueh implicated as Mr, 11 1 ’tiiigs; tor 
it was an oriler of ll.e* Company, il’..*t 
all conn ads fhonld he aiiiiinii, and 
priPted to tliR lowcit hidd-er. Not the 
llighlell evidence was given to pioit, 
that Mr. Ilallmgc. kirew ol this ti iii'-ti.r 
ot llie Coiitr.iii fioiii Mr. biilluan lo 
All. IJenn, Ol liuiii Air. Benn to Mr, 

I bnliivan. It was piove-l aiiU, that litc 
pioiit upon tlpuiin tor the Comp.my, 
liiiiin,’ Hie g>'VciM,milt ot Mr. lialtmgf, 
wIS fi. e htimiied and thiii} tour ihoii- 
f.lli(I p- lliliis. 

'I'ii'-y t'leMi proceeded to fliew that it 
was ir.ipiop.r in ATr. flallings to lend 
Opium, on the ('omi’.my’.'i a. count lo 
Ci’ina. The evidei.re piovcd, that tiie 
ichemc wasicmpoidiy, and mat it would 
h,.ve ii.i!..;,I oiii t{) very great acJv'.nt:i.ce, 
but for an atdde-nt, whieli Aii. Hal 
tiiias coiiM nt iilicr fo.elee nor piiveni, 
and ill coiifeqiience of that accnjtnr, 
the Company loll lixty-inne thoulaiid 
fioilars by ilie coceern. It -ippi ned that 
the Bond of Coritrotil have appiovcd a 
|)lan exceedingly fnnilar to this, and 
It is not impiopLT to fay, that Mr. 
Pitt in tlie Houle of Commons declar¬ 
ed, iliat there could be nothing ciimi* 
naj in fending Opium to China; nor was 
he at ail ready to Iky, that the fcheine 
was not a very proper one. 

The M-inagers, having hniflied with 
this ibporiiic/lriig,proceeded,to the It iiliock 
Contrail. The wildom of tint contrail 
}iis been fo well proved hy the melan¬ 
choly confequencts that h.tve, refulted 
fiom a rigid attention to the ordeisof 
the Company on this point, fmee tUe 


war commenced withTippoo Saib 1799, 
that we Ihall leave ait wi.hout further 
rcinaik, except thi^., that many minutes 
or. opinions of Mr. Francis were read, 
condemning the contrail, and contain- 
irvg on. iimfl cut ions alTeitioii, that he 
fcaictly aw a nec-fliry for any bullocks 
at all, as they might be prelfed when 
w.inted, .IS hitherto they,bad been ; which 
contained in a tingle leiitence the hett 
argument that can be affoideil by man, 
in jullificaiion of a contrail that ren- 
deied piclnug in futuie unnccellirry, and 
inpplicd the army with the means of 
moving, without which an army would 
he iHc iefs. 

I'lrs was the tlullvft of all dull days: 
iMi. brnke iip, c.ired fur half an hour, 
in I tw’.) I'r '' ;cc Ipccclies in I'uppoit of 
ccrt.nn qi.. it .a p's.p.'d.;ii by himielf; 
but not Cirnvmcmg the Conn, he went 
aw..y a.ii.1 ilid lint r ainn .i,g.4in. 

bEVf. N I'Y-l'iB ST Day. 

Fr.id ’»V, Alay 27 . 

The r.oids micied the Hall, twenty- 
one Ml number, ab-jiit twi,lve o’clock, 
a-id tlic i' lanagcf". picceeded to clol’r ihcir 
evidence upon .lie BnlJock Conti.-dl} 
liy -wiudi It appeared, fiom the decla- 
iHtion of Air. f’din Fergnlbn, rne Cuii- 
iriftoi, tii.tt“.i prohts upon this con- 
tr.idl vycic- not more iha-i 15 per cent, 
and tii.u one lack of rnpe. s was to 
be dci'.iiite.f from the Imn lor bad debts. 
This If It'mint lie gaie, he J lid, hcc.mlc 
ill pi'v re Ictieis 10 Engl’in 1 li-.s pro- 
firs of this contrail had been exagge- 
r.'.red m a molt incredible in inner. 
All. Ftrjufbii luiitur liiJ, that lb far 
fio H 6.700 being loo ie.it u number, 
inan' beyiaid th.it niiinl’ 1 wtre tniploy- 
tii dii.il -ne war. ivJr. Cfiguf'.n is a 
miiclnm' ol the inolf .iiepr.iach bb'cha- 
uai-fcr. liv. cd'. I'cd to l-v .ir to the fuie- 
li'y of his I! .lenient ; and thus ended 
this inipori’.’.It Bm'.ock Conir'il, ful¬ 
ly conliimtn^ Liiar It.itemeiii which 
has been u> cleatly givm by Capiain 
Bi'ooiue and Major Scott, ot the utility 
of this lomia 

'J ln.y luxi pioceededto SirEyreCoote’s 
allowances, and read the Court of 
Direilois’ orders, that theie fhouid be 
fix thuiil'and pounds a year in lieu of 
fabiry, travelling clniigcs, &rc. The 
ofBcer next in coinmaiul diew at this 
time eleven thouland a ye.ir. Sir F.yie 
Coote moved, th.it the Board would fix 
his allowances for the fu’id. Thi'* Air. 
Francis oppoled, as the fix thoiifand a 
year was to be all h^s receipt, except 
(xis lalaiy as a Councillor. Sir Eyre 

Coote 



Coote declared, if he had fo iindcrftood 
it, he never vvoulddiavt; come to Imlia to 
expend his private lormnt.—Mr. H.»l- 
lings propofed the allowances, ami 
while in Oude they flionld he defrayed 
bjr iht Nabob, who chearfully and rea¬ 
dily agreed to it. 

It appeared that Sir Eyre Coote con¬ 
tinued to rtccive this money to tne 
time of his dcccale j .and ]VIr. HnC- 
tings’s citar account of the tranf- 
aflion WPS lead to the lluufe : that it 
was impollihle to impute a piivate motive 
to him (cr what he had done; ami 
that he was convinced Sir E\rc Cnoic's 
neceffary expencts conlumrii tne wl'.ole 
I'uni, for he was alw.ays in the field ? hut 
his predecelH r, General Clavenng, never 
iliiTcd our of Calcutta. 

The next charge was Mr. Aiirio'’s 
agency, which Mr. Pitt lb\vaimly</r- 
ftniled in the Ifoiiie, dccI.uinK, that 
whatever fortune Mr. Aunol h.ni m.ide, 
he well dtfeived every iiipee of it; 
that he hvl moll honourably executed 
his comnnUlons j and that Mr. JJal- 
tings had prefer‘i.'ul a nat'oii ft nm per rjh- 
ing by fanttne bj Mr, Aiiiioi’s agency. 
Mr. Pitt alio laid, that by no odier p..l- 
iible means could the hulmtis hive hei-ii 
done lb economically ; ihele tafts were 
fully ell.iblilh.-d by the evidence of (he 
Managers for the prof cjitum• 

The next charge w.is Mr, Ihdli’s 
agency for vith.alling F 'it Willi.im, 
which Mr. Piri had ,allo veiy Itienu- 
oufiy defended; and ir tinned out to 
be a veiy fair tianlaiihon foi the Coin- 
pany. 

Ml. Haftings’s Counlll objeffed to 
fomc evidence as to the pjofit of Opium ; 
ami the Court !;tohe up, having poiic 
thioiif^h nil their cafe as to a walte of 
public money. 

'J‘he tcdioiifncfs of this dai’s Imfi- 
jiils was now and then enlivened with 
the exifpiions taken by Mr. H'Unif-s's 
Countel ; aiut the oppifltion which the 
Managers gave to ihel'e exceptions, and 
{ometiiTms reiitved by the iiiici vi >; ion «jf 
verbal witnell'is. 

Among the latter was !Mr. Alexander 
Brodie, a M. mber cf the iluuie of Com¬ 
mons, who wai, called upon to prove the 
rate of coinniifrion between intrcliant and 
niei'Chaiit in Jmiia. This he Hated to be 
only ihiy. per ccut. } but wiien cr-.'ls-c>:- 
amirKii, he arknowjcdgi d that wi;,ie 
ilnre, was nic|ue, it varied; and that 
theie WHS always a cliaige of intc-rell 
where money v.'as advanced. He iiiid, 
kc had been ten yeais reiident in India, 


and had forgot iTt.any of the paiticulan 
of thole ti mlaiHions which Coiiiil'cl 
alked him to elucidate. Some of his 
own letters, however, being produced, 
be then rtcollerted various ctrcuin- 
flanccs which had el'caped his memory ; 
in particular as to the gOud quality of 
the rice. 

Sir James St. Clair Erfkiiie then in- 
foinicd thiir Lorclfliips Its was happily, 
diawing to a conclufnn, having hut 
one fait more to cllablilh, namely, that 
ol the iois wl’ich the Company fuf. 
rained by the ci nti ifts which Mr. ilal- 
lings in.ide comary to thccxprefsilirectioii 
of In'- malli is. To prove this, he fhould 
callMr.WrightjAmliror-Gt-ntral of India 
Accounts, who had made a jull calcula¬ 
tion of tne whole and who would deliver 
in the fiine iii cm oath. 

Tlic tirll cjiicllion put to Air. Wright 
—“ U’hat W..S the whole lum paid by 
the Edl-Imlia Company to Mi. Sullivan 
for opium r”—was objecletl to bv'Mr. 
H'lllini’-’s (Jotinfel, and a long alterca¬ 
tion tcck placevliich Jailed until aftci five 
o'clock. Sir Janus, Mi. iliirke, Mr. 
Anlli Oilier, and )vir. Ail.'iins, contending 
that the c Ulcer’s opinion was jiothing 
more than the aniciuKs of the debts and 
ciediis c.ilt op and a balance (Iruck—• 
wlulfi on the < ther h ind, Mi, I,aw, Mr. 

atid Mi’. Fi.-'incr, argued that 
opni'un wa-i no evi.iriicc, aiul that in 
iiiattci of account where thcie were 
vani ties of w.t) s to .dceitain a balance, 
the o|>)niun cjf a wiintJs was no pioper 
lelliniony. 

'J’o ihis 1 itter doflrine Lord Ktiiyon 
luhl'.iibed, and then their Loid/hips 
adjoin ned to ilic upper Chamber ol par- 
liaii.int. 

Sevf.nty-Sfc'ond Day.' 

Monday, ATay 30. 

The Coiinlll loi ‘Mr. ILillmgs agreed 
to take the iclolt of the leveiiil accounts 
from which the lol's of the Conipitiy on 
thefever.il heails of the cliogc was to 
be coiietled on the evulenrc of the Ac- 
comptant General of the India Company, 
without giving in the accounts ti.em- 
felves } and Air. AViight was called and 
examined accordingly. 

Sii James St. Ciaii £1 Heine then laid, 
that the Alanagers had clofe 1 the evi¬ 
dence, which if was now his duty.to 
fum up to tlifcir Lotdfltips. The Com¬ 
mons had biought ioiward this chaige 
of giols inifmano’gement of the Com¬ 
pany’s leveniie lof the purpofes of cor» 
luption, as well with a view to detcy 

Others 
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«tlirrs from committing the crime, as to 
meet the plea ot over-ruling neceflltj, on 
tvhirh (he prifuner, it ieemcd, had relied 
the defence of his other illegal ai 5 ls. If 
I'uch necedity had evcf* exilled, tlieir 
X.ordlli)ps would now fee fium the evi¬ 
dence before them, that it was the erta* 
ture 4<f his own extravagance, and that it 
liad its foiircc in coriuption meiely. 
I'hey would fee that paiioiiagc had 
been invented, and money laviflied 
by him, hril to ingratiate iiniifcll with 
)>erfi>ns of great weight and authority in 
tnc Diieflicn, and next to attach to him 
u body of facliuus adheients in India, in 
order to fecuie the continuance ot his 
own power, and indemnity for the abule 
of it. In proof of this I'ylltm, the C'.m- 
inons had fele£led only live aiticles. 
Had they been fo inclined, they might 
have taken almoil eveiy ail of his admi- 
oidratlon ; butthcle they thought w' uld 
be futHciciu for the great pui poles of 
jtillice, and he truded they would ap¬ 
pear to thtir Lordtlups and to the public 
to have Icicded tuch aiticles as weie 
fufliicieiit to charadeiize and illultrate 
the heads into which Ins lyllem of cor- 
luption natuially blanched. 

On the opium contrail granted to Mr. 
Sullivan in 17S1, their Lordihips had 
feeii that the aiders of the Diiec- 
tors for advtnifing all contrails, and 
urcepiing of the belt terms offered, were 
clear and exptefs. Their orders weie 
fptciallj' intended to guard the iiitcrefl 
«f the Company againll favour or par¬ 
tiality to paiticular peifons, ciid inch 
uideis there could he no pretext lor 
ilifjbeyiiig. Foi a deviation tioni poli¬ 
tical inltiuilions, there might indeed be 
1‘oine excufe. I'lie tiicumftances, it 
might be i lid, which made thole orders 
proper, wcic Ci.'mpietviy changed; and 
to deviate from them was not only com¬ 
mendable, but ncctir.jy. No luth ex- 
cule could be alleJged for dil'obedience 
to orders of the other defciiption, becaute 
the principles on which tin y weie found¬ 
ed were inv.iiiable. Yet thefe ciders had 
been dilregardcd by Mr. Flaltings in al- 
nvpll eveiy initance. '1 hey were lii ft dil¬ 
obeyedingiving the Opium contrail tuMr. 
Mackenzie w’thout adveitifing it. '1 Inat 
ail vvas expreisly condemned by the Di- 
reilors} and nct\v>thilanding that, itie 
coiuratt was then given to Mr. Sulli¬ 
van on the fame teiins wiiliout being 
adveiiilcd, and for four years inftekd of 
one. From the Conluitations in evi¬ 
dence their Loidfliips would fee the ex- 
tracidinaiy ciicuniftanccs which attend¬ 


ed that -contrail; they would fee that 
the Secietary to t^e Council, ac- 
cuflomed as he mud have been to the 
conduil of the Governor-General, was 
fo much furpi'iled at the infoimality of 
this tianfaition, that he knew not how 
to put it into any legal fliape, and 
was under the neccflTity of applying to 
Mr. Haftings for inftriiftion.—-Mr. Haf- 
tings foon removed all difficulties : with 
a noble diidain of obflaclcs that retard¬ 
ed ordinary men, he direiled, that the 
contrailor fhotild have an extravagant 
allowance, le.tving the amount of that 
allowance to be af'tei waids afcei tained* 
and abolifhed entirely the ofHce of in- 
fpeilor, whole duty it was to attend 
to the quality ot the opium, becaiiie 
a very fnull quantity of improper qua¬ 
lity might difcredit the whole in the 
inaiket, and render it unfaleablc. 
'I'he Counfei for the prifbner thought 
it ot impoitance, that an opium con- 
traitor h :d laid, on his crofs-exainina- 
tior, that an iidpcclor was an inconveni¬ 
ence to the incnhaiit; but their Lordihips 
would not be mi ch furpriled, that an 
officer whofs duty it was to take care 
that a Contrailor piovided a marketable 
commodity, was tliought an incon¬ 
venience by the contrailoj. This con- 
tiail was foUl by Mr. Snilivau to Mr, 
Benn, for 40,600!. and again by Mr.Benn 
to Mr. Young, 101-69,136!. Mr. Benn 
on one branch, which he ke]>r in his 
own hands, got 7,000!. fo ihat the 
whole fiiin loft to the Company was 
76,1361. f .r it was evident that the fame 
iuni would have been as leadily paid 
to the Company, as in thefe purchafes 
tiom hand 10 hand. It was fold too 
belore Mr. Sullivan had a legal right 
to fell, on the meie promiie of Mr. 
Haflings, a lliong preliimption of cor- 
riipiion. The tune at which this loft 
was incurred was material: in I78if 
when IVir. iiadings, on pretence of an 
empty treafury, thought it neceflary to 
make a progiefs to Benares to enforce the 
payinentof an iinjuildemand of 50,0001.3 
-at liicli a time it was that Mr. Haltings 
thought proper to bellow a much larger 
fum on a fnend and favouiite. W.he- 
thtr he was privy to the lale and re-fale, 
was i.f little moment, for he rouil have 
ktiown that Mr. Sullivan could not 
execute the contrail. He knew that 
Mr-Sullivan had been appointed Jtulge- 
advocatc, that be hid been .'ifl'uciated 
with hiinfelf in the toils of Einpiie, and 
ailnally attended him to Benarcr, fitua- 
tions incompatible with the execution 
L 9f 
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to his contraft. But Mr. Sullivan was 
fon to the Chairivan of the Coui t of 
Direfliors, who were then every thing to 
Mr. Haftings. To them he was to look 
for the continuance of his power—lor 
the gratification of his ambition and his 
avarice—and, laft, notieaft, for impunity. 
His influence with them had been I'o 
ftrong as to defeat a ReCohition of the 
Houfe of Commons for his removal. It 
was melancholy to fee the firft otficer of 
he Company at home, and their firft 
officer abroad, thus combining in a 
lyftem of corruption, and ihariii!; the 

plunder between them.-Mr. Hattings 

was then dieaming of empire and fpoit 
in Benares } and it was not much that 
he fljouUI give a donative of 4.0.000I. 
to the young Cxiar, whom he had adopt* 
cd his alFociate, being about the fame 
Atm which he himlelf received through 
the hands of Kelleram. But it was ne- 
cefl'ary to defeend from the throne to the 
counting-houfe; and his next ftr'p was,’ 
under a faUe aliegation of a want of iale 
for the opium, to engage the Companv in 
a fcheme of finuggling it to China. The 
opium ought to have fold for 15 4.,cool, 
and produced only 38,000!. I'lie lofs 
on this tranfaflion was confequently 
ti 6 ,ooo 1 . But taking only the prime 
coft, freight, and other charges, the lofs 
on Mr. Haltings’s* own ftiewing was 
53,555!.; and in this point of view it 
was evident, that ne had completely fa- 
erificed a branch of revenue, which it 
was his coiiftant boaft that he hud pro¬ 
duced. His Counlel had grne into a 
ufelels examination, to (hew what would 
hare been the profit had all thciliips ar¬ 
rived; hut the lols of (hips, or the ex¬ 
pence of infurance, were to he taken into 
the account; and they were to compare 
what was aclually received with what 
might have bten received, had the opium 
been fold in Calcutta, as it ought to have 
been. The fcheme was not deviled for 
the benefit of the Company, but for the 
purppfc of remitting ill-gotten wealth to 
T&urdpe, which could not come through 
a fair channel, and accordingly it appear¬ 
ed, that thole who divided the plun¬ 
der of Bidjegur, were fliarers in the 
^an opened for the purpofe of carry¬ 
ing it into efFe£f. The whole tran faction 
was tin6lured with private favour and 
corruption, and the iol's was owing as 
ipuch to the iniquity of the detail, as to 
that of the general plan. 

The Bullock Conirafif was grant- 
ad to Mr. Johnfon in lyyy, againft or- 
10 rt, for three years. This was Mr. 


Hafttng8*s own for after dating the 
lols and inconvenience to the public from 
prefling Bullocks when wanted, in a 
minute of Council he added, that as a 
remedy, he joined in giving a Contrafl to 
Mr. Joimfon, which fecured the public 
from lofs, and allowed a reafonable pro¬ 
fit to the Contraftor. Yet after his ad- 
miffion, he gave a new Contra6f to Mr. 
Crofts in 1779, at a much higher rate* 
Sir Eyre Coote hid given an eftimate of ‘ 
4075., as the neceffiry number of Bullocks 
if the whole army (hould take the field. 
Mr. Haftingscontia^^ed with Mr. C/ofta 
for 6700, at fuch a rate as made an 
annual difference of 60.C00I. His Coun- 
iel had endeavoured tofhew, that the new 
coutraff contained many provifions for 
the public benefit, which the old did not. 
Thele provifions were all for the benefit 
of the contra^or. By the former con- 
trafl: any number of bullocks might be 
Ibnak off at one month’s notice. By the 
new contiift, the whole number was to 
be paid for two years certain, and not 
reduced then but on fix niontlis notice. 
He next contrived to make the redu£fion 
expenfive, by allowing half the piiine 
coft on bullocks reduced, and twenty-five 
per cent, on the whole capital employed, 
of which the cotitiaffor advanced only 
one.fourth—and becaufe this was an in- 
tricate mode of reck'ming, he changed it 
to an allowance of fo much per bullock. 
The date and circumftances of this 
tranfadfion were of important confidera. 
tion. In April 1779, Sir Eyre Coote 
made an unreafonahle demand of extra- 
ordinaiy allowances ; Mr. Haftings gave 
him three times as much as he afked; 
and in September following Sir Eyre 
Coote propofed this contradf, which, he 
owned, h.id been planned by Mr. Haf¬ 
tings before his airival. It took place 
foon after the firft demand of 55,0001. 
a year on Cheyt Sing was realized; fo 
that this unjuft and extorted fubfidy— 
extorted on pretext of the exigencies of 
war and an exhaiifted treafury—was al- 
moft iiiftantly fwallowed up in an allow, 
a nee to a favourite. When their Lord- 
(hips faw a Governor General breaking 
public treaties, and violating the condi¬ 
tions of a private bribe, in order to put 
money in the pocket of a creature of hit 
own, they would be apt to think that 
there was femething more diredlly per- 
fonal in the hufinefs than apjieared upon 
the face of it. Orders were fent out to 
reduce this extravagant contrafi; but in 
contempt of the orders, it was continued 
for three years and ten months, with a 
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lofs of £43,ooo1. By the terms of it, it 
was to be prolonged to flx yean, unlefs 
notice was given before the expiration 
of the third year. This notice Mr. 
Haftingt neglefted to give, although aJl 
the circumdaiices were evidently licfQie 
him ; and fcarcely had the term elapfed, 
when he entered into a bargain for re- 
linqiiilhing what it was his duty to have 
put a Itop to without any bargain* He 
paid 6,oool. for the Contraflor’s ftuck, 
and then converted the contradt into an 
agency at 17 per cent. commilTton. The 
lofs of theie was 10,900!. making with 
the former a total of 260,263!* He had 
fince laid, that contra6ts were a bad 
mode of condu£ting the fupply of an 
army. He was generous of his ad¬ 
vice, when he had no inteieft in the 
patronage; but almolt every objection 
that applied to a contraA applied to I'uch 
agencies as he had eftabliihed. 

He came now to a tianfa^lion which 
he opened with rrgnt, but it was 
perhaps one of the molt unjultifiablc in 
the government of India. Their Lord- 
fhips knew that the allowance to the 
Commander in Chief had been fixed at 
6000I. a year in lieu of all ciiaiges, 
making, with his falary of in,oooi. as 
a Member of the Council, i6>oool. a 

J rear. To this fum General Ciavering 
lad ftri£tiy confined himl'elf. Sir Eyre 
Coo'e, fuon after his landing in 1789, 
propolcd that certain laigc allowances 
lliuuid be confii'ered as devolving on 
him. The Council not reprobating 
this propofition, and pleading the exprels 
orders of the Directors, as they ought to 
have done, Mr. Haftings faid, “ Wc can¬ 
not give you thefe allowances, they ai'e in 
the poll'eniun of another perfon, we will 
make another piovilion for yous” and 
inltead of 8000I. a year which he afked, 
gave him upwards of ao.oool. It was 
after this tliat Sir Eyre Coote brought 
forward Mr. Haftings's corrupt Bullock 
coniraft; a lliung indance of the chain 
in which one corrupt aft followed ano- 
tlier. Finding ihis fum inconvenient to 
provide, and difficult to account for to 
the Direftors,he charged it on the Vizier, 
on pretence of an expedition for the pro- 
teftion of his country. Their Lord- 
(hips had feen the treaty with that 
Piince, and the breach of ptiblic faith 
and private honour which followed it. 
Mr. Haftings pretended, that the allow¬ 
ance to Sir Eyre Coote was charged upon 
him by his own confeut j but a letter 
from him in evidence, received the very 
day before that allowance wae fp charged} 


fet forth the diftreffes of lits country, 
and the ai rears due {o his fervants for 
two years paft; and itated, that his 
only confolatioii had been the h 'pe that 
the Company would enquire into the 
caufes of hisdiltrefs. Was it pofTible, 
after reading thu letter, to imagine that 
Aich an additional burthen vias fixed on 
him by his own confent ? This charge 
was not only continuevl while the pretext 
for it tailed, but for thiee years after, 
when Sir Eyre Coote was ferving in the 
Carnatic, and, as appeared, till the day 
of his death. Their Loidfhips had leen 
the letter of Mr, Crofts to the Refidentat 
the Court of the Vizier refprfting the 
allowance; and Mr. Hadings had faid 
at the bar of the Houfe of Commons, 
that “ he had no doubt but he gav* 
Crofts authority to write that letter.’* 
This [ roved the degree of confidence 
which Crofts, the Bullock Contraftor, 
pofTcfTed both with Mr, Hadiugs and Sir 
Eyie Coote, and afforded a prefumption 
of colhifioii among the three parties, 
which unlefs Mr. Hadings could meet 
and dedroy, mud have gieat weight with 
their Lordfhips. All the money extorted 
from the Vizier was in faft lod to the 
Company by the arrears to the troops 
in his pay, and deficiencies in the pay¬ 
ments which he was legally bound to 
make. The fum lolt by this allowance, 
while charged on the Company, was 
12,314!. and while charged on the Vizier 
7i,oooi. making together 83,3i4l.Wheii 
their Lordfhips thus faw coiruption ori¬ 
ginating in the Council, could they 
wonder that the whole mafs fhould be 
diieafed, and every principle of Govern¬ 
ment wiakened and diflblved ? What 
check from fear of punidvment or lofs of 
chanifter could be left on any man? 
what redraiiit from plunder and pecu¬ 
lation but confrience i and how great 
mud be the danger when men were left 
with nolupport but their own virtue, and 
that virtue neither cheridied nor counte¬ 
nanced by their fuperiors? Accordingly, 
wherever corruption or mifcoiuhift had 
been charged on the inferior iervants of 
the Company, they had never anfwered 
by fubmilTion and proinife of amend* 
ment, but by recrimination t ** If 1 have 
peculated in this inftance, you, my ac- 
culer, have plundered in that.—If 1 have 
been concerned in one )ob, you have been 
engaged in two.” Thus charge had been 
anfwered by charge, and hence the evi¬ 
dence had been obtained, which enabled 
the Commons to bring tbofe enormities 
before their Lorddups, This dngle ar- 
jL a ticl« 
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tide reprefented a miniature of the whole 
olitical life of Mi. Haftings It exliu 
itul, fiift an a£V of coiruptior, then a 
breach of treaty and extortion, and lad of 
ail an acciil'ation againft Sir Eyre Cootc, 
after he was dead, and time was no 
danger of an anfwer. Mr. Harti. Ind 
faid, that he bad fent orders to difcon- 
tinue the payment of this .iliowancc, hut 
the order was i?nr to the iiii'iiary ci tn- 
miilary, who, he knew, hail Set re oil- 
continued the paymriit, and not to the 
Vizier, by whom he knew the payment 
was ftill made. This was a mere hib- 
terluge, to enrible him more cafily to 
fatisfy the Direduis that he h.ut done 
jbmiiiiing in obrdunce to their com¬ 
mands, although VI hat he had done 
was nthcr an inlitlt than an aift of 
obedience. The Dii.dois had been 
perhaps too eafily iaiisfied on many oc- 
cafions, but thnr coiiupt facility was 
no excuie tor their fcivants, who cor- 
rupie.i them. 

The next article was the agency of 
Mr. Aiiriol. In December 17S0, he 
prop ltd to fupply Madras, and its de¬ 
pendencies, with provilions. His pio. 
poul was accepted, and the hilt iiitci- 
ruption to the execution was on the Com¬ 
plaints from Bombay ot the extrava¬ 
gant price chargci lor lict, when they 
could fupply themfelvrs at a much cheaper 
rate. It was in evidence that hi^ was 
appointed agent for all the other Pie- 
fidaiicies ; and a gentleman of extenfive 
Commercial dealings and high char.iCfer 
had been examined, who Itated, that 
five percent on the purchafcfwas the 
ul'oal commercial coa)miliioii.---Mi.Aii- 
riulcha'geil but Jlfteen per cent.not 

only on the pnrclial'e, luit..ii the freight, 
and all otliei inciileniai expences. Com- 
milii in on the incidental expellees was 
uuneccllaiy, and all above five ptr cent, 
on the purchate; and by this exorbi¬ 
tant chaigc the Comp'iny had left 
34,296!. He had aifo introduced a 
jiew/lyftrm of acccuntai.tlhip-- a (yitem 
of accounting, not by vouchers, but upon 
honour. How this principle came to be in- 
iro.iuced in the mercantile trania^ions 
of a Commei cial Company, it was not cafy 
to conceive. It was a thing lb abfurd 
as to admit of no aggravation, from 
t any inode of dating it, and could have 
been introduced for no purpofe but that 
of fraud and deception. Weieaman 
to come to their Luidthips’ Bar, and 
lay, “ Here are my vouchers, but you 
(hail not look into them, I will be ac- 
eoontabie only oa piy honour i’* would 


they not 'think that his honour in thfe 
fenfe was a (uhlhtute for liis hontfy f 
In their Lordfliips’ bolbms w.i8 the puie 
fanftinry of honour. They felt and 
cheiifhed the generous principle. To 
that pi incipie they apptale>'. unlulpefled, 
when othei men miilf appeal loiemnly 
to the De.ty; and he was lure they 
mild repiohate its degraiiation to pur- 
)>oles fo bale and vile, as that of pal- ,, 
ling unauthenticated accounts. 'I'he ' 
Direftors firt’ orders to reduce the Com- 
miflton. Mr. Auriol gcneroufly nlFeied 10 
continue his agency without any }>rofit, 
if he were hut indeinnifiedfos, (he lifk. 
Now the I ilk was all to the Company > 
every lois was charged tu then aicounr, 
and the Agent allowed intcielt for 
money in advance. And after ;h!S re- 
du£fioii Mr. Auriol, as appeared by the 
evidence, which had come out much 
ftrmger than the Managers expelled, 
chaiged twenty-five cent, on the pui- 
chale, and live per cent, on the Inciden¬ 
tal expeners. He accompanied his gra- 
tuiiuu- offer with the condition that he 
was dill to account upon honour. This 
naturally intiuced a Ifrong lufpicion 
ot the foiiuci tianfailioiis. Mr. Larkin, 
Accountant Geneial at Fort William, 
having been oideicil to examine Mr. 
Auri< i’s accounts, obleived, in the ^ 
giave and formal dile ot irony, ** that 
he found them corie6l in the aJditions 
and caleulations ; but the agent being 
upon honour with rel'pe^f to the fuins 
chaiged for the articles lupplied, he did 
not think himicit authorized to requite 
any voucher of the In ins chaiged tor de- 
muirage of Hoops, &c. C)ii the lame 
gionnd he thought liinilelf bound to ad¬ 
mit the liiins dckn wledgcd as received 
for the Tales of goods retiiri ed, without 
leqniiing voiiclieis of the rates at wliich 
they wtie fold.’’ Would not any man 
think that this report was made witli a 
view of ridiculing the whole tranfailiun ? 
It was a great aggiavation, that this 
agency w/s given to fupply a province 
aimed peiifhing by famine, and where 
not only lice was wanfng, but money. 
Thus tile trcal’uiy of Fort Sr. George 
was draine,! in a time of didrefs, and 
a monopoly erefled for iht benefit of 
an inuividual, which prevented com¬ 
petition, and dopped all the natural chan¬ 
nels of iiipply. 

It had been thought neceflary for the 
defence of Bengal to edabbfh a depot of 
doresand pruvilicns. This General Cla¬ 
vering, who was rerponfible lor the de> 
fence of the provinccj had always op. 

pofed } 



I 77 1 


pofed ; and when adopted, the allowance 
to the Agent was the fubjef): ol much 
debate in the Council. It was'agieed 
to refer the deciflon to thole mcichants. 
Thrir report was twelve per cent, for ie« 
placing ftntea daniagwl or deca\ed, five 
per cent, commifiion, and thiee per cent, 
foi fervants—in all twenty per cent. Mr. 
Crofts, the Ijii'luclr Coniraftni, was one 
of the reK’iees, and could not be I'lippoled 
hoftile to the views of Mr. Haltings. 
yet after this report, Mr. Haftmgs pro- 
poled and gave an allowance of iliiity 
percent. Were the caf. to icft on this 
alone, the extravagance of the allowance 
would be ftriMig tvidi-r.ee of coriupticn. 
'I'heir 4 _crdfliips woiild find, in th<. Mi¬ 
nutes of Council on this iiit jiff, the 
ffriffeft principles of oecor.omy uiio pio- 
pritty rccoKted by thole who oppu.d 
fiich profulioii ; and Mr. HaHings, to 
fave apptaiances in foine degr-e, unaer- 
took that Ml. Beilis the agent fhould keep 
accounts, and refund luch paitof the 
allowance as the Diieffors (liouid think 
too much. Ml. Beilis, whow^s his pri- 
vale bccietaiy, did keep accounts, and 
in which their Lordlliips would lee a 
charge of lo.oool. for articles too mi¬ 
nute to be enumerated. They would 
alio fee that the lot's on replacing licres 
in two yeais amounted only to 4,cool. 
and that the allowance of twelve per cent, 
on this head would have been 10,700]. j 
fb that ontheterms propoled by theCom- 
initree ct Meichants, theie would have 
been a nett profit of 6,700!. Mr. H.il. 
tings next piupoled to convcit this 
a^eiicy into a contraff, which he did for 
five yeais, on the memorable 9th of Ai<- 
g;<lf 17S9, the fame day on which he 
cmtciuiicd the Bullock Contraff. 'I his 
v.'s jultat the time when Mi. Uaflings 
thought his power on the eve of chllolu- 
tif-n j when he I'eeined to fay, “ What 
fhsll I do to make the milcinefs of my 
government as lotting as 1 can f I will 
fix tlicixpencesof my fylltin by lOi.tiH^tJ. 
1 will put a Ipeedy lefuim >ie}ond the 
power of my liicceflTors ; 1 will leave 
them opprelfed with expences which I 
have cieatcd, to eat the bitter biead 
winch I have prepared, and to be intuited 
by the .claims of my dependanis, who 
will have all the prote6fion of law tofup* 
port jobs, and who will, perhaps, have 
gratitude enough to allow me a fbrre in 
the profits.” Such appeared to have been 
the woi kings of his mind. It was no 
new inleitnce from his conduct. It was 
an infeience made by Mr, Francis at the 
time, who faid, th.it were he to fucceed 
to the Uoveinmenti (te would fet afido 


thefe Centralis if he could. Mr. Haf- 
tings had in fome de^ec avowed his pur- 
pofe. He had faid, that when be faw a 
lyft-:matic oppofiticn to eveiy meafiire 
by which an iin.ividiial might evenitiaily 
be benefited, it was natuial and julf to 
put thole who had ilone hi.n iervice out 
of the power t.f his fiirn.ies. Like the 
u'.juff Stew.-ird, he was mining f iendt 
of ihe iiniighieons Mamirm., in ho;>ec 
that whfii liepiived of his liewar ifliip, 
fome part of it would rcveit to himfelf. 

Havii>>. .lor.c'hrougli the fcveial heads 
of the C'l!.n '.c, he rccipitulated the lof$ 
to tlie ('omp.iny on each. 

On tlie til lurn Contraiil - £- 76 , 1^6 

On the Smuggling to China - 5*,555 
On the Bullock Cuiitr<dt - 260,261 

On Sir Lyre Ccoic’s Allowance 83,314. 
On Beius /fgcncy _ 34,43* 


Total ,Cs4-i. 096 
He had cn]le£fed the fcver.il lums into 
one total, foi the puipofe of fhewing,. 
that when Mr. Haftn.gs, by the pliiiuler 
of I he Begums, and all the mafs of ini¬ 
quity th.it attended it, obtained 500,000!. 
he had iquantleied a gieater i'lini in five 
inlt.mces only. He had alicaily Ihcwn, 
that by the Bullock Coiitraa he entailed 
a greater annual expcnce than the 
amount of the lubfuiy unjufiiy txjfted 
fiomCheyt Sing, and reduced his fuc- 
ceffoi to the alternative c'f providing for 
that expence out of the ordinary reve¬ 
nues, or of cominuing a fiiblidy con- 
traiy to public faith, His plea formanyof 
his oppi«fi[lve affswas State neceflity,But 
he w.is not to avail himfelf of a neceC. 
fity which he had created by corruption, 
Ti.e Coiiimons ha.i now prefented acorn, 
pletc jiiiriire of the government of Mr, 
Haitinks. *1 ill this Chaige was in evi¬ 
dence, it was nol cemp'ete. It was now 
in full proportion and in proper colours. 
In the confidence that they had done all 
this, that they had done all that was re- 
quifite lor fubfiaiitial jiifiice, and redreft 
of wrong, they had been cautious of de- 
feating their end, by too curious a pur- 
iuit of all that they might have purfued. 
In the two firit Articles, they bad 
(hewn his tyranny and want of faith ; in 
the third, his perfonal guilt in taking 
money for himfelf j and in the laft, they 
had met his defence of State neceflity, by 
ihewing that, if necetlity exifted, it was 
the coniequence of corrupt prodigality 
th.it it was the confequence of Aims la-^ 
vifhed to attach a party to his intereft, 
to enable him to defy the law, and fecurc 
wealth foully gotten by foul means. In 
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thi* prorecutlofl they had rainy difficul¬ 
ties to furmount, «nd miift fee thecMi- 
clulion of it with fome faiisfafliori— 
when the t.ilk of invtftigjHtion was trans¬ 
ferred to their Lordlhips, wJ'.en they 
weie to comjilete and confirtn the exti- 
tions oi the Cuinraons to imjuove the 
Government ot India, to give to tiie na¬ 
tives peace and propertv, and feewrsthe 
public virtue of their own coufuiy againlt 
the contagion of evil eK.^111 >'■. 'I lie 
appioach of this penoil they Uw witli 
ple.ifuie, with the fniltll confidence in 
their 1 oiV/lnps’ honour, and li'miy per- 
I'uaded tint tneir dtcifion would convince 
thole who feem to think Nii>i/ tarn fane- 
turn quod non violarii nihil tarn ntunitum 
quod non ex*>v^nari pecunia pojjil—ti^it 
It was neither to be Invaded by fear, nor 
uiidtrinined by influence. To tiitir 
Lordihips the Commons now committed 
the prilai e:; to their Lot dihips they gave 
the opportunity of confirming the opi¬ 
nion which the world entertained ot their 
jvidgment and their juftice. They had 
not flnunk frem the obloquy of the 
piuiecution. 'I'hey had liilened only to 
the fiiggcfiions of duty to the people of- 
Great rriiHin, whofe imerril it wus that 
coniisition ihould be repreded, and the 
people of India protefled not plundered, 
gov'.riicd not oppiclVed. 

^jr. Buike now addrelTcd the High 
Cnuit in a very flioit ipetch. He laid, 
that all'he Mana-'crs hcie cit led their 
Chaiges. 'J'liey did not proceed to any 
Of her Ill the Articles, and ilicy approached 
this day vinh a mixtiiic of confidence 
and lo'.icitude—cc:-fidtn'c 111 the jnllice 
of (hell caiilt—..I .! folicitude that the 
highelt Cotiit which the Cooltitution 
knew would vndicatc, not iiieicly the 
piin-ipit’S of Government, hut the dil‘- 
penfaiiejos of Piovielenc?; and would 
fltew, that the terriioiy lb remote whjch 
PiOMi'ciic: iiad lubjtifted to (liedoininun 
of Great iljitam, out Gcvtrnii.ent had 
^neigy an<i ahi:i‘.y to piotedl and cherilli; 
•—to flirw that the jtiii^.ioi'i ill tu'ocoun¬ 
tries fo rem’rc, was not unnatur-l and 
tuonliioiis—out ot me fettled c-rdvr of 
fhings, and productive only of evil and 
palemry to butli—but thai the p. inciples 
our Conllitution had lucb vigour .md 
afliuity, tliat the arm cl Bii’ilh juitice 
yoiild extend even to the mo(f diitant re- 
gionstif iheeanh, and fnanilell the dig- 
pity. the power, and the parental ftelings 
of fhe country. They approached this 
day, when they w'eie to ceafe Iroin their 
Libouis with fatistaifion—not becaule 
they weit fatigued vviih the duty—no: 


becaufe they fhrunk from the other part* 
of the Charges which they originally 
brought to their LordIhipo bar—but be¬ 
caufe they were ardently folicitous that 
the unhtppy becaiife guilty mau (tlie 
piilbner at the bar) might come to his 
defence—that the julltce due to his 
C'inies might not be delayed—and that 
their Loidihips might be lelieved from 
the fevere part which they had to fulfil 
in this national profecution. '1 he life of 
man ncctlfirily fhoitened their iaboms-- 
they were leally arixicus to bring it to a 
coiiclufion, and they yielded a cheerful 
obedience 10 the HonouraMe the Houle 
ul Commons in here doling their accu- 
faiions, and calling on Waircn Hfaltings 
for Ills Defence. 

W hat iiev/ mode of defence he meant 
to let up, he was utterly at a lofs to an¬ 
tic-pate. The piifoner's life had been 
divcrfified with alternate crime and apo¬ 
logy } for even when in the meridian of 
hib caicer, every a£l of his life was a 
crime agdintl theorders of his employers; 
and he was immediately called cn for an 
explanation, and an apology.—Such had 
been his courfeof life, and in every mea- 
fure he had been condemned by his em¬ 
ployers, and reprimanded, umil now, 
that he was brought to the latt agonizing 
ilinggle, foleinnly accufed, impeached, 
tried, and convi£lcd, by the Commons 
of England. It was here, as he had 
laid, that his had been a life ot Im¬ 
peachment—for his trial had not begun 
wiili ihc Charges hiDught to their Lord- 
Ihips bar. His whole life had been Ijient 
between t'-i-j commiifion of ciimes, and 
tile delence ot them. Never was man, 
in triitli, 1(1 pioinpt and ready with bis 
detencc---oi whoclianged the tormut his 
delcnce with lb much tacility. 

Wlieri an enquiiy was made by the Of¬ 
ficers ot the Grown into his conduct, he 
came tor'v-.rd with an apolngy. And 
wiien the lloufeol Commons t-.'ok up the 
hiiiniei!,, and took it up in th^ l.iirt it way, 
having all ihe'Chnges againllhun, to¬ 
gether with all his apologies iirdtr ihcir 
cuiiiiuciaiion, and when they were me-, 
thodizing stnd putting ihcm into foim, he 
came forth unrlk^ii wiih another an- 
fwei. This was delivered by himfclf— 
deiailed---divided—and arranged un¬ 
der fpecific heads. They weie read to 
the Houfehy his confidential fiicmls. But 
n-i looiur were the Charges brought to 
their Lorddnps’ Bar, than^he came forth 
again, and defired to falfify every de- 
teiice he had made, to remove them from 
their LorJihips’ table--atnd that they 
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would confiJer him as having made no 

defence at all. 

Now he is to make his laft defence—the 
defence which he muft (fand to—and he 
confelfed he was anxiovis to hear what 
that defence could be. He complained 
of the hard language which had been 
ufed againft him in the CL-uil'e of the pro- 
i'ecution. Hard language, was a mode 
of accufation whicli would do him no 
harm (for, unleis fupported by hard fac^s, 
abufive words would lecoi! on him who 
ufed them, and would pafs like empty 
air over the head of an innocent mnn. His 
defence would ftiew wnether the words 
which had been ufed were defamatory or 
nut—and the Managers now called upon 
him for his defence. They called upon 
him in the name of the Commons Honfe 
of Pailiament—they called upon him 
in the name of the Commons of K ipland 
to make his defence. The Managers 
would not detain their Lordfliips by any 
enumeration of the Articles, cr of the 
points which they had piovtd. 'Phey left 
them to their Lordfliips. They called 
upon the prifuner for his defence, referv- 
ing only to themfelves, their known and 
unqueltionable right uf replying to his 
defence, of calling evidence if they 
fhould think pioper—and this tight, in 
its full and unqualilied degiee, they 
claimed for themfelves in the name of the 
Commons Houle of Parliament, and of 
all the Commons of Great Britain. 

Here the Honourable Managers clofed 
the prufecution. 

Lord Kenyon, who fat as Speaker of 
the Court of Iini>eachment, faid to Mr. 
liaftmgs, that it now his time to 
snake his defence. 

Mr. Hallings faid, that the Petition 
which he hitd taken the liberty to prefent 
to their Lordihips Ifill lay beloie them, 
and as they had nut yer coiidrfcended to 
give their anfwer to its prayer, he was 
led to cherifh a hope that they might puf- 


fibly gcant It. It was highly Important 
to him, in his prefent •dtuation, that h« 
Ihould learn their Loidfliips’ pleafiire on 
his Petition, that he might confoim him- 
fe!f thereto in preparing his defence. Ac 
any rate, he humbly funplicated their 
Lordihips, that they would indulge him 
with appearing at lead: one day more at 
their bar this year. He made his reqiieft 
in the event of their Lordihips relufing 
the prayer of his Petition, and he trufted 
they would not think it prefumptuous 
or unreafonabie. 

HiS defence had been anticipated, and 
rcmaiks made upon it, in a way wliich 
he could not conlider as perfe£l!y lair. 
He would con*'ent hiinfelf tur a moment 
with this fingle ohfervation—that he 
wou'.d not attempt to juftiiy his afls by 
the plea ot State neceflity. Though the 
iieccllities of the Bengal Government, 
when under his care, were many, vari¬ 
ous, and urgent, he would not place 
his defence on that ground ; but would 
ibew, to the puie and perieib conviction 
of tlieir Lordihips, that the meafures fo 
vehemently afperlcd, were individually 
founded on honour, probity, and juilice 
—and thit they were confonant with the 
fpiiit and principle of the authority and 
inllruClions with which he was invetted. 
If he failed to prove this, the harih 
and hard terms which had been ufed 
againlt him he mult acknowledge to 
be jult. 

As it was necelTary for him top.aufein 
the preicnt moment, l e again Ibnci'etl 
their Loiddiips’ indulgence >hat he might 
be pcimitte J to appear at leoft one Oay 
mote durinr the pie<’ent SJiion at their 
Loid.Oiips' bar, and he would anxioully 
wjji iurtheii aid'wei. 

A mtH'age was lent down from lh« 
Loids i.iter they reiurned tothiir Cliain- 
bei of I'.M li.iiiiBiti *, that they would fit 
again on rhuilUay next. 

SEVtiNTT- 


* On the following day, Tuesbay May 31, Lord King rofe, purfuant to tha 
notice he had given this day, and begged le.vve to cdl their Lordihips' ntteiUion to a 
fubjeCt which he cnnlidered of (he gre-itelt mngnitiide and importance, not on account 
of the individu-il who was molt inter. Ited in it, bn: as it roiterislly concerned their 
Lordihips and eveiy fubje£l in tins conntry. He l.tid, thit on a former day, ha 
bad the honour of prefenting a Petinun from Mr. H-dlings ; winch, aUliough it lay 
upon the table, (liil he could not fay had entiicly efcaped their Lordfliips’ attention: 
be muft again bring the prayer of it under difcuflion. He then expstbted on the 
great length of the trial, the hardfhips that the prifuner mull have fulTcred, and the 
uncertainty of the period when it would he ended. He wai, jw.ue ilut ohjedt'uns m^ght- 
be made to the motion he intended to bring forward, on account of the probible duration of 
Mr. HalLngs's defence; but in order to do away tliefe, and clear up tint puini, he would, 
with the Imvo of the Houfe, re.ad a letter which he had recewid from Mr. Hillings na 
that fubjedl^ occalioned, as it Hated, by his having given notice of his morion for this day 1 

* For which the leader is referred to page 67. 
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SiTKNTT'TaiRD Day* Mr. Ha/Knp rofe, and intre*t«d in» 

Thursday, June i. dulgence of thetr Lordfhips to allow him t# 

The evidence for Inapeadunent being read Irom his notes what he wiflied to offsr 
dlofed, as bit defence. Lord 

iba principal part of the letter was refpefiifiE the time which he would require to make hia 
defence; which, without meaning to enter into any thing like a compromife, he would limit 
to fourteen days { or if the Houfe would nut agree to that, to feven, being extremely anxious 
to have the trial finiibed befoiethis fedien of Parliament was prorogued. His Lurdfhip 
adddd a few more obfei vations, and concluded by moving, •* That an humble addrefs 
be prefented to his Majefly, praying) that he would be gracioufly pleafed not to pro- 
rogue the prefent parliament until the Trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. was brought to a 
oonclufion. 

Lord Grenville faid, he felt it to be his doty to rife as early as polQble, and give his 
diredt oppodcion to the Noble Lord's motion for many weighty reafons, fume of which he 
would (late to the Houfe as (hortly as poilible. In the fird place, Ive confidered any fuch addrefs 
as that moved by the Noble Lord, as an infringement upon tire K<ng's Prerogative, winch the 
circiimdance'rt referred toby no means warranted; and in the'next, if their Lordfliips were to 
agree to this addrefs, it could in no degree be attended with the effedl which thofe who framed 
it intended it (bould; and as to the propofiticn of limiting to a certain number of days, weeks, 
or any particular period,Mr.Hadings’t defence, it was too abfurd to be attended to for a moment; 
and it it had been a pi aflicable thing, would it net be an infult upon the dignity of the Houfe, 
and the honour of their Lordihips, were they to enter into any fuchcompromife, by whatever 
name it might be called, as that propofed by the Noble Lord for the prlfoner ? He had 
faid, even if it was praAicable, but certainly no man conid fay it was. How did Mr. 
Hadings know the queftions in evidence that his defence might occaden on tlie part of the 
Houfe of Commons, or the delays that their Lordihips might think necelTary to examine and 
argue the nature of fuch queftions } This furely the prifoner could know nothing of; and ilieir 
Lordihips well knew that great pai;t of the delay which had taken place was occalioned by the 
Tarious queftions that arofe in the courfe of the trial, which required to be difculfed in their 
Lordihips’ Houfw, and obliged them to inten upt the proceedings for the time.—Was it not pofti* 
ble, or rather, was it not very probable, that many queftions of that nature would occur in the 
future proceedings in that bufinefs > And would any man, after this, treat that vague idea of 
fin'ilbing it in a limited number of days, with any thing elfe but contempt ? So much be had 
laid only as to the pollibility of the prnpofal ftated by the Noble Lord ; bur when he was 
to fpeak of the dignity, or, wlnt was ftill of more confequence, the jnftice of making futh 
a compromife with a prifoner at their bar, fo as to oblige him to confine his defence to a certain 
number of days, when it was fcarcely pcflible that he could date any thing like a refutation to 
all that he had been charged with, he was fure their Lordlbips would (hudder at the idea of 
palfing judgment either one way or mUei upon a perfon to whom they had not given anopportuiiity 
to defend himfelf, after having been accufed in the moft folemn and ferious^manner.-.AIl this 
however refpedled iheir Lordihips merely; but were the Houfe of Commons to be left entirely 
nut of the confideration > Might not they, by their Maiiageis, alfert their claim of replying 
to the defence of Mr. Haftings ? and might they not go ftill further, .md alfert their claim to 
call more evidence in that reply, as well as to comment upon, or refer to any evidence that 
liad formerly hem given ? buch a claim the Commons certainly had; there were pre> 
cedents of its Iraving been made, and there was no reafon to think in this inftance, 
that if the Houfe of Commons thought it requifitc, they would not alfert it in their reply. 
Who then could have the confidence to fay, that the defence or reply would be fitiilhed in 
a certain number of days, weeks, or months ? Their Lordihips knew well, that on fome of 
the Charges, the (peeches extended to fucli length, as to occupy their Lordihips* attention fur 
days; and this he did nut mention as ridicule, beciufe the trial was certainly cotuludled by 
men of as much ability, infoimaiiun, and conftitutional knowL^dge, as any tri.l could be; 
and therefore, hiSd they nut thought it abfolutely necelfary to purfue the line which 
they fulluwed, ..they would not have done it. Upon the whole, after a variety of obferva- 
yions upon the fubjedl of the addrefs, and the numberlefs inconveniences that would attend 
fuch a mode of procedure, be contended, that agreeing to it would be an infiing<‘mcnt on 
the preiogative of the Crown, in a manner that was improper, if not wrong; and upon 0 
iKHOt, that of proroguing Pailiament, in which, of all others, they had the lead right to inior- 
feiv, and particularly when their Lordihips moft fee that it was delegating tliat prerogative 
tor feveral ditferent powers, none of whom had the fmatleft right to exercife it. It waa 
nothing ihort 9 f vefting the King’s prerogativt in Mr. Haltings, io the Manriger% in the 

Uoufii 
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, l<ord Kpnyoo, who pnfided in the abfence „ 
c( the Lord Chancelloi'i defired Mr. Haftings ©ids, 

to proceed. “ HOW painfully ^ever I may feel my 

Mr. Hadings then, from a written paper, difapiwintment in not being able to bring my 
proceeded in nearly the following words> defence before your Lordlhips during the 

continuance 


Houfe of Commons, and in their Lordlhips, thereby making the Parliament completely 
independent of the Crown with regard to its own extilence; an encroachment upon the Royal 
prerogative, which it would be no lefs improper than it would be indecent to undertake. • 

Y ^arl Stanhope, when he came down to the Houfe, did not mean to have faid a word in this 
debate, nor would he have rifen, but for the very extraordinary and wonderful dodtrine which 
hts Noble Friend and Relation had laid down, in what he had juft now faid. Their Lordlhips 
had been told, what he never would hear with patience, or pafs in fileoce, that they, or the 
other Houfe of Parliament, had no right to advife the King upon the exercife of any of his 
prerogatives; a dodlrine whxh was of the moft mifehievous tendency, and ought no foone'r 
to be heard than reprobated; and his Lordlhip undertook to convince their Lordlhips, if an^ 
doubt could remain amongft them on that point, that what the Noble Secretary had faid on 
the impropriety of Parliament giving their heft advice to the Throne, was a very unconftimtioii 4 l 
way of fpeaking in that Houfe. As to the objeA of the prefent addrefs to Ihortea the Trial df 
Mr. Haftings, he believed every body wilhed it as much as he did; though, perhaps, all'of tbchr 
Lordlhips had not made it their btifinefs to attend that Trial lo conftantly as he had done, haviiig 
never been five minutes abfent from it. He had alked Mr. Haftings* CounfelTome days agdf 
wliat time the defence would require, and they could not tell him ; upon which he certainly 
had.determined to vote againft any .addrefs for the continuance of the fillion until it wds 
concluded t now, however, he had changed his mind, when he heard the Noble Lord ftStCf 
from the beft authority, that it would only require feven days, if their Lordlhips thought proper 
not to grant more: from this, therelore, he was inclined to vote fur the addrefs, but at the 
fame time thought that it might be amended, fo as to be more likely to meet with the 
concurrence of both fides of the Houfe : the amendment he would prepofe was, that the 
Parliament might not be prorogued until Mr, Haftings had finilhed his defence. 

Lord Molgravc replied to Lord Stanhope in a fpecch of confidcrable length. 

^ Lord Hawke faid, it was feldom that he troubled their Loidlhips, and he did not mean to 
detain the Houfe long on the prefent qutftion.—He certainly agreed with the Noble Earl, 
that the Houfes of Parliament had a right to advife, though not to didate to the Crown; and 
upon fucli occafions it had been ufual when an addrefs, like the prefent, was prefented to the 
Throne, to have for anfwer, that lii$ Majefty had received their addrefs, and would be gracioufly 
pleafed to take it into confideratiim ; and this had generally been accompanied with his defire 
to proceed in the bufinefs to which the addrefs related, with all convenient difpatch. With 
the leave of the Noble Lords who had fpoken before him, he would move an amendment, to 
leave out all the words after That an humble addrefs,” and that there be inferied other 
words, fo that the motion thus amended would Hand, ** That an humble addrefs be prefented 
to his Majefty, humbly to ftate to his Majefty, that the Commems having clofed their evidence 
upon the Trial of'VVarren Haftings, £fq. and this Houfe being defuous to proceed to the 
hearing of bis defence, this Houfe humbly requefts that his Majeily will be pleafed to take 
the fame into his Royal confideration,” 

Earl Stanhope and Lord King, approving of the amendment, withdrew their motions, with 
the leave of the Houfe, and (he quefliun being put. 

The Marquis of Lanfdowne rofe. He faid, he knew nothing of an intention to move fuch 
an addrefs as that now before their Lordlhips, until be faw by the newfpaper that morning 
the notice that had been given of it. In his mind, none of the Noble Lords who bad yet 
fpoken in the debate had taken op the bufinefs in a proper point of view. As to the 
extraordinary doArine that the Noble Secretary had introduced into the debate, ftatlng, that 
their Lordlhips and the other Houfe of Parliament had no right to ^vife bis Majefty on the 
exercife of his prerogative to diflblve or prarogue ParUament, it was an affertion that few would 
have made in that Houfe, and which he fcarcely, at his time of day,' expefieA to have td^rd 
from a Minifter in his place j but as that part of lus fpetch had been very,prOp«rly and folly 
anfwered by the Noble Ear], he would not lay a llngle word more upon it, farther than tMt if 
it was admitted, and Minifters were allowed to come down to the Houfe with fuch argnnentt,; 
it vyas needleb for their Lordlhips to meet or delibprate upon any fubjeft of importance' to> 
the country, as moft matters ^ importance might be fomehoyv conneded with the royal 
prerogative: and whether it was to point out tfw rainooa coo^'qiaeBeea of a ttoffiaa war--* 
iPiiarlV, M’ *tba 




eontinuaiice of th« prefent feffion, I neverche* 
lafs believe it to have been an indalgeoce wh;ch 
yoar Lurdtbips woulJ*, if you coold, have 
granted; ^at which it was not in your power 
|o grant, withont fucli a facndce as an 


individaali fupported even by the paH of 
jndice, in a Tiial which is become of fuch 
magnitude and conf^qusnce as to attvaA the 
gtreiuion and alarm the intercfls of thoufands, 
could HOC expe£t; and I do iherefuie, with 

the 


|he necefSty for eftaWilhing a peace—or any other biifinefs of equal rnnfeqnence to the 
eiountry, where the advice of Parliament migtit be uA ful and proper, the Miniilers would tell 
^em, You have no righ' to interfere wi'h the King’s preiogativc; in oumpmion, ourowi^ 
condaft has not occafioned circnmltances that wairantyoui advice;” and thus, tnllead oF 
calling together Parliament upon any great emergency, the prckm Minifiers meant to introduce 
a new method, and fend them ahaut their hufinefsas 'll! i/elefs and tniublefonie body, when 
^hey had much work upon their hands, which they, no douh', could cairy nn much better 
Vitbont any Parliament: this he took to he the precile lV<te of the MohU- Lord’s ilodlrine.—• 
As to the Impeachment, he was (oiry that Noble Lords, both to night ani* on the^ueflion 
hf Abatement, feemed to have a* great desi too nmrh feeling and confideration for Mr. 
Raftings; and regretted much, that any piiflibilitY of bunging the Trial to a fpeedy conclution 
,WOuld deprs’e him of making fn proper nnd .->mple a defence, as they wifhed him to have an 
opportunity of doing. Now, with all idue fnbmilUori to their (uperior judgment and 
humanity, he thought he niig’,c, without any g eit dangei to Mr. -Haftiiigs, or the caufe uf 
jttilice, fuggeil, that tf he w is content to fir.ifh nts deicnee in a given time, he and his Counfel 
might be allowed to know whether fiKli a proceeding wa'. likely to ho of f rvice to his caufe 
.or not.—At *ny rate he could not avoid faying, that by making inch a propof-il, Mr. Haflings 
feemed to havt a confcio'ilnefs and reliance upon his own innoc"nce, which mdured him even 
to'truft his deience, fuch as it might be in the Ihnrt rime he was to make it, not only to their 
XordOups, but open to ;he reply of the Managers, and efpeciaPy if, as the prefent motion 
flaied, the defence only was to be made this (vition, and that and the acciifatiop to be in their 
poilefl^nn all the intermediate fpace; which he owned was certainly, however qnfavourablQ 
OP ocherwife to Mr. Haflings, a much fairer way of making up theii minds and preparing for 
the foleimn talk of judgment, than (rum any notes lliat they might have taken at different times 
.in the courfe of the Trial. He faid, iheie was one point with regard to tlie whole of this 
^ng'Cantinued perfecuti'in.—(Here Lord Hardeeickc called the Nuble Lord to order, and 
alk^. Whether it was decent to apply fuch .m exprefTion to the Trial and Proceedings of both 
Ifoafesof Parliament f — Tlie Miirqnis faid, he would call it profecution then, if the Noble 
}«ord preferred the .word; but) what he meant to fay wis concerning a point wherein the 
COltdu^ of thofe of the prefent Adminidration who had taken part in fiippoiting this 
Impeachmeiir, appeared to him to he incunfnfent; which was, that ic was nntorjious that tho 
very fame rneafures and fyftem of Government for which Mr. Haftings liad undergone this long 
protraAed Trial, tvere now purfuing in Ind'a, approved by the Government there, and 
fandtioned by the Board of Con:ruul a: home. As to the Commons, he thought if their 
JUxsIfbips weie as clear of the propriety to conclude the bofinefs as fpeedily ss poflible, they 
would certainly ngrce to this addrefs. The Com.mons had exhibited Twenty Articles againfl 
]i 4 r. Haflings, and were now content to fum up and ftnifli their piofecutiuii, when only Four 
bad been gone thinugli. As to their claim of reply, and bringing evidence afler the defence 
was concluded, though be did not mean to fay that there would be no fuch cl-itm, he thought 
the Irfs it was infilled upon the better, and tint it was a claim not to be sflerted before :^ny 
otlwr Court in the kingdom in any criminal cafe, except in the cafe of Impeachment. And 
certainly, be concluued on this point, if it had evei been a claim founded either on jqAice or 
fvafon, it would havr been introduced into the Couits below ; for, in Ins mind, there was litiidy: 
diflh'i'nce to the fubjcA, whether he was to be tried in that lloufe or any where elfe. Having 
treated the condin*! of Miuiftry with agouti deal of afperity, hy faid, thitit mud appear obvious 
tb every perfon acquainted with the prefent fitii.i:ion of this and other countries, that the 
Impe chinent had luithing to do with the prorogation of Parliament; there were other reafons 
.for adjiiurniugi they knew the anxiety and alarm that prevailed all over the country; they 
j*,|a>ew thad we bad a dect ready to fail'at the (borted notice, and that the country was likely 
, ^tKer to he fuddenly embroiled m a rainous and buytheofome war, or ailditionally loaded with 
expqiice of frnitlefs arroam*-nts, to hack tlie mockery of their bullying threats and 
^mands ; all which they hkewife knew mo(l induce the'people, and iliofe wbpfeduty it is 
,to watifcb oyer tbfeir intereils, to make fome enquiries that would not be either pleafant or 

E u^ to tltejr rid culous, wild, and miflaktn politics. Knowing this, they had wifely 
mined to prorogue ParUament,' add bji tliofe means get rid of all enqairy| the refuU of 
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patient amj robmiffion, 

bow tn your ileterminalion 

** 1 am thankful fcr your alJnwance of this 
One day in adtiuion to ilu; prtfent (enion .—1 
hope in f'jcli a manner to avail niyfelf of it as 
lo'CompenlVie to your Lordfh p'i no lefs than 
to mytih for the truulile of this (hurt attend* 
Slice, and to induce yum Lordihips tu |)nt an 
end ipeettily, and for ever, tu my long and 
. luiexjmpletl pndecotion 
* *' It «<raa not my intention, had your Lord* 

ibip& complied with the prayer ol my pe¬ 
tition, to bring a laboured detente beiordyou, 
applieu to every ali.-g^tion in the Articles of 
the protevution. Neither could 1 hope that 
youi Loidibips would endure the time which 
Would be requned lor it; iioi could 1 , if 1 
Would, piiHlut'e aJl the evidence wh-ch wouid 
be iieceffary for Inch a mode of defence.— 
Of ib-riy-four genilemeii who compnfe the 
lilt of witneltcs, whom 1 hjdni'g'naUy le* 
lected fur examination, to the diflcrent and 
fuccrllivn allegations of the charge, fome are 
dead} fume returned to then tervice in Inclit; 
others after an annual, hut (rui'lrfs .md <lif* 
hearteiiuig attindjnce, difpeifed m unknown 
parts of ihtfe kingdoms, or, foi aught that I 
can tell, in the lemoter regions ot hun'pc.— 
'I'hoie whole attendance I could nigage are 
vciy lew in number, chitfly gentlemen con¬ 
nected with me by the habits of familiar iii- 
tercourfe, and their teltimoiiy, for t hat rr a fun, 
^ liable to be depr<ciaied by the licence which 
the Managers have affumed with the ctian dtrrs 
of thole, even of then oa’ii wimcffes, whole 
evidence has not aufwered their expedtaiion 
of it. 

“ Thefe, though competent to fpeak in my 
behalf iti matteis ol comparntivcly leisimport* 
ance, may be unacqiiniited with the gieater 
points III my defence. My evidence, however 
feleCled, could nut be fo complete as it might 
have been, upon (oine points, hecaufe tiuife, 
from whom Itronger teftimony might have 
been delivered, arena longer wi.hin my reach. 

“ in foch cafes, would yunr Lirdlhips 
admit It as an excufe for iiifuili-'ient evi¬ 
dence, that J ihuuid have had better to 


prodooe, had tlfjr Trial bttn brot^hl 
the compafs ut a r^fotiable time fronili| 
commencement.^ Would it have biee^ 
permitted to me, forinfianed, to produce thl^ 
minutes taken by my Counfel ahd Solicitor^ 
though attefted, by (hem upnti oath, of tbd 
examination of the late Lieutenant*colonel 
Eaton to a fenes of a&s cororiuued under hit 
immediate notice, and all proving incbnteflU 
bly the dif ife^lion of Cheyt Sing, and t 
determinate plan to eredl his ladependence on 
our external and g'owng difficulties? y«C 
1 have no other fo llrnng to i Su to thefe 
points ill coi roboratioo of tliat ofwjiicb your 
Liirdinips are already in^polfeffion; iid of 
this 1 im deprived, not by any neglect, ot 
t'ther caule which could be imputed to nie, 
but only b> the effbA of tiiat Unparalleled 
injury which 1 have fufTcrr-d, by the exteo* 
fion Ilf a criminal Trial beyond the chances of 
duiation in human life. 

“ This diladvantage, which every paft 
year has augmented, every coming year will 
cuniinue tw augment, if it has not already 
attained that pmnt, at which any evidence 
which 1 could C.. 11 , wouid be ineffeflual td 
the real ufes of it. 

Nor IS It of the infufficieucy of any 
future evidence only that 1 complain. Even 
of tiic pad, I may exprefs my fear that much 
mull bt oblitciatrd, and the whole rendered 
obicure fiom the various lapfes of time flnee 
it was delivered, and from the impoffibilicy of 
dlllinguilhing accurately between the rrmtibn* 
br.«iice of proofs, and the remembrance of 
mete allega.ions. 

“ Every year has taken from mo fome of my 
Judges. New have fucceeded, fome by 
crB..Cion, fome by inheritance, and others by 
ele?.tion. None of your Lordfhips will fup- 
pule 1 mean any dilrefpedl, when 1 obferve 
that thele cannot be fuppofed to polTefs, or to 
be capable of attaining, the fame knowledge 
of the pall proceedings as thofe who have 
attended to them from the beginning} and 
every ubllrudlicn to that knowledge is SO 
injury to my caule, if mihe is, as 1 aSert it to 
be, the caufe of truth. 


^ wh'ch might force them to fay nr do any thing tlut was likely to give fatisfaflioil to the peopla 
or to Patliameiii. 

Lord Grenville entered into a warm and (pirited defence of thofe who had filpported the 
; Impeachment in the Floufe of Commons, where he had tlie honour to be ut tliat time; apd 
J if there were any amongft their Lordfhips who felt that the ctnfure came home to them, h< 
’ wouid be forry Foi it; however, he did not believe there was one in the Honfe who endh 
accufe himfelf of having done any thing in that biifinefs, that was inconfiflent either with hii 
honour or duty. The illiberal ;nd unhmdfnme infinuations of the Noble Lord would havi 
but little effedl, being equally groundlels and mifuppiied. He denied, that he had in his foritiei 
fpetch alTerted, that Parliament had no right to give advice to the Crown. Whdt he (aid wasi 
that fome fort of delicacy Ihould beobferved in meddling with the King's prerogative, except 
wheiicircumllances wairanted ibeir interference, and that he faw ho necelTuy for it on tbii 
^•ccafiun. 

uellion vkal then put, and the notion for the addttfs hhgativetl wiihoilt a divifioit. 

Mi ” 



^ ^tb ^ mtAy examples of the uncer- 
Ewty of homim.lifet t Canaot help adverting 

jUi tay own. 1 thank God that I have 
faM a more equal portion of hea'tli fince the 
Bqmmencement of this Trial, than, confidcr* 
iog the broken ftate of my condicanon, my 
a^anced age, and the vexations of a fix-years 
f rofeeution, I could have teafonably hoped to 
I>p{te& Yet 1 have not been wholly exempt 
ftiom fucf) warnings as m^jke me dread to truft 
to the contingency of another year, the chance 
of an event fo necelfiry to my peace of mind, 
aa the terafliation <>i this tedious profecution, 
if hy any’prefent efTori I can obtain it from 
your Lorilfbips. 

s* For thefe reafons, and others operating 
with a (ironger force upon my mind, though 
unnecelfary, and, perhaps, lefs fitting to be 
detailed to your Lordfhips, Ihaveformetl the 
refolution, for which I folicited my app'-ar- 
ance on this day, before your Lordihips, and 
for whicli 1 am alone reiponfible, whatever 
may be the event of it. 

1 deem it jud to my Counfel to declare, 
that although, in all matters of a legal nature, 
1 (hould rely mod implicitly upon their 
advice; and although 1 have no leu leliance 
Upon their perfonal zeal and att-ichment than 
pn their prOfefTional talents, yet in this in- 
fiance 1 have followed the i.npalfe of my own 
judgment alone, without the aid of theirs, and 
even againd it; for it was not a deciiion 
fubjed to the rules of legal pi aflice, but urged 
by internal c< nfiderations, of the force of 
which 1 alone could be the judge. 

If they could have m..de my cafe fo ab- 
folutely their own as to have felt the fame 
Jmpreffion of it upon their minds, thit it 
might make upon mine, dill tb'iy could nut 
advife me to aid upon that impiedion with 
hazards by which 1 atone might be the fuf- 
fefer, and wh'ch it ixi’glit be pofFible to avoid 
by wailing to a didsnt, though indefinite, 
feafonior a furerteimin-itionof my Trial, by 
a regular and detailed procefs. 

“ My Lords, a great pot non of my life has 
paded among a people with whom it is an 
eftablifhed and favourite maxim, that spei bv 
injujlice if httUrthun i akuV justice. 

1 (hall not adopt this feiitimsiit in the 
.literal extent of it; luir from your Lordthips 
fhall I expedt other than, at lead, intcntimial 
judice: but even to your Lardlhips, highly as 
‘I revere ycur authority, and trud to the 
purity of your decifion, 1 will dare to avow, 
.that 1 had rather expnfe myfelf to the hazard 
of your prefent condemnation, if 1 thought 
there was a hazard of it, than wait to another 
year for my acquittal, with the uncertainty, 
that even that year would conclude the Trial. 

But with far different expedutions, 1 
4Mr decUrt to your Lurdflups, that i am 


witling and deflrous to wave ray defence t* 
the charge preferred againd me by the Com¬ 
mons of England, and to refer myfelf to your 
Lordihips’ immediate judgment, if your Lord¬ 
fhips will be gracioudy pleafed to proceed to 
immediate judgment upon it. 

For my acquittal 1 inid mod confident¬ 
ly to the evidence adduced by my profecutors 
themfelves'Q.m- ke good their charge; having 
myfelf lidened with an attention fcarce ever i 
relaxed, or diverted from the proceedings; f 
and being fatisfied, that not one criminal alle¬ 
gation of theciiarge has been edablifhed againd 
me, and almod evciy one refuted by their 
own evidence, either by the replies of their 
oral witnefles, or by the writnn documents, 
nr their context, added by the vigilance of my 
Counfel to the partial and mutilated extradli 
from them which were introduced by the 
Managers. 

“ Your Lordfhips will try my condudl by 
the evidence which my accufers have brought 
before you—not by their fpceches. They 
were fent by their employers to accufe me, 
and to prove their accufations, not to revile me, 
much lefs to expatiate with all the licence 
of unredrained decLamation upon crimes 
which their conftitnents had not author,zed 
them to charge againd me. But although I 
have reafon from my own obfervation to be¬ 
lieve, that their laboured invedlivesproduced on 
your Lordfhips’ minds imprefilons favourable, 
to my caufe, in proportion as they were con- * 
tradiided by the evidence before yon, yet it 
waanot to your Lordfhips* hearing alone that 
their invedives were diredled, 

it is the cudom of this country, and 1 
applaud and admire the motive and the end 
of it, that the Court before which the Trial is 
heard, fhould be open and free of aecefs to the 
whole world. But, my Lordsi this cuftom 
puts my fame and honour at ifibe with other 
judgments than your Lordfhips, and their 
judgments are formed not like yours, upon 
calm invedigatioo, and cool unbiased wifdom, 
decided on the evidence only which has been 
dated; no, my Lords, the audience come 
with other minds, and with different motives. 
They come to hear the declamations of in • 
vedive, and to he amufed by the ingenuity of ^ 
the orators. Bold affertions, however un. 
founded and unjnd, are believed by them^ 
becaufetbay areboldly made, and heard with¬ 
out refutation or denial. Milled by the arts 
of eloquence, they are deceived into opinions, 
of which it is impofiible they can either detefik 
the fallacy, or perceive theimpofition. 

** They are pleafed and deluded by tits 
talents of the orator; and whatever prejudices 
he wifhei to create in their minds, they of 
neceflity receive, and, after theeutertainmebb 
of the day, depart with their palllons in- 

flained, 



Aamed) to tommuoicato thair to the my L irds,contrihaiesitsOjara (though 101*4 
circle of their acquaintance, but a fmall (hare) in urging me to folicit 

** I know your Lordftiips do not confider immediate decifioo, » *; 

futh declamations as any legal proofs^ and I “ My Lords, it wtpuldbeanendlcrataflttill 
am confident you will not fufFer them to enumerate all the items of accufation whicll 
make the flighted inipreflion on your judg- have been made ufe of againd me during th# 
meats; but is it podible that tiie general ede^i com fe of this long and tedious Trial. 1 havof 
of them thus fpread abroad, can fiitl'to cm- been reprefented by one of the Managers (w 
bitter my life, and affeft my peace io focietyi ufe his own terms) as an Encyclopardia ni 
as long as the Trial hits, by producing all the Criminality. It is, however, geneially ipeak- 
ill confequeiices on the public opinion, of a ing, fufticient for the perfon aecufed to giv* 
condemnation? for I fear, nsy Lords, that the a geneial denial to geoer.l charges. But itt 
axiom of the Englilb law, that every one is to will not t. ks up much time to date to yuoi 
be prefumed innocent until he is proved Loidfbips the fubdance of the general charge# 
guilty by his judges, will weigii but little fo oltcn repeated, and fo loudly proclaiine 4 
when oppofed to prejudices fo conceived and at your Loiddiipb’ bar, and to the public, 
diflemiuated. “ You have been told that I haveniinoi 

“ Ithimpodible for me to refer JuJgesof and depojniUtcd the provinces entruded Cf 
this defciipt ion, and unneceffary for me to my eux; tli^t 1 have v.olated treaties, an 4 
refer your L irdftiips, for the trm: criterion of brought difgrace and diferedit upon the Britifll 
my condudt, to the real and legal piiKcls; 1 name in India j that 1 have oppreded tbq 
mean to the evidence adduced, and adduced native iiilubuants by my extortion, or arln* 
even by my profecutors themfeives; and I ti ary demandb of moiuy; that I have wadel 
dare to lepeat, that this evidence alone is tlie public lieafure by profufioo} and ttiatf 
fudicient for my ai <ia i;a!, fo far as it rx ends j have been guilty of difolwdiencc to the ordt^^ 
and that where it does not acquit, it dries not of my fupeiiois. Thi>. is the fubftance of 
ill a fingle inftance operate to niy conviction, general charges urged againlt me; and it is* 
“ My Lords, the delay has, in fame mea- gieat ti.ppiiiefs and comfort tome that 1 have 
fore, been imputed to my fell; how unjnHly it in my power to aiifwer them by fadtsd 
is known to your Lordfliips, and to -dl who fuch public m toriety, as to require no proof, 
have attended this Trial. It lias been fjid that My L'udi, i.-. 1 .futation of the Fi»fT, 

1 might have anfwered Article by Aiticl\— mm- 'v, that I 1 t ii'd .he country committed 
That prnpofal was rtjefled by my Counfel, to my .care, 1 need only fay, 1 increafed tbe 
who alone were capable of jndgrng of its pro- revenues of my government from three mil- 
priety: but, my Lord:, who couU lu.e li.iuiofive. They have increafed fince mj 
thought ih<t four feflions would el.ipfe belore deparrmx, a id are llill increafiog; infallib^ 
1 fliuuid have an opportunity of anfweiing ? proving tlure''y an increafed population, and 
There was no preccdenim the hiftory of this a good govoiiiment in former ye.ars. Tia 
kingdom of a crimin.il Tri*/ lading oven account;, d -l.veied .innually to the Houfeei 
through one feiiion of Failiament, much lefs Commons i y the Minifter for India are, 
through five. indeed, the bed anfwer that can pofliWy Im 

“ It was impoflible for me to avail royfelf given 10 the Charge which 1 am nowfpeakioll 

of the experience of others in this c ife, though of, ,| 

poftcrity may avail itfelfof mine. But, my » In anfwer to my having violated treati^ 
Lords, with refpeft to wilful delay on my am! bim.gl.t difgrace and diferedit on* tin 
part, there never was a-mote unbounded ITii.fh n -iion, I defirs to inform your Loed- 
alli-rtion ; for whilft my accufers h.ive their fhJps, iImi ihc letters of Mozcftc'- Jung t ad 
expences borne by the public *, I am conti- Fyzoola Cawn |- to my fuccciror in offia 
nually wafting my privits fortune, and that weif laid b«foie the Ifotife of Coinni’oiis.— 
fo r.ipidJy that evei y day's deLy -moupts to a Tl’.ty requcited to be tieaied by him as th^ 
fine. Thiscircumitence alone was fnf?.ci.:nt had been trc.ttd by me. Tolhefe I ma; 
to exculpate me from every th.i^e of delay add, the h-ttcis of Moodajee Bo- fls J, tb 
and piocuirtination: and this circumftaiicc, S-vcteign ct Bcrar, to Mr. Maepherfofi 

* The public have already p.aid, on account only, above fony-fiva thoufand four hundre 

pounds for the cxpenCfcS iiicui r^ by the Irial, 

f Mozuffar Jung is tl.e Nabob of furiuckabad, and Fyzoola Cawn theRohilla Chief i 

Raropore. ' , 

Two of the Articles of i mpeachment have their names, but bolli have been abaniloned by tU 

prefent Houfe ot Cornmons. 

J Ihefirft io rank of the Mahratta fcad.il Chiefs. 



kn he (pealnel me !n the mofi hoii9ara« 
term, and expreflea an anxie.y for my 
Jth, far beyond the conimon cou: fe of com. 
sent. If farther tefltmony were requiftte, 
^might alfo quote the letters of Ni£:iin 
^inwlk to hts Maje/ty, and of Madajee 
^Qiiia f to his Majefly, and to the Compniy, 
ift more flrong'y expreflive of then i'eafe of 
lay jultice and good faitli. 

) :.** In anfwcr to the Charge of my having 
apprelTed (lie natives by extortions and ex«c- 
tons, I have to ofier the tettimonials of all 
^nks ol people in India in my f..vour. I 
yvflyour Lunllhips have not forgot what my 
iccuter laid upon this tuhj dt two years ago. 
IVhen thefe memoruls arrived, lie felt the 
preight of them He found the fii nation of 
Ml accufer to he very aukward, when the 
people, in whofe name he had charged me 
With the gruilelt oppi* (lion, denied the truth 
of his accufatiuns. Hu told youi Lordihips 
• lat the tellimnnials were (.xtorted, and, in a 
hgorative manner of fpeaking, lie faid, ih .t 
". the hands were yet tvai m w i t h tne thumb - 
"t ferews that had been put on them." 

/t** The ablurtlity of this di^clara'ion was 
Sbeh as to require no anfwer. My influence 
in India has lone ceafed. It is veiy ftliiom 
that mank.nd aregratetnl tomigli to do even 
pommon juflice to a fallen M-n der; and I 
Idieve there never was an mflance in the 
Ittnahof human nature, of an injured people 
$Gng up vulurturily to bear talfe tellimony in 
^▼ourofa dillancand profecnttil oyprtflor. 

^ In anfwcr to iny having fquanOered 
^ay the public treafure. 1 have only to refer 
||lor Lordihips to the amount of the expences, 
^vil and military, of the government of 
Genital duilng my adminifl'’ai on, and that of 
toy fucedLr, in peace ci. I in v.ar: let the 
balance, which is veiy crnriderable in my 
pivour, determine whether I have been pro¬ 
file Ol oecnnomical. 

' In aiitwer to the general Charge of 
ijltf'ilbedience to the orders of tlie Court of 
iKreflors, I -viH - >t pi-eteud to fay that I 
Uve in no It*' n-‘ uo'iated from their in* 
llfudions; moll i,:luivdiy I have; hut where- 

K er 1 have dune to, 1 troll 1 (hail be aWe to 
[lify thofe deviations by the necefliiy ^ the 
S»Ce, and by the event. 

** That the Couit ol Di'^e^ors w 'e fatif- 
lUd vyith the gmeral line - Itemr of my 
jipndiia, is evident iiom t!i< :* 'nks which I 
l^« be repeatedly hotii.. :ii , 'ib by ibit 


(* I have futher to fay, that ttie 
feofe of the Pioprietors has been at all times in 
my favour; for 1 liaife had repeatedly their 
thanks alfo, in the fulieft and molt unqualified 
manner. 

My IxHds, I am fenfible, that though X 
had the thanks and approbation of my fiiperiors 
in many inflances, and though it is ackoow* 
ledged by many of tlwfe who voted for my 
impeachment, that my Cervices were of the 
mmofl imiMircatice, and, in fadl, have pre- 
ferved India to this countiy, I am fenfible, X 
fay, t'lat notwithflandiag thefe thanks and 
ferviccs, it is (till pofliblefor me to havecom. 
mi'ted many reprchenfible adlions, and that 
the perlormance of a thoufand n^eritorious 
deeds, is no proof of innocence in other 
traiifa£tiuns. 

My Lords, although I have fully and ' 
irrefutably anfwered all the general charges 
urged agaiuft me, I cannot expe6t you will 
give me credit for perfedt innocence in every 
paiticiilar Inftance, unlefs that innocence were 
proved by evidence now before you; and it 
is with a view ol recalling your Lordihips' 
attention to that proof, that 1 (hall now enter 
into a ciirfory examiuafoii of the criminal 
points contained in the four feveral Artides 
wliicli liave been bi ought before your Lard* 
(hips. 

** It cannot be expefled 1 flionld rep’y, in 
the fpace of one day, to ev< ry minute alle¬ 
gation which my accufers would have your 
Lordfliips behold in a criminal point of view. 
The want o' time will not permit to go into 
a detail; and I mull therefore direct my 
attention to the greit points of crimiiialuy, as 
they ar- called by my accufers. 

“ Tile firft Charge wi«i;h was brought 
beforryonr Lordihips (lam forty to fay now 
more than three years ago) was, that refpe£t« 
ing Benares—and the points to which cri- 
minaliry is imputed are principally ttiefe: 
That 1 violated a treaty with an independent 
l*rince, by uiijuftiy compelling him to pay 
five lacks of rupees annually for three years j 
that I caufed bis perfon to be arrefled, and 
that I intended to impofe upon him an enor¬ 
mous fine foi imputed delinquency; that I 
expelled him from his country, and ap;mint. 
ed a fucctlTir with a Ilipulation of fevenieen 
lacks of rupees advanced rent to the Com¬ 
pany. . 

“ My Lords, thefe are the fuppofed prin- 
cip:il points of criminality Hi the firlt Atticle. 
Thefe are not all; but the remainder are of 


The Chief or Subac. ■, n, :| ,>ince of Decan. 
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an inferior nature, and fo dependent upon 
tli> fe which 1 have enumerated, that 'the; 
ruuft liand or (all together. 

My Lords, there is abundant evidence 
adduced by roy proiecutors to Ojew that Cheyt 
Sing was not an independent Piince. He 
was, as his fathei and grandfather iiad h> en, 
the vaiCil of Sujah Dowlah. '1 he diftndts of 
Benaiesaiid Gliazepore were tiansferredto our 
goveinnient by ttiepierent Nabob of Oude, at 
a time when 1 itiylelt could not heanfwera* 
ble tor any of the adts of Adminiitiaitun, be- 
ing tlien in a minoriiy. 

** My Lords, it ia true that my accufi rs 
tooh inhuite pains to piuve that Cheyt oing 
was made independent of our goveriiinent in 
every refpeff, except that of paying lo it an¬ 
nually twenty-three lacks of rupees, and that 
w« had irrevocably bound oui lelves down not 
to exact, in any cafe'whatever, a l.tigcr loin 
than that juft mentioned. All this body of 
proof iscclleCled from thedifeordant minutes 
ol the different Members of the Council, and 
from the refolutions of the whole. Upon 
thefe nnnuus and refolutiuns they have retted 
Cheyt bing’s i igiit of independency. 

•* My Lords, 1 fcarcely need tdlyou, that 
whatever our various retolutions or opiiiums 
might he, individually or culIcCtively, they 
could no! .ilfeit the right or tick-of Cheyt bing 
to the idctniiidary, nor the teiiuie by wlu^h 
he held It. He was neither mxe nor Icfs 
than a Zemindar. His Sunnud and Pottah 
were made out, not lium a copy of Itipiila- 
tioiis and agreements- between him and the 
Company, but from the commun (orrouix of 
fucti inltrumeiits granted to Zemindars in the 
Company's original piovinces. The Rajah 
never pretended any light to ftipulate or 
demand s he Was content with wliat the 
Company was pleated to allow him. 

My Loids, 1 do again iiilift upon it, 
that no arguments, votes, or rtioiniions, of 
out Board, could comer any right or title upon 
Chcyi bing, which lie did not poilefs from his 
Pottah and Sunnud; therefore the whole of 
the evidence, which the Manageis have 
brought rcfpeClmg our various opinions on 
the rights oi Cheyt bing, is null and void j 
and he mutt be coufidcred the fame as any 
cither Zemindar of the Bntilh guvemmunt, 
with the exception of certain privileges 
conferred upon him, which were accuiatcly 
defined in the Suniiud and Pottah. 

** Perhaps thete never was a more unfair 
;^tempt to delude a Court ot Juiticc than that 
of makirg me anfwerabie lor violation of a 
treaty with an independent Piince, who had 
no other claim to independence than that of 
being fo (tiled in fome of our debates in 
Council, through the ioaccuracT of Ian* 


*< It follows from what I have fai<l,7hat If 
every Government h|s, in tim: of danger and ^ 
necellity, a right to increafe the taxes and re* 
venues u|>on tueir fuhje^ls, we had alfo the 
fame rigiii lo increafe the tax, lent, or reve¬ 
nue or whaievt-r name he given to Cheyt Sing's 
yeaily payments, upon htint who wastmr/u&- 
jefl, whenevei neccflitylhoald require it; and 
of ihatnecLllity G veriimentonly could judgew 
Thefe, my Lords, were my fentiroents 
at the time when I moved in Council for a 
temporary fubfidy to be paid by Clieyt Sing. 
Thefe'aie. my f .ntimentsat the prelent mo- 
meir, I coiifiHer<.d taxation and proCedtioa 
as infrpirahly aiifing from each other. I 
never did hxik iipuii the Sunnud as exempting 
Cheyt Sng triiiii the cuftemary denands 
winch all fupeiiur States in India make vpou 
llKir dependants in lime of war; namely, 
that of .iidt both in money and troops. To 
this point of right in our government, to 
demand aid in tn .ips and money during a 
war, 1 miift eiititaC your Loidlbips moft 
p irticiil.ii ly uiaiteiid; for if youi Lordihtps 
(hall be o( opinion with Hs Majelty's 
I’rime Miniller, an opinion delivered with 
much folemni'y in tlie Uoufe ot Commons, 
that our Goveinment did pulTefs the right, 
then all the criminality imputed to this 
demand of a contribution of Cheyt Sing 
vanifbes, and is totally annihilated. But 
(hpuld your Lordfhips think otherwife, which 
i cannot for a moment fuppoic, in that event 
my guilt will be a mere error of judgment, 
which is rather a wuaknefs of human nature 
than a fauk. 

“ Again, if your Ljrdfh-ps think with 
me, that we had a light lo call upon Cheyt 
Sing, ilien the next qaellion will be, whether 
our demands were too great fta the ui geucy of 
the uccafion, or beyniiu his ability'to comply 
with. The fiim demanded was only five 
l.K-ki, and it was not made till alter we 
cumnieiiccd a war with the Mahrattas, and 
had received intelligence of a war with the 
Fir rich, and thought ourfelves in danger of an 
iiivafion. 

“ My Lord., I need not enter iiHp a detai 
of the various objedlinns, difficulties, am 
delays, which Cheyt Sing made m ihe pay¬ 
ment of the required aid. It is Intficieiit ti 
acknowledge, that 1 went up the couutri 
deteimined to call him to account far Id 
mil'conduA. 'i'he relult was his imprifon 
menland refeue, a itbcllion, and hu confe 
quent cxpuifion (lom bis country. 

My Lords, if we had a right to an ex 
traordinaiy aid fiom our Zemindars in time n 
war, we had a right, to enforce that demand 
We did enforce it upon Cheyt Sing; hut i 
was attended with fu many incrrafing difii 
eulcies aud delays, that it almoft rendere 

aburtiy 
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libwtive ih‘" purpof.'s ii was jn:cnJed for at a 
nPoU erkiCdl fcafun. 

** My l 40 i<Ss, ii is urged agair'^ u-e .'■! u 
matter ot great C)‘imii'..ili!y, ih..t 1 f.. ;'.i 
Rajah Cttevt Slug ii:^u r ariefl. L i$ n uv', f 
fo; but his arnlt was not attc.nce'j w>tli 
• 9 y tiifgravaful rellraint, for it was ui his own 
boufe. 

** It ia alfo urged Eg.’infl me vv.tli nine!] 
Mrimony, that I inrc’.K'cd lay a fine on the 
Rajah of fifty lacks of ri:|iecs. The fiim is 
lindotthledly large in r>.'iin<l; bnt it by no 
means eKceeded the ability of Cheyt Sing to 
pay It with e.ife, as is evident fiuni (he trea- 
ftires left behind him afiei he had employed 
Jrtl fats cairiage cattle to expur; his and 
jewels toaforeigi] terrnuiy. }li mull hive 
been immenfely rich} and a fm.ill fiiie u nuld 
not have been felt as any punilhment by a 
man of < hw opulence. Uui, my Loids, 
whether 1 was wrong or right in my inten¬ 
tion, 1 had no other view in it tiian that of 
relieving the neceflities of the Company, by 
an adf which 1 conceived to be Itnlilly julh 
And after all, there certainly can be no citrae 
in an unexecuted imentiun, an intention 
which the R.ijah knows not to this hour, and 
which I jiolohly might have .ilttre j upon the 
Rajah’s tubmilUun and promde oi better 
Condufl. 

*' The next point of criminality is, that I 
appeinted a fucctlTur after thr expulfion of 
Cheyt Sing, and incieafed the r<-veiiues to 
leven een lacks of rnpees annually. 

My Juords, thetewas no alcei native he. 
tween the refloraiion of Clieyt S-og, and the 
■appointment of a fnccefTor. The former was 
impiiflible, and the lathr ccnfrqucntly una* 
voidable. In my choice of a fuccrifor, I was 
guided by ihe rules of confan^ ninicy and 
hereditary fuccelliiiit; and in (eUhng the 
Rvenues, 1 did what my duty to the Com¬ 
pany required of tne. 1 fixed their amount 
from the bed mformation of the country's 
abiiities to pay it; and the annual payments 
of the fame fum, from tlen time to the 
pieicnt. With tr flir.g halaiitfs m ftmie yi.irs, 
which have fme-e been reahz d, are a futh- 
cient teitimony of its not being ovt-r-iated, 

“Before 1 quit this A-iticle, it may be ite- 
ceflaiy to call the atuiuiun v f youi Lviulihips 
lio another point i—-AQing, a, 1 urn, um'era 
lielegaud authuiity, 1 maintain, that wlien- 
l^«r my fupenorshad inrormtaioii Ir.itli of my 
Bpioian ano condufl, and exprud<:d nri difap. 
probation of either, thetr fiSciice amnunted Ui 
«D approbsiton, aixl may bo juUIy pk..ded by 
me at a full jufllBcatiun ol my conduct.— 
^*e»i I ftrlf prupofed the demaiul of five 
leekas of rupees a year during ihe war, a 
tlctdM was (l-iiied by Mr. Francis as to our 
tiit&aji it i i i;«icgrdp<l.(ny ppiuion) 


that we pofTeffed that right whidi it inherent 
in ali Govenimencs, of calling upon their 
fi’'for extraordinary aids upon extraor* 
iiy emergencies, and that wa were not 
pi'.ctuded from exeicifuig that riglit by any 
engagement made with Cheyt Sing. 

“ A feeond debate arole at the Board upon 
the fame quellion in confeqnence of his delays 
and evafions, and 'a pninied reference was 
made of ilie queftion, in both inllances, to 
the Ccuit of Iliredluts, from whom 1 never Y 
received one word of cenfnre or difapproba- 
tlon to whac we cont'iiued to do, and regu. 
larly rcpoited in our tetters and minutes, for 
three years fucceflively. The fame commu¬ 
nication was made to His Majeily's Miuifter, 
the prefent Eail of Guildford, with v^iom, at 
his own requeft, I correfiionded for many 
ye.:ts. 

“ My Lords, it would be an extremely 
hard cafe in make me anfwerable for an error 
in jiid^moni} into which if I have fallen, I 
have fallen in common wi'h my immediate 
fuperiois, aiul Ilis Majefiy's Miniller.— 
But, my Luids, 1 feel myfelf fo Arong, fo 
grounded on the matter of right, that 1 bold 
it alnioA inipofliliie there (houUf be a diirenting 
opinion in any human being who will be at 
the pains of examining the queflion with 
impaitulity. 

“ My Lords, in the enurfe of this Trial my 
accufers, to excite a popular odium agaiiilf 
me, have calk'd me (he .ibettoi or ufurper of p 
aibitr<:r/ pnwer. 1 certainly did not ufe the 
words atLiiraty fiotuer in the ftnfe which has 
been imputed to nic. The language, it is 
true, was not my own, fur 1 was indebted 
for chat pat t of my defence to the atfillance 
of a friend; but this I can aver, that nothing 
mere was meant by arbitrary |)ower than 
difereti'jiuiry power. 1 confideied myfelf and 
Council as inveAed with that diferrtionary 
power which Commanders in Chief have 
over their armies, which the Legiflatnie haa 
lately conferred in a greater extent on Ljid 
CornwrtlJis fiiigly, and which all Govern¬ 
ments have in their legiAattve capacity over 
the property of their fubjedts. 1 neier cun- 
fidered that my will or caprice was to be thp 
guide m my conduiA, but chat 1 was relponfi- 
blc fur the ufe of the auchoticy with wluch 1 
was in veiled, to tliofe who had conferred it 
on me. 

“ My Lords, let me fae tried by this rule: 
Did I ad piudently and confillemly with the 
inU‘icll .of my fupenors, and uf tli« people 
wluim 1 gowern-d? Whatever may be your 
Lqrdfhips’ opinion upon this quailion, I can 
with a fare cunfcicnce declare to the idurld,^ 
that my inlentinns were perfedly upright, 
^id .bialT^ by nu fel^h (iQQflderations what¬ 
ever. 
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** My LordSf tiavSng faid thus much on 
the fnhjeft of the Firtt Article, I muft pray 
your patience whilfl 1 maRe a few comments 
op the Second 

**• The principal point of imputed crimi¬ 
nality in this Article ii, that after tne Supreme 
Count <1 had {;uar.ii)teett the lic-gnm in the |iof* 
feflinri of the 'rexfure left in her cultody by 
her deceafed hufb.md, Saj^h Dowlalh f per¬ 
mitted her Ion to refome by force the laid 
treaf ires, an^f tt'erehy violated the guirantce. 

In Older to infiaence the minds of your Lord, 
fhips and the Public, great pauis weie i.iken 
by my accufers to leprelent me as guilty of 
the moll atroi'Kius ciHelti'‘$ and harb.iiities in 
the aCf uf I efumpiK.n. I have, howevt r, the 

happinefs to fi. d, that it is totally uniu-teiT-ny 
fur me to eni-'-r into an exculpation of niyfelf 
with regard to the l.nter put; for the evi¬ 
dence of Captain Jact^vi^s and Major Gilpin 
cleaily proves, not only that no ctuclties 
weie committed in tile manner which is 
Hated in the Articles, but if there really had 
been any cruelties vommitied, no blime could 
he imputed to ni'-, nor to any perfon afling 
under the Britifh Government. Th.it the 
refumptii n of ihe M-gum’s jaghi.e'., and 
the refuroptnm of her tieafurc, had iry 
approbation, t readily admit; nay more, 1 
admit, thai alter I had given my coiifi-nt to 
the NabchV refuming all the jaghires, and 
refumiog all the treaUne, 1 duie.iincllly urge 
him to carry his intentions into etfcH. 

<< My Lords, at the lime of my giving this 
confent, 1 was, from the iniriligence I had 
received, fully convinced of the Begum's 
difaft'idlion to our Government. It was nut 
rtiy opinion only, but it wts the gentr."! ru¬ 
mour of the country, that llie and tin Mi- 
(iitlers aided and fupporteil Cheyt Sing in tiis 
rebellion. I uat fuch w<i» the gener.l i umour 
and puhl.c opinion, is tviJeiu from the affi¬ 
davits alieady before your Lordfhips; and not- 
wiUiftanuiiig the ingenuity of the Managers, 
who laboured to explain away their meanings, 
they fliU contain and afford tl'e molt ample 
proof of the hultilc intentions Imth of ilie 
Begum and her Min'fters towards our Go 
vernment. But had the euntinii.ition of this 
f. -(fion enabled me to cntcrin to a detailed 
defence, 1 could have brought the molt 
irredllible lN|||^nce to pr>ive, not only the 
general rumour and opmicn, but alfothit the 
Begum did, ituough her Minilicrs, ailually 
lend her affillaoc? to our enemies. 

** My Lords, I brlieve there is no State in 
the world that confiders a guarantee, made in 
favour of another ^State, binding any longer 
than whilfl they cniitioue in amity with each 
other. ,Tlie hrlt holli'e aH of the party 
guarar.teed is, and mail be, a fuffieWt reafon 
for withdrawing protedioil. 

Part IV. ' 
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<* It is not e^pefled 4 iat we fboul^ protuik'' 
ear eucioles. It is true, the Begnm £ool4 
nut be conAdered as the C^een or Emprefsof 
an independent State i ibe was properly e • 
Jaghiredar, under the dominion of lierfon^ 
and, pc, naps, thure was much more intrfbat 
ciiminahty in making the guarantee, than in 
Withdrawing it. 'i he acl of making it Was 
not mine; it wasdruie by the U ifid<.nt with« 
out the kiiow'U'iige o^ the Board; but it had 
their approb.iiiun after it war done. Neither 
do I curitend, .hat our Government wa^ nut 
bound to the fuJ^lm^nr of the conditions. 
But as a great clamonr nad been raifeij with* 
out doors abiiwithe refumptionof ihe Br-gum's 
treafu e, sod as it has been reprefenmo as a 
moi't unnatural o.£t let a fan to lub his mother, 

I hopt your Lordthips will allow me to Itaie 
and explain the matter. 

“ When Suji'. Dowlah died, be left a 
large fora of money in th cuOcidy of hit 
w fc j fhe h.d been oi, trealurr'i, and was (o 
at hi> oeceale. Bi, the Mahomedan laws, the 
widi w havirg a do.ver ci Itulcment, if not 
entiileil to any (hare of the ml' tt.tc's effe£ls. 

- Siijih Dowlah died wiituiut • wii, ; and 
lhoiii!;h pollilf-'d of a vtiy large fum of leady 
loonty, was alfo very tWepW m debt. His 
debts, if pa>d, would probably have confumed 
every lup.e in his treafury. In l.idia, as in 
ail o'h,^r coanrriei, debts mufl he paid, if there 
are fufficient alTe's, prior to le^. cies, or any 
dillrihii ion among Che luirs. In any point of 
view, the Begum.had no legal iigi-.t t. the 
treafnr.-s of herdecea‘'ed hulKi- d: Ihe lad no 
iighi, except that of polkfiion; and of that 
her fun would have forcibly depiived her, had 
not the RefideKt iuterfeiied with his concilia- 
toiy advice between ti'cm. Nothing could 
cxciife his interference, but the confid<.ration 
of tlie near reUtioofhip between the parties, 
and the cerhsinty uf the Nabob's having hiS 
juli right at the death of lii$ mother. Had 
my arciif' rs ihooghi hr to have taken the oilier 
fide of i!ie qued.on, they could with as much 
cafe, and with much morejuflicc, have in¬ 
fluenced the minds of their hearers agamft the 
mother for h«i unnatural condufl to her fon, 
than tfii'v did inB jence them againd the fon for 
ill coiidu^l to his mother,—I fay with much 
muie jufhee, becaufe the fon had a nght t'y the 
laws of his country, which his mo' her had 
not. 1l' the latter was deprived of the trea. 
fuie, (lie was only deprived of lui fome jears 
later, of wi.ic i (he could mak: no ufe, 
and which (be ought voluntarily cohavegiven 
up foniu years fociier. My'l.ords, 1 t, rah 
this on the equity ot the cafC; fur tliuugh if 
may be contend^ tK«t the Begum had a right 
to the trealure, by the Nabab's conceffion anc 
our guaraorce, ihe never had, nor could li.ve, 
an *fmhabh right to rera.n it. There woub 
N , h>v< 
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have been nothing umuft or unnatural in the 
Nabob's taking by force the treafure left by 
bis father, if he had'done it in the hit In- 
ftance, a id appiopr a'ed it to the payment i f 
theimmenfe debts which Sujah Dowlah owed 
when he died a U which the lou was 
obliged to payi It is.nothing more than is 
done frequently by our Ci a ts of Julfite, who 
will compel an avnne-uus mother to divide 
tier deccafed hu(bancl'& property with her chiU 
dren, by an execution on her goodt, or im- 
prifonment of her per on. 

•* If theie would have been nothing im¬ 
proper in the Nabob’s infilt'ng upon his right 
in the fiifl inftjiice, there lould be nothing 
unnatural in what he did in the fecond in- 
fiance: lie only cxercifed a rght which he 
was reilrained from ufing by a foreign in¬ 
fluence, wh.ch, as 1 have faid, was nut very 
properly exerted. 

But, my Lords, whether our interference 
in the origrial difpute between the niutlier 
and the fon was light or not, it was ceitain 
fhe was entitled to our favour no longer than 
wli.le fhe continued to deferve it. 

My Lords, after 1 had, upon the fullefl 
conviAion of the Begum's ilifafTedlion to our 
Governmen*, confented to the refumption of 
the treafure and j.ighires, it is true, 1 was 
defiious of having it carried into immediate 
effedl. But the lelumpuon of the jaghires, 
was firfl propofed by the Nabob bimfelf to be 
general; and the point upon which 1 after¬ 
wards prefled him was that of lefuming the 
jaghires from his orderlies—a defcripiion of 
men ih.it were by no means deferring of his 
countenance or favour. He n«ver was a verfe 
to the refumiicion of the jaghires winch were 
held by his mother; but rather than extend 
that lefumption to his oiderlies, though ori¬ 
ginally prt>|Kifcd by liiinfelf, lie would have 
ahaoduned the plan altogether. This I op- 
pofed flrenuoufly, hecaufe, having commuted 
myfelf by theallent 1 gave, 1 cuuld not brook 
the idea of my name being made ufe of for 
the purpoie of making fo unwoichy adiflinc- 
tioii, which mull have afledled both the 
chat after of myfelf, and of the Englilh 
Government. 

Much criminality has been imputed to 
my negledt of the Company’s orders, whicti 
enjoined me to make a judicial enquit y into the 
truth of ibe Begum's difaftedtiun. My Lords, 
I pofitively deny nuw, as I did at the' time 
in Bengal, that any order was trar.rmicted to us 
to ntoke any enquiry at ail; and if upon any 
COnlirudtion of language it had been deemed 
.fin order, which u was nut by any one Mem¬ 
ber of tiie Board, it would have been an adl 


of infanity in os to have obeyed It in Auguft 
1783, wlKtn a perhdt reconciliation had taken 
place between the Nahpb and his mother.— 
Such an enquiry would have throw n all the 
Nabob's dominions into utter coniufion.— 
To have entered into an enquiry, if tt had 
been oidered, which 1 .'.Ifirm, and fo did Mr. 
Maepherfon, after attentively reading the 
letter, it was not, would have opened the 
breach again, and, perhaps, prevented it from 
ever clofing: bcfidei, no arguments upon 
earth could have convinced the Nabob of the 
propriety of his refloring the treafure, which 
ever was, in (Iridl juflice and equity, his own, 
and of which he had been unjuflly kept out 
of pofTcfTiun. 

** My Lords, there isacontradSlion in the 
Charges brought againfl me by my profecu- 
tors, which (hew, that their zeal for accnfing, 
tranfported them beyond the bounds of judg¬ 
ment. 1 am accufed of wrliigiiig by viu- 
lince fioM the Nabob, bit conjtat to 'he re¬ 
fit mpt ion of the tieafuresand of thejighires 
in one pait of the Aiticle ; and in aiiuthei, of 
having (old my confcni to the fame meafure 
for ten lacks of rupees tt the Nabob. 

My Loids, it IS impollible thefe two 
propofitionscanfland together: thcycontia- 
didl each other, and 1 pofitively deny them 
both. 1 have another obfervation to make 
with refpedl to the refumption of the jaghiies. 
It was flipulated with the Nabob, that an 
equivalent in money fhould be annually paid 
to the Begum, in lieu of the lands of wliich 
fhe was deprived. There was certainly no 
iiijuflice in this, and the meafure was of in¬ 
finite fervice to the Nabob’s government; 
for it cut off ihufe mifehitfs to which adividcd 
authority is always liable in India. 

1 muil intreac your Lardfhips to re¬ 
member, that at the time 1 formed an inten¬ 
tion to levy a fine upon Cheyt Sing, and 
when 1 confented to the reiumptinn of the 
Begum’s tieafure, our Gvivcrnment was in 
tlie utinoil dittreis fur money. I need not in 
this place en.er into a minute det.iil of the 
feveral armies we then had in the field, or of 
the various demands upon me for immediate 
fupplies uf treafme. It is fuflicient >0 fay, 
that the diitrefs was as great as 11 was poflTible 
to be without an adlual ftate of bankruptcy 
and infolvency. it was very natural, under 
flich circumflaiues, for me tu avail myfelf of 
every juft means t»f fupply which fortune 
might throw in my way, It might, and 1 
may f.iy it a£iua!ly did, incline me to aft 
With greater promptitude and dccifiun than I 
otherwife Ihould have done. I do not, how¬ 
ever, mean to fay, that the want of money 


• Above half a crore of rupees to the Eaft.India Company, and from nine to fifteen months 
■ay dutfjui an army of one hundred tboufandmen. 
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far ths public fernce wouW have induced me 
to t<tk« the very meafiires 1 did t neither is it 
neci.lf.iry to fay what meafurei. 1 (hould have 
<. taken, under other circumfl.inces, to procure 
fV 4 peedy payment ot the Nabtib’s debt.-— 
But it would have been highly criminal in me, 
liad 1 neglected oi’ lefufed 10 give my affsnt 
to the Nabob’s propoficion, which was fouiKl- 
'fd ill juilice and expediency, both for his 
government and ours, and particularly at a 
T time whan treafure was In much wanted for 
the payment of our armies. 

“ My Lords, 1 do moll loleranly declare 
that 1 adtad to the bed of my judgment, 
paying due regard on the one hand to the 
laws of juRice, and on the other to the in- 
tereft 0/ my employers. To myfelf indivi. 
dually It was a matter of no moment how the 
exigencies of the fervice were fupplied, fo 
they were adlually and effldtually lupplied. 
1 could have no undue bia*. upon my mind; 
for bad 1 been inclined to a£l corrnprly, 1 
> might have found my own acconnt m fur> 
bearance, hut not in exadinn 

“ Ttie NEXT Chaige, my Lirds, is that 
of the PRESENTS, and it divides itftlt into 
two paits, viz. that of the concealed, and 
that of the avowed Prefents. 

" In anfwer to the fird, i need only fay, 
that there ID no proof before your Lordlhips 
of my having accepted any thing more than 
the commoo Zr>^fut* ; and even of this there 
^ is no other pr^ ot than my own admiffion.— 
1 will not pretend to deny, 1 nevei did deny, 
that 1 accepted the ufual entertainments 
which were then (for it w.i$ previous to the 
of Parliament prohibiting tlie rtccipt of 
prefents) ufually given to the Vifitor, by the 
Vilitcd. The Nabobof Bengal 1 eceiveda thoo- 
fand ficca rupees a day fora fnnilar cntert4iin- 
ment, from the Company as often as he vificed 
the Governor in Calcutta. It wasufuii in the 
country, and it is impolfible tor any perfon to 
read any oriental hiflory nithoiick towing that 
the cultqm has prevailed all over the Eafl, 
from the mod ancient times to the prefent. 
My predecelfiis, as 1 was informed, had 
received the fame, and it was never held 
criminal in them, i can mod iotemnly aflirm 
for myfelf, and I dare fay it might be fa d 
for my preuecellbrs alfo, that 1 did not add 
one rupee to my fortune by this allowance t 
and 1 am cuolident 1 mud have cbargctl as 
large a luni to the Company, if it had nut 
been paid to me according to invariable ufuge, 
from the Nizamut. It is impoIBble theie 
could have been any thing wrong in this 
tranfaAion s not only was it a matter of 
public notoriety never denied by me, but the 
opinion of Counfet was taken hy tlie Com¬ 


pany, as to the propriety of commencing a 
profectttion againd me W it, a: a time when 
the Minider wilhed to f«*ze any ground fdv 
removing me from my Ration, throiygh the 
medium of the Court of D'i’>‘£Ii)rs. Tit# 
Ligill'dure, fince this bufinsE w.'is the fuhjrA 
of difcuflioii, has thre>'fevei al t<mes appointed 
me'Cioveri'or-Geneial of Be-igal, at the re* 
commend itum of that Mmifler. Surely, my 
Lords, It c.iiinot be the intention of my 
countrymen, after availing themfelves of my 
lervices as long as they wanted them, to call 
me to an account for adfs which were publicly 
known fifteen years agus If there w^s any 
ciiminatiiy in my receiving the amount of my 
expencei from the N.ibob, it was fufiicient to 
have induced my fupenors to have recalled 
roe at the time whi-n they fird knew of it s 
but It was never held up to th^ world as a 
heinous offence, till my enemies thought it 
miglit be ot ufe to load the fcald of crimi¬ 
nality. 

‘‘ Time, my Lord::, will not permit me to 
fay any more in exculpation of myfelf from 
the remainder of the allegations in this part 
of the Article, 1101 is it neceifary, fince no 
evidence has be?n given upon them; but I 
f'llemiily declaie that each allegatinn is utterly 
falfe, ana without a (hadow of foundation; 
I folemnly dechire, that I never direflly or 
indire£lly leceived a prefenr from Nundco- 
mar, or any other perfon mentioned in this 
divifion of the Charge. 

“ I mud haden 10 make my obfervat'ons 
on tliar part of the Charge which is called 
the avowed prefents. 

*• My Loidb, the Managers of the profe- 
cution .-igamll me have here prepar*^ a two- 
edged fwordj for they h.we endeivourcd to 
/hew a d.mhie ihare of criminality in this 
cranfadtion. Fird they contend, that I took 
tiie prelents with a conupt intention, and 
would have kept them, had not my fears 
oiged me to a difclofme; and (ecnndly, that 
the receipt of piefents, thougli for the ufe of 
th( Company, was a breach of an aA of 
Parliament. In fiipporc of the fird conclu- 
fion, they have nothing but their own fuf- 
picions, which they iiave endeavoured to 
imprefs upon the minds ot your Lordfliips, by 
aneiripting to Ihew a variation in the (everal 
accounts which 1 have given refpediing the 
lime and ipanner of receiving them. 

“ To repel this mode of attack, and to 
efface the furpicions which they endeavour to 
laife, I have the oath of Mr. Larkins, a man 
of thehighed charaAer for truth and honour, 
whole integrity has been repeatedly acknow¬ 
ledged by Earl Cornwallis, the Board of 
Controui, and the Court of Dite^on, and 
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whom X believe to be •» jlgldly horeft a man 
M any in Europe, 'f hat there are variations 
in the dliFerent .ccounts 1 admit. Many 
miftakCb I have m x^e, which have ftruck me 
^th as mu hallonilhinentasthey coiddpof- 
pbly 'ka any of y^u; Lordthip^. If cheie 
bad been any act done by me a few years agOi 
gf which I conceived inyfelf vvarunted to 
fpeak With a moie pcrtcA recoilteiion ilian 
another, it was thh That before I left C il- 
catta, in July jySi, 1 had endoifeJ the 
boodtof which your L^rJfhips liave heard fo 
much, and had left them with Mr. Lai kins, 
to deliver up to the Council, in the even: of 
piy death. $3 defirous was 1 that the Ifjie. 
m mr of this faff thonid not reli upon my 
efleriioii, that I dcfired a fearch might be 
mide at the India Huuf>' fur tbofe bonds, or 
for copies of tliem j but none were to he 
found. 1 ih<n requefled Major Scott to 
wn e to Mr. Lukins in my -‘ame, and to 
defirc a feai ch to be made foi tlicin in C.>lcuUa{ 
and i' found, that they might ne publicly 
trantmitted to the Company, iliey were 
found; they were fent to the Company in 
1789 by Earl Cornwallis, at the expreL re- 
quifitiunof Mr. L ikins, who ftates in his 
letter that he made .I'at rtquifrion at my 
defire, tranfmittid to him by Major'<c(>tt; 
but to my otter forpiize the etidoi remtiii of 
the bonds is not daicd until the 29 th of May, 
1782. 

Alter this fart, my Lirds, I am as ready 
as any man to acknowledge, tlin.l have been 
imprudent in a degree ih.it merits lume nf the 
reflrrtions lo illiberally thrown our agtinfi 
me, for having written, as 1 have roo often 
done, on matters of account, in winch 1 h.ive 
mylelf been previuufly concerned, without 
having afingle paper or document of any fo c 
near me at the time 1 wrote i for 1 a lnnt it 
to have been well obfeived by the Manager 
who ciofed the Article of Prefents, that i not 
only affirmed I had indorfed the bonds m the 
middle of 1781, but had all'igned a reahm fnr 
fo doing; namely, left 1 ihould die dui ing my 
abfence ftom Calcutta 

** My Lords, after this, I (houldbealmoft 
afraid to hazud a fuppofition; hut «s the 
bonds were left with Mr. Larkins a. my 
attorney, and as Mr. Laikins knew from the 
firft that they were hot my properly, 1 enn- 
dlude that 1 told him, in 1781 , tlut in the 
'eventof my deceafe he whs to deliver them 
lo the Council, which J coniounded with the 
aA of having endorfed them. 

M Bitt, my L^rds, from all the in.iccoracies 
in the account, before you, I defy any c.indid 
Sian eliee to draw this conclalion; that I 
intended for a moment to apply this money, 
or a rupee of 11 , to my own ufe. 

' ** My Lords, you cannot fufjpert me of a 


fraudulent intention, without looking upon 
me as :ho we.keft, or upon Mr. X^ukins as 
the rnoft peijnred nf mankind Had my 
ciinllru 6 \ii>n of the purpo'e intended hy the - 
endcifi-m.nt of the bunds been inven(e<i^>!rf 
the purpufe of deception, I (h:>nld have flop., 
ped when 1 had alfigned it. Inftead of tl,i,, 

I fought, and wiih a diligence which it is not 
likrly ih.it 1 Ihonid have employed to di‘tr 6 t 
mylelf in a falfehood; firit, (or authentic 
copies of the eiidoifed bonds at the India- 1 
Hiiiife, and afiei ward, for the origuiah in 
Calcutta. Thefe being found, proved that 1 
had erred in my iccount of the tranfartinn; 
but it .dlo'deii.onllratively proved, that 1 had 
given that account, believing it to be true ; 
and pretumptively, that mv intentions and 
conlequcnt inftructionsto Mr. Lukins, were, 
that the bnnr>s, in the event of my death, 
(bould be c.anct]|ed by him. 

Time will not dlow me to enter into a 
dct.iilof the various cit cumftances, and to give 
my re.ifnris for .ccepiing the prefents, farther 
than to I epeat w hat 1 have often dcclareii, that 
the neceifiries of the Company’sfervice m.adc 
me joy hilly tnatdi at every juft means of 
relieving them. I he Managers have totally 
failed in their endc ivours to (hew .any cnrnipt 
art done by me m lavnur of the perfons from 
whom there prefents were received. The 
lands at N udd. ea, D.n.igepoor, and Bahar, 
were let to the heft (Kilfible advantage, and 
eveiy means taken to realize their teve- 
nuts. 

“ My L irds, it will depend Ujwn yonr 
Liro(h:|>s to give me what degree of credit 
you pleafe. Whether I iniended for a mo¬ 
ment to apply any one of the fams received l>y 
me to my otvu ufe, is a |K>iiit which can be 
known on'y 10 God and my own confcience. 

1 c.in folemiily, and with a pure cunfcience, 
affii ni, ib.ii 1 never did h.iibniirfuch a thought 
for an inLlant: and permit me to add, my 
L irds, tint 1 was roo intent upon the means 
to be (.raplt yed for picferving India to Greac- 
Bntain, from ihc hour in which 1 w.is iufurni- 
ed that i lance meant to drain every nerve to 
difpu'.e that empiie with us, to beftow a 
thought upon myfelf, or my own piivate 
loitune. 

With rsfpert to my having violated an 
Art of Paili.imeur, 1 do by no means admit 
that I have done it: that depends, not upon 
what 1 b ive done, but upon what your Lord- 
(hips may do; that is, upon whatconftrurtion 
your Lardfhips may put upon the difputed 
claufe. I can only fay, that I interpreted it 
to tlie belt or my judgment; and if 1 have 
erred, 1 have done lo in common with many 
others. No perfon ever fuggefted to me, 
that the Art of Parhamynt deprived the Com • 
pany of the right of receiving the cuftomaiy 
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prafents, till I heard that interpretation front 
tome Members of I' e Houfe of *.'onifr<rti<i. 

“ Mv Li^rds, I ihoiiKI ilimk ic impi iVjble 
'^rygur LontlhtpS to fix any ci.iyina'ny upon 
ijnoiance— I fay imutubin'^ioT 
tlioi.gh y, ui L'.riftiips Ihould pnmfh me in 
tl-.e levevelt mannrr for this iinilaktj, ihc 
exampl' tai; Ik i l no uie t;' 'he pidirit gc- 
iiri'acio*), no! to pofirriry : for yon can never 
Rive a common nndcrllan.inig ihc powers of 
diving into the latent me. ning of an i bjeure 
clauie III an Adf <if ParnamMii) a clanie of 
whitli Its rr.il hut latent nieanir.g is at va* 
fiance with i-s giamniriiical conltruCiion. 

But, my Loids, a criminality of th'S 
nature niuft depend as well upon the nnder- 
Handing of the Judges, as of ihe (.aiiv ac» 
cufed} for it is poflible that Ins iii'.ciprrta- 
lion may b., right, and tlieirs wrong. 

“ Bu', my L irds, 1 have two obfcrvntions 
to muke, viilKk of which alone would he a full 

anlwrr tn the point of criminal ty_Kirlt, 

that thcie Cin be no criminaoty m u lavmda* 
bSe eirnri lor though it is a iii.ixim in law, 
tbit igi.orance is no excufe, it goes upon this 
fuppofitioii, that information w.i pnjjibk ; 
which, in my cafe, it was not. Secondly, 
that ‘‘ Comivuiiis ermr futil jui\’ loi t'Veiy 
ho-'y tliat 1 hail occ.iIion to Cv'iivcfe or cr'iie- 
fp >iul s\ ill), feenied all to undcriland the ciaufe 
III tlio hime light as 1 did. 

“ f moll hereconcliulo my comment upon 
this Aiiicle, with again declaring the |iui.:y 
of my intentions ; that 1 arcepr, d the prelcu’s 
for the good of my employe.is, and tli.it I 
employed them m thcr hivice at a time 
when the government of India was diftrelled 
beyond iiic power oi dctnipiion. 

“ My L.irds, the FOUR . H ARTICLE 
is that of CONTRACT.S and Al.LOvV- 
ANCES. It comprehends, in a goveinment 
ot (hirie.en ytars, hve diffcrciii heads. 

“ Ihf firll IS, ih.t 1 gave Mr.Sullivan a 
contrail for opmir, which proved very luca- 
tive to him, and that I gave it wivhcui pn ting 
it up to the lovvell bidder. The fa<Ms are 
true, and it is incumbtiu upon me to (Xpiisn 
every circumflance in the tr.inra^lion. It 
was I myfelf (hat cicated that refimree of 
revenue for the Company, and they derived 
liiuch advant.ige from ir, above half a niiilion 
tterhng in my government. 

Th,e value of the opium Cuntradl was 
firlt afceitained by auciion, and we accepted 
tlie propofals of Mr. Grillith and Mr. VVtUon, 
who were the lowed of thirteen bidders,—. 
Ws gave it to tlicm a fcconu year; and in 
1777 this coniraA was given to a friend of 
Mr. Francis's, to a Mr. Mackenzie, who 
held it three years u|>on the former terms, and 
then It was given to him for one year longer, 
was next given to Mr. SvUivao, who, it 


fee ms, fold the contra^ at a very advanced 
rale lo .\ii. llcnn, who’aittjwards fold it to 
Mr. Yiui ¥5 but of this l.ile 1 was utterly 
ignoian . until attei ny anivil m KngUnd} 
and Mr Smli-'an was, duiirg the whole pe> 
ried of Ills coiitradl, the pet Ion rcfponfible to 
the Ejft India Cempany. 

“ My Loids, It was impoflTihle for me to 
know the ex'irt jirice of opium in the pro¬ 
vinces; and It now appears upon evidence, 
chat It was pur..ha{ed by the fecond Contrac¬ 
tors lYiucIi cheaper than ever it had been by 
the Faina Council, when they enjoyed it as a 
peiipiu'iie. 

*' 1 he only qoeftion that can be alked here 
is: \'.'hy was not the cnntradl put up te 
audTion .iccordmg to the Company's order I 

*• 'fn this, my L'lid'", I aiifwer, thaC 
opium was of that nature, and fo liable fo 
frauds and aduiter.ition, that it was detri- 
luiiital to ihe uuer-lf o' thf* Company to give 
a contra'll upo’i fuch low trims as to drive 
the Conti aflur ro the ner.rflity of debafing it* 
qualitv, to prrtcrvc’ himlolt from lofs. It 
wa» .^bfoluttly neeclfi y m tU' h a cafe, as ic 
was in m-iny oilieis, to Have a man of credit, 
liunour, and property, npini wlmm we could 
rely lor aj jtt and laiihlul performance of hit 
er.ga.^tmjnt, 

“ My Lu'ds, It was ohj-'ifled that Mr» 
Sui’.iran Wds too soiing nt! u:.^x;<. r>cnced for 
Iucl 1 rtii employment: hjt tiiofe wim made 
the obj..^dio.) did not advert to this conlidera- 
(luii, lliat the fame objeClion would he agaitift 
Mr. Mackc'-.zie, .ind il wviild upera.c againit 
the appoiiiiiTicnt o everv Mi mher uf Council 
wli'. had of late ' ceii ie'<t t>' India, hurely 
iiic.xpeiience .ii the giowth and mauolacture 
ul opium, and inexperience m the uuNies and 
foims of government, are expofed to hazards 
of veiy iliffi rent ma.;nitudc and conitquence. 

An ohjeClion has been iailed againfl Mr^ 
Sullivan, on account uf his being Called tof 
airnlant. By alTulant it vims not meant eol- 
lc.igue in ollioe, or participant in power} 
but a more rctpeCtable name for a fecretary, 
or wi Iter, 

“ I'he next head is, the Army-cattle 
Con TR sc r. Upon this 1 am charged with 
cuiiuptioo andwallein the rates, and excels 
in the incrcafed numbers of the cattle. 

“ 'The'corruption, 1 conclude, alludes to 
fome inordinate profit in it. To this I an- 
fvver, that the profit was fotemnly attefted by 
Ml. FergiUofi, offering to Confirm it by o.tth, 
that fifteeu per cent, per annum was the 
extent of ihe profit during the war, and that 
profit Itill liable to outltanding debts. This, 
fo far from being an exorbitant profit, amount¬ 
ed to no more than a reafonabie agency. 

But 1 ihouid firfl have anfwered the 
charge of breach of orders in not putting the 
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cnntr?A up to auAinn, and acrrptin;; the low. 
eft bnKlir. The *^iniy CoiUMif) hail for 
lltiny fucctllive years been piit up to annual 
(ale, un'ii it hail been braieo down to latcs 
metjual 10 the feivice. This c une in pnNit 
heforc ofc: (or when :hc war a. is fpreaiiiog, 
thecuntij^oi thuw n'mlclt upon «'ur eijuny, 
and declaicil he could not pci form tiu' tcrvxe 
Bpoii (h; leims hr had iinderiaken. 1 lie 
teims, tn conirqiiencc of tlwt leprefciitaticn, 
were tevifed and amended, the Boinl hiv¬ 
ing tn the year ly-S, gr.in'td aiidi«ioiiil 
aUowances. btcaule the (oimir were inhfifi. 
cient. How w^ii it poHii>le to advtitiie lor 
the towett bidder, while wc weie rtj-.fti.ig 
the lowcl) bidiiei, and adiniitir.i; the expe- 
diency o( laihi.g hr terms? The tiling re- 
quiiiby the Company was imprafticulile.— 
As 10 the extravagance of theiates, ih fe had 
been lormed with ttie advice of the betl in- 
(i«inied and mof) expeiienced cfliceis. I'his 
poini teas alh bnnght in piuoi before me: 
(or wb&n General Gudd.nd's arniy was to 
inarch acrofs Indi.i, they had fc. rcely qntt'cd 
oui provmcet, when the coiinaJoi pioved 
hitnicU orce mine obliged to ihiow himlelf 
itpiui tl e juUice of the B.iard, not Wiihftanding 
ttie raif. (I rates, which lie fmi-id inadequ.ile 
to the iervice; he iheieloic pr.iv-jc that tome 
tnliei might do the (ervicc; and his piayer 
was giantec’. 

“ Ihe excefs of niin.bns i-. next to be 
OMifidcred, Six thocfaiid liven hntidird 
were appointed for an aiiny ot thiiiy-fivc 
thoufai d men. Ho detachnient ni.irched 
iImi did nm itqiiiiea much laicer picp'inion 
itia:) thele nun.heis bore to the whine .tiniy. 
The army now in the held, ot tightem 
lUiufii d men, lias twenty*thrie tlinofeiid 
head o; c.'ttle. A detachm.-nt ot two th m- 
(dOd five hundred men marched from iiom- 
h.iy'j i iey hau nineteen thculaiul lu-id. In 
Ibori, no army . yer moved that did not puive 
the nuinbeis fixed in the new conir.ift lo he 
too tm.iU, intti'iid oi too great, provul. clam 
lijiiht III niy opinion, which is. ili.it tix arniy 
in her. ja', and in Omle. fhouid at ail tiincs be 
in leai vncfs lor aftual ierv ce. 

**TI)e next ciimmal point impiuni to me, 
is that of granting extiaoiCiu.iiv oIl< wanc-s 
to Sir Eyre Cooie, .inii coniii umg ihtn> to 
him after the Conn of p.rcftors had piohi- 
tiiteil (tiofe atlowances. 

•» My ttic Company allowed the 

Commander in t. h ei, ben-g in Council, fiX 
tbriufand pounds a. year, toi his (t pjiare truft. 
sir John Cl.iveimg ihought u infufhcient, 
.and remontti.ilSi.1, but with uttuccets. 'lliie 
.jnuhabje conlequence of l.is failure was, that 
;^)e never vtfiCed the diitani ifations of llie 
^nny, nor look the field in perfnn wh'.Ift m 
Jjiidid. Sir £>■« Cc(9«i on ihu contrary^ 


early declared his intentions to vlfit- the 
fevr-ial ftaiions of the army, and the Board 
fixed certain allowances, which he was to , 
leCKiVL while ahreiit from C.ilcutia. Hr>' 
rtvi wed thu^army in Oude, and the (fiMlfd 
thiinpiit it leafnnable that, while S.r Eyre 
Ci.o'e was in the Vizir.r’s dominions, ihefe 
extr.i allowances (hould be de'rayed by tlie 
V.zier, who reai'.ily confented to pay t'.em. 

“ This, my Lords, was not any breach of 
treaty, (or the treaty mentioned in this Ar- ' 
tide, as having been violated, was ilie tieary 
of Lucknow, concluded in 1775, by which , 
the Nabob W.1S to pay two lacks, niid ftxiy 
thi'uf.ind lupees a month, for a fpecific num¬ 
ber of tioops; hut fiiice that period an addi¬ 
tional number of ti oqps Rad been ftlltioned in 
his own dominions, at his own ezprcL re- 
quifiiinn; for which he pa'd an additional, 
but indefinite fum, annually. 

“ The Nabob had to high a fenfeof Sir ' 
Eyre Ci ute's merits and fci vices, that inflead 
of iil'jefting to the propofed allowarce, he 
expreliid a wifh that it were double that 
amount. He doubtltfs never loft fight n, the 
Geneiar-iahfeiiceol liis being engaged as much 
in the defence of his provinces as of thofe of 
tlie Company, and it was upon that princi¬ 
ple that he was fo forward to coiitmue Sir 
Kyre Cnoie’s allowances whilft on tlie coaft. 

It IS always the cuftom lor all the Company's 
milit.iry fcivants to diaw double Batia, or 
exti.i allow.inces, when out of the Company's ^ 
provinces; and it would he ((range indeed, 
lint the Commander in Chief (hould be the 
only ixccpiion. 

“ iWy ].ord$, when Sir Eyre Cooie quitted 
the upper province*, and went oi fcrvice to 
the coail, the tame allowances were con'inucd 
to h m by the Company: for it was u. rea- 
loiiable tfiai he (hould take the Avid upon the 
.iiiowaiices which bis predecefTor enjoyiit for 
ftayiiig in Calcutta. 

“ IViy Lords, 1 fo well knew the value of 
Sir I'yie ooie's pre euce on thecnaft, at the 
time when tlie aimy was defeated and difpl. 

I lied, that there is hardly any thing he could 
have afked, wh-ch I (hould not have given 
him. 

** My Lords, I mnft alfo pray you to ad- 
veit to tin. cireumttance of Geiitral btibherr, 
who was an iiifci lor officer, ' aving an allow¬ 
ance of above eighty tiioufand lupees ayrar, 
t'.hilit General Cwiie was refti idled to fixty 
tlioufaiid. Could it he expefted that he 
fl'.oiiltl have been fati;i6ed with that dvgiading 
ditfcience, at the r.,me time that he was iqioti 
aftual fervice, and liable to many addtciunal 
expences, wlulft Guneral Stibitert was at his 
cafe, in cauionmenis, or gnrrifnn > 

*' My Leads, it was imps.ffible for Sir 
byte’s Cuute's -ilowance, as fatlc^ 

tu 
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to be fufllcient in tie if the fame fum 
was not too much lur General Clavering in 
Calcutta, or if a greater fum was not too 
tirge for General Stibbeit, inCatitmments. 

'* .Bur, iny Lords, it was not a time to cavil 
With Sir Eyre Coote about field allow.utces: 

1 luver Was moie convinced of the trocli uf 
any hypotliefis than of this3 namely, that if 
Sir Eyre Coote had refigned in difgud, which 
lie m'ght have done, the Carnatic had been 
infallibly loit to this count y,/or ever. 1 can 
ouly fay, in addition, tliat I had no finiiter 
view or motive in what I did ; and I (hould 
think It my duty to adl the lame part over 
again, in like ciicumftances, Nay, 1 would 
have abridged my own allowances to have 
increafed his, if he could have rcceivt-d them, 
ratlier than have feffned him to relign in 
difguli, or to have quitted the anny in dif« 
concent. 

“ My Lords, in accounting for the agency 
given to Mr, Auriul, it will he neecif.uy for 
a moment again to call your adentiwn to ihe 
vu>y alarming and dulrclTcd il ite ot our pof- 
ftili -i.s in the C .matic Hyder Ally, viifa- 
rioui in lor jirld^ with his imnieruus ainiy, 
wiiic:i had cut off a large detachment nt our 
troop", and had driven the main body hack 
With cunfideniblc lofs to .Madras, waa L-ytiig 
rr< ge to Arcnt, which insviUbty fell luoii 
after, for want of fuccours. His numerous 
followers were dtfolating and laying vvalte 
the whole face of Che cnuntiy, by bumiiig the 
villages, .and eedn ying the cultivation, up to 
the veiy waifs of M.idi.15. 

** In this dsfpeiace fiCiUMon did the Prefi- 
dent and Council write to us for eveiy poin* 
ble aid of troops, money, and provifions.— 
Sir Eyic Coote, with a reinforcement of Eu¬ 
ropeans and cieafure, by the celenty of his 
dep inure and arrival, though in the wcrit 
fe.ihin 01 the year, gave a firtuiiate luin to the 
ll.iCc of our .-rlairs upon the cuatf. We at 
the fame time tnceied into a contiadl to (end 
them the quantity cf nee which thr^ had 
applied for; but this was loon ejthaullcd.— 
7 'hty applied for more, and Mr. Aunol, our 
Seure.aiy, delivcied in propufals to (end it on 
the lame trims as the lait euiiCr,dl. 

“ My Lords, 1 then fon f iw that the Pre- 
fideiKyof Madras, as well as the army, mull 
depend encpely for their luhfilienee and lup- 
port upon Bcngol. Another cuniradl would 
liave been but a feeble refource. 1 he ex¬ 
ports of individuals could never be relied upon, 
foi fo great and fn (ermus an object. 

My Lords, contrafls might have failed. 
One coiitracl, and one only, was entered into 
during the I'ervice of the agency, and that did 
fail. The coiur-tflor prayed to be releafed 
from a great pait of his contract, and w.ts 
leleafed, although the rate of lii» contrail was 


higher than the average jyice of all the agent’s 
fupphes, with his commiifioii included.—* ■ 
M.iy, contrails mud h«ve failed for want of 
relourcesin the Treafury to fulfil the (lipuia- 
tioiu for the public. The agent employed his 
own credir. 

.My Lirds, the French fleet was for near 
two whide fealuiis in C 'inpluteand uiidiilurb* 
ed polfeffion ol the Bay of Bengal; ours be* 
iiig in harbour, at Bombay. Infurance was 
not always to be procured, and individuals 
would net trud their property but inthetropes 
of lai ge pi oA's to com|renfa:e fur their nfks. 

My LiN-ds, (he purjic had fo great a 
flake to fave, tiiat it anfwered to tiiem ta 
fend rice at all rilks; and the event has prov¬ 
ed, ih.iC it aiifW'ied wed; as the agent, 
though his com .11 Hi n wa? liberal, fupplitd 
the fettleifienc of Madias with rice, both 
better in ipuli'.y, and twemy percent cheap¬ 
er, than (tie fi-.rmer cuntiaA. He fupplied 
them with It at une h.-lf (he piice at which 
individuals, landing it'.hure, were compelled 
by the government of Madras M fell it to 
ttiein in eachniigs tor bills upon Bengal} aud 
Che avenge rate cf all his (upyilies, with 
comnnlUan included, was lei's tlv.n the lates 
of ten out of eleven pi opuf.ils received for ths 
concracl, sfier the agency was abolilhed; and 
as low as the very lowell propofal. The 
commifllun, I admit, was liberal,'hough not 
more than had been ufual for tiffices ot fup- 
ply in Bengal. It wa^. originally fifueu never 
fuiettY-five percent, (•« eironenufly Hated 
by me Manager who fummed up the Charges) 
hut afterwards confiderably 1 educed; and 
tbeie weie many ch-rges to be defrayed out 
ut it, 

“ My Lords, 1 fnhmit, that an agency 
was Che only cBeinii.l mode of infuiing a 
coiill.inc and fufticient fopply for this w»» 
poiiant fcrvice; and 1 m.iintain, that it has 
proved to be the mell frugal mode to the 
Company. The confidence which the He.wd 
iiad III Mr. Auruit's diligence and integr ty, 
confirmed by many years experience ot his 
condu£l, (roiiued him out 'as a proper perfoo 
fur this iervice, and he was accept-^. 

I he mode of delivering accounts u^ron 
honour was not a new mude in the Connpa- 
ny s ferv'Cc, (and it is prailifed at the prefent 
mnmeiit m Bc.ngal) nur was it by any means 
intended to preclude the examination of 
vi'ocoeis, wheie vouchera weie required, or 
could ne produced ; hot meant to llrcngthtx'. 
the ohhgaiion on thep.iiiy amounting, wiieie 
vouchers eulisr could not be bad, or were to 
numerous as to nidke it almoll impradicable 
to examine them with the accounts. I tin- 
derfl.nd th.)t vouchrrs never were refufed by 
the agent. 

« But as fo much has been faid on this 

ftil^ufia 
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MijoQf 1 hope I mY he permitted to remark, 
■without »nj impu'.ed d fiefpc^l to >our LniiU 
fiiips, whufe h<a)oui ito mait can more higoly 
revem titan 1 do, fhar 1 think it is impo.!:- 
bte you can conceive the u-im Ins b.en pi»f> 
tituted or nnitappiied on there cceafi ins.— 
£very merchniit dep'er.dsi t.n tiie luiioni, cre¬ 
dit, good faith, oi h'Miciiy (cjil it whu yuo 
Will) of his reputed dc..)Jings; and wen- t ns 
dependence b<i'ii.ihra in n> the cniTui'uinry, 1 
lear we ftioulo n-ve vei , litiK- li.C'.irity for 
Kiy tianfaAiuns in our nUcionurlc with man¬ 
kind. 

** My Lords, I am accufed of granting an 
4gency to Mr. Belli, 'vht< is traced to be one 
of my own dependants, with a wallefut and 
improvident comiTnflton. It will be tuur.d 
that this bufinrts did not originate as’ith me. 
The necefliry for laying up a depot of pnivi- 
fionsand liuics in the garnlon ot For ^V,U 
Jiam, th.it we m'ght be picpsred for atiige, 
was, .IS 1 recolledi, flrongly urged batn by 
General Clavei ing and Mr. Francis j and a 
degree of negledl imputed to me for no: h.iv- 
ing provided againli fuch an eine> gency. — 
The meafuie wAs afterwards, on a ni.nuce 
which 1 delivered, c.-iiifuiered in Council, ^nd 
Upon the retolution ol the Boird, that fuch a 
dep6t (hculd he formed, the opinion of mer¬ 
chants W.1S required upon the quantum of 
conim.ilion ad<'quaie to an .agent for his 
trouble, charges, and lofs, by wattage .>nd 
decay in keeping up the itoi e from yeai to 
year in conitam good condition. The mer¬ 
chants declared that twenty per cent, was the 
compenlation that couid be allowed. 1 
propofed Mr. Belli for the agency, and upon 
examining the accounts of a former fcrvice of 
this kind eXL'CUied in the governnaeiu of my 
predeceif/i', Mt.C..riie>, v.ji ch weie called 
fortoallifl us ui our determin itton, 1 found 
that the Compdiiy had fult.nned a real lofs 
upon the i etaic of t'uife Bores, at the end of 
two years, of ninety per cenr. No agent 
would undertake a fervice by which he was to 
be a lofer: his prohes ought to be propor¬ 
tioned to the natuie and imporiance of the 
thing rirquired. He might he a l.dar by ac. 
cepttng (he Itnjl fntjJiUe cumm’Jft'inf or, wiiicli is 
Wurffc, a tailiire uf his duty might be d:>n- 
feroui to the lafety of our puiriir.ons. 1 
truB your Lordfhips will not think the com- 
midloa uf thir'y per cent, per annum, winch 
I propofed for the agent to anfwer all charges 
and lolTes by waBage and decay in the ch^ng- 
iog of Bores, from time to time as they re¬ 
quired it, was an immoderate allowance for 
the due perlormance of fo important a duty. 
v^Tbat 1 was not improvident in grant- 
jpg it, will appear from Mr. Belli's own 
accounts, delivered in evidence to your Lord- 
ibips> There has been fome doubt (hmwn 


upon them by the Manager who fummed np 
this Cliaige, but Mi. Belli is in Eni,Lnd, j 
and can verity them 1 Ihall cloft this fub.^ 
j' .‘I with remarking, that fince my rrtuni/o 
hMgl.iod both the Court of Dirtflors and my 
bucivifiir in the G iveinmeiit hive cxpii-II'-d 
tlic'ii rtiongeft .spprobation of Ins inttgiity .o 
tt'is hu.'inefs. 

“ i will not detain your Lordfhips by ad- 
vciTmg, (iir any length, to the Boiy told ly»' 
the Manager who opened the general Charges 
I elan VC to the horrid Cruelties pra^lifed on 
the N itives' of Dhee Jumla by Deby Sing.— 

It ill be fuflicient to fay, that the Manager 
never ventincJ to introduce this Boiy in the 
foim ot a Charge, though pi cfTeA and uiged 
to do fo, 'n the rtrongelt \>oifibie term^, both 
in rttid oat of ParUamcnt.—Mr.I’ateifon, on 
whnfc authority he rehed for the truth of Ins 
aireilions, and wiiki whom, he faid, he wifhtd 
to "o down to portenty, has had the geo'-ro- 
fity to wiite to my .-ttorney in Calcutta for 
my information, “ That he felt the finceieft 
“ concern to fii'u hi^ leports toined :o my 
‘‘ rlifadvan'age, as I afltrd as might be ex- 
*• pected fi'im .a man of luiuianity thronph- 
“ .ait .ill the tr.inl.'iflions in which Deby Si g 
“ \v .s conrer.isd —H.'id the cruelties wlixh 
the M.iinq er Baled been re.dly iiiilifled, it 
was not polfible, as he veiy ivcll knew at the 
tune, 'o impute them, even by any kind of 
fuiced cooitrnilion, tome.—My Lords, it is s 
a ladl time I vvasthe firft peiloii to give Mr. 
Paterfon an ill opinion of Deby Smg, whole 
coiidncl upon former occafions had lefi sn 
unfavourable, and peihapsan uiijo'l, impi.-f- 
Aon upon my mind. In employing Dehy 
Sing 1 ceilaiwiy yiehled op my I'p'iuon to Mr. 
Andorfon ;ir.il Mr. Shoic, wh.; had better 
uppoituiiitics uf knowing li'i'-' till;! 1 could 
Imve. In the couife of the i. q.iii>’ into his 
conduiB fie received neither favuar nor coun¬ 
tenance from me, nor from any Member of 
the Bo'ird. That inquii, w.ts c.'trried on 
principally when I was at Lucknow, an« was 
BO/completed during my io»eriiment, though 
it was commenced and continued with every 
poBible folemii'ty, .-.nd with the AncercB 
dtfire, on my p..if, and on the part o* my 
colleagues, to do Urifl and impartial juBice. ' 
1 h« refult 1 have read in Eugh'ind j and it 
ceit-iinly appears, tba’ though the man was 
not entirely innocent, the extent of hi- guilt 
bore no foit of propunion to the magnitude 
ot tliech.'iEes againB him. In particuUr, it 
is proved rli,st the mod horrible of thole horri¬ 
ble afts, fo artfully deriil'.d, and with fuch 
elfe(B, in this place, never were eomtnitied at 
all. 

“ Here I leave the fubjeil, convinced that 
every one ofyour L'i'Otbips muti feel tor tlie 
uiipaialleled tiijuAice tnat was done to roe by 

the 
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the iDtroduSion an^ pr6t>agation ^ that 

Mtrofieus calumny t 

*•' My Lords, 1 will not uoiit detaih your 
Lordfhips by ofTering many remarks upon the 
grofs injuOice that 1 atfo fuftained in b'wing 
been cumpelled to appear at your LuriUhips' 
bar to juftify ads which have received the 
repeated approbation of the King's Minifters, 
and virtually of the late Houfe of Commons. 
My Lords, it is perfedlly true, that the Artides 
to which I allude are not inhiled upon, or in 
other words, they are abandoned. But I feel 
tlie injury mod fenfibly, and the expence of 
defending myfelf againlt them has been into* 
lerable. 

** The'King^s Miniders, as Members of 
Parliament, voted to impeach me for accept¬ 
ing a delegation to .Oude, and for forming an 
arrangement with the Nabob Vizier which 
fubfilts at the prefent moRient.” 

Mr. Fom. My Lords, I am fure I fliould 
be very unwilling to do any thing to interrupt 
a perfon in the ftiuation of the defendant; 
but I think you cannot permit him to date 
how a Member of Pailiament voted, becaufe 
the defendant cannot poinbly know the fail." 

Lord Kenyon. ** The perfon accufed at 
the bar will certainly meet the wifhes of this 
Uoufe, and of the Managers alfo, in replying 
to the allegations that have been opened 
againd him, by avoiding, if he can, the ufa of 
names; though it is certainly competent to liim, 
if he tliinks it for his advantage, to point out 
any inconfidency or mjudice in the condudl 
of Ills profecutors.'’ 

Mr.HaJlingt. ** My Lords, I befeech you 
to recolIcA the very great tendernef> 1 have 
ufed when I have been fpeaking of the mod 
atrocious adtions that have been committed 
againd me: it is not my Ritentioii to accufe 
any body; but if any fail necedary to my 
defence fhould, in dating that defence, ne- 
ccfTarily involve the crimination of otliers, I 
do not mean to criminate them—*but the 
confequence is inevitable—it is not my fault." 

Mr. Fox. ** My Lords, the natureof my 
ebjedlion is thjs:—I do not objeQ to any 
language the prifoner may ufe, of aoy kind 
fvhatever, in his fitoaCion j but having dated 
that the King’s Miniders have fo voted in the 
Houfe of Commons, I think that is a fa6l that 
he cannot bring evidence of, and confequently 
it is impoffible for ns to aedwer in reply. I 
tbinkitisimpoffible he can know howa Mi- 
nider has voted in the Houfe of Commons.” 

Mr. tldjiingt. ** My Lords, may I, with¬ 
out difrefpeA to the Managers, fay, that 1 


ufe only a I!i:ence fo( which I have their' 
example i they have done fo on many oeda- 
lions. I never interrupted themi nor did 
Counfel ihterrupt them, when they were 
making their lung fpeeches agdindE me. 1 
throw myfelf on ^our Lordfhips* proteAion, 
and 1 befeech you to proted me againd this 
violence.” 

Mr, Burke. “ My Lords, we oflfer oo 
violence: the Managers of the Houfe of 
Commons offer no violence to the prifoner at 
your Lurcllhips* bar.'* 

Lord Kenyon, If the defendant is guilty 
of any impropriety, he may correA himfelf.” 

Mr. Lavj. *< 1 wifh to recal to the Hon. 
Managers' confideration——i'* 

Lords. “ Goon,goon." 

Mr, Haftingt, “ My Lords, 1 really lay 
under a gieat difad vantage. If what I have 
faid is wrong, punifh me for it; but I befeech 
you do not let me be interrupted. I cannot 
fpC'k from the fudden impuife of my owe! 
mind—I am not accullomed to it. 1 bavb 
wi itteii down what I wifh to read { and 1 
t.ill Gcd to witnefs that 1 did it with a due 
regard to the reverence due to this honoura¬ 
ble Court." 

Lords, “ Go on, go on." 

Mr. Haftinga then proceeded as follows: 

** 1 fay, my Lords, in four feparaM letleri 
the King's Miniflers approved of what I had 
done, ihougii they voted to impeach me for 
doing it. They ordered my arrangemeut to 
he invariably adhered to ( they approved, as 
they declare thentfelves, of the frineifles oo 
which It was formed; and the Minifter for 
India ii.ia taken credit every year for the fub- 
fidy procured by that arrangement, which vt 
paid monthly with the pundiuahey of a Bank 
dividend. They voted alfo to impeach tom 
for having ruined, opprefled, and deftroyed 
the natives of Bengal, although in the firft 
flage of the bufinefs they oppudid the Revenue 
At title *, which conuinsihefealIegatioas,an(i 
altliuiigh the falfehood of the Charge muft bd 
apparent to every man whb it not prepared to 
prove that the Minifter for India basannually 
prefented falfe accounts to Uie Houfe of 
Commons. Both cannot be trucj 

*< In the few words tliat Ihkd the bobodr 
to addrefiyour Lordfhips on Monday, laflTured 
you that 1 fhould never make a defence for 
my conduA on the plea of neeeflity, although 
the Managers for the Commons have takCb fo 
much pains to refute tint plea. 

. '* According to my eonftruAion of the 
law, it was not criminal to rec^ve prefents 


* This Revenoe Charge was moved in the late Parliament by Mr. Francis, aiid very 
fircngly oppofed by Mr. Pitt; but tlie Minifter and the whole Board of Controol wwe left 
in a mlnnrity, being beat by fifieen voices: wheb it wai framed into an /Irticle, CllO Minifter 
and the Board of Ceittroul voted it to contain high drimet and ffltfiemea»e/s. 

Pout IVs O 
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wUh a foIeniD determination in my own 
mind to appropriatb every rupee fo received 
to the public for vice, and to that public fer vice 
was every rupee applied with ihe utmoft fide- 
, Uty. I thought it perfectly confident with 
jolUce to levy a fine of forty or fifty lacks of 
rupees from Cheyt Sing for his eontomacy. 
1 conceived it ftriftly juftifiable, upon the 
information that I had received of Uic Be¬ 
gum’s difaffcAion to c nfent to the refump- 
tion h«r Jaghtres, and of the treafore in 
her poflefliur. That I had information of her 
difaffediion befoie me is clearly in evidence; 

. and if 1 could have been favovired with a few 
days attention in this place, I could have efia* 
blifhed that fadl by irrefifiihle proof. 

But, my Lords, does it ceafe to be ma« 
lerial to eiiablifh the nectfllty, or is it to be 
faid that the neceflity did not exift at all, 
becanfe I am oi opinion that I broke no law 
in accepting prefents, and did not degrade niy 
own charadler, nor the Britifh name, by roy 
conJudf to Cheyt Sing or Che Begum ? 

** My opinion of our neceflities may be 
enlledled fiom the following paflage in my 
Narrative of the Infurredlion in Benares: 

1 left Calcutta impreffed with the belief 
** that extraoidinaiy means were neceffary, 
and thofe exerted with a ilrong hand, to 
** preferve the Company’s interefts from 
finking tDiJer tie accuntulattd weight that 
** ofprtjfti them. I faw a political neceffity 
** for curbing the overgrown power of a great 
** member of their dominion, and making it 
** ContritUie to the relief ef their prejjing 
*• exigenciei. If I erred, my error was 
**, prompted by an excefs of zeal for their 
interefls operating with too flrong a bus 
upon my judgment. ” 

' ** Of what nature thofe necefiities were I 
will now ftate; and I believe the proofs of 
them were upon the table of the lioufe of 
Commons when thofe nectifiries were denied 
to have had exigence, and when my Impeach¬ 
ment was voted. 

** 1 left Calcutta ill July, and figned the 
treaty of Chilnar on the 18th of September 
xySt. 

** We had at that period borrowed as much 
money upon bonds as we could barrow^ for 


the bonds bore a confiderable dtfeount.— 
Every letter received from Madras between 
November 1780 and September 1781 , 
contained the moft preffing applications for 
money and pniviiinns. Tliefe letters are 
upon record, although not before your Lord- 
fhips; and I am in polfefllon of private letters 
written to me by the Governor of Madras in 
that period, in duplicate and triplicate, moft 
earneftly pnfiing me to fave tliem from 
finking, by fending them ample fupplies of y 
money and provifiuns. Sir Eyre Coote de¬ 
pended upon me for feven lacks of rupees a 
month, for the pay of the armies In the Car¬ 
natic. The moft prefling applications fur 
money were rweived from Bombay, and 
from General Goddard, who commanded the 
army in Guzzerat; and very heavy bills were 
drawn upon the Government of Bengal in 
the firft months of the year 1781. The 
troops in Oude and in Bengal were many 
months in arrear. Colonel Muir’s army, in 
the province of Malwa, and Major Popiiam’s, 
at Benares, were confiderably in arrears. A 
French fleet had appeared off Fort St. George 
in February 1781; was expelled to return 
in the enfuing fe.ifon, and did adlually come 
upon the coaft of Coromandel in April 1782. 

Sir John Maepherfon, who landed in 
Calcutta in Odlober 1781, has truly de- 
feribed our ficuation at that moment: 

** An empty treafuiy, and every refource 
for raifing money fo completely exhaufled, ) 
that it was with the utmoft difficulty the Go¬ 
vernor could raife a loan for a remittance of 
eight or ten lacks, which he had folemnly 
pledged himfelf to make to Sir Eyre Coote, 
whom he had left at Madras in Se^ember in 
the greateft diftrefs for money.” 

“ It is in evidence that Colonel Muir, after 
the feparate peace which I concluded with 
Madajee Scindia, could not recrofs the Jumna 
until he received a fupply from Fyzabad in 
February 1782*. 

** The fa&t my Lords, is known and ac¬ 
knowledged by every man who ferved during 
the late war in India, that ourlpofTeflions there 
were preferved only by tlie extraordinary re- 
fourcet procured by me in confequence of the 
treaty of Cbunar f. 

Sneh 


* Page'941 of the printed evidence. 

■f* Extraiit ftetm Sir John Maepherfon*t Letter to the Court ef Dire 3 orif dated jti Marti 

* 7 ? 3 * 

Of the general diftrefs of your affairs in all your Prefldencies, in the latter end of Anguft 
** lySxs when I arrived at Madras, you have long fince had authentic accounts, hot of tho 
** /iougtr to which the very exifente ef theCompanywat then expofedyou tan baveuoadejuaH idea. 

In the Carnatic, your principal fettlement, and your main army under Sir Eyre Coote, 
** IVfre furrotmded by the army of Hyder, who had indeed been defeated on the ift of July 
but who, from that check, feemed only to have become more guarded, and deter- 
« miped ii) his purpofe. Neither your army^ nor even Fort St. George hud at that time 
aiwt a ftw dayt prtt/ifiont injkrt^ nor tould tbtrt fir any profptS ^ /"/FO' f'*"* founiry. 



Such was the diflrefs of the troops in 
Oudoi and in the Mahracta countiy^ that the 
officers fidd their plate for the temporary 
relief of their fepoys, as they did alfo upon 
the coaft. 

“ But if with the fnm of one hundred and 
thirty eight lacks of rupeesi which 1 procured 
in Oude from September 1781 to Septem- 
lySi* and a very large fum received in 
V the next year, we found it difficult to nnain- 
taia our armies, what muff liave been the 
confequcnce, had I not formed fuch a benefi¬ 
cial arrangement with the Nabob Vizier? 
And your Lordfhips will believe that 1 felt 
the full force of our fituation when 1 con¬ 
cluded the treaty of Chunar. I had not then, 
I have not now, the fmallelt doubt that the 
Begum had afforded military affifiance to 
Chey t Sing. Ciicomftances have been brought 
to my recolledlion fince the Trial com¬ 
menced which had efcaped me before ; and 
tliefe are confirmed to me by evidence which 
I am fure your Lordfhips would deem deci- 
five upon the fubjedi, had 1 been allowed a 
few day', to lay it before you. 

“ My Lords, you are now better enabled 
to judge of the difficulties which I had to 
encounter in the lalt w,ir, than I did fup- 
pofe it within poflibility for your Xxirdfhips 
to be when this Trial c minienced. 

** Your Lordfhips will feel for the wants 
^ under which I laboured when 1 had to con¬ 
tend, at one time, with a// the Powers of In¬ 
dia,combined with the French and the Dutch, 
becaufe your Lordfhips have proofs befoie 
you in the Council Chamber of Parliament 
that the refoiirccs of India are now utterly 
inadequate to the fupport of a war againfi puc 
native Power who is unaffified by any Euio- 
pean ally. We are in alliance with all the 
M.ihratta chiefs, and with the Soobadar of 
Deccan, who werein the former war confede¬ 
rated againfl us. The Government of Ben¬ 
gal, when this war commmenced, was free 
fiom foreign and doineltic embarraCfments. 


The Nibob Vizier had cempleicly liquidated 
his debt, and his fubfidy was paid with the ui- 
moli puuAuality. Benares afforded the ful 
revenue which I am impeached for having 
procured. The fait, llie opium, and the land 
revtnues of Bengal, added to the fubfidy from 
Oude and the Peoares colleAions, produced 
annually to the Company neaily five millions 
four hundred thoufand pounds. 

‘‘ But, ray Lords, fo inadequate have thefe 
refources proved, with the addiuon of the 
revenues of Fort St. George and Bombay, 
that fince the commencement of the prefent 
war a very confiderable Aim in fpecie has been 
tranfmitted from England 'O India; money 
has been borrowed to the ucmoft extent of 
their credit at Bengal, Fotc St. George, and 
Bombay, at a high intereQ; and Hydsr Beg 
Khan, whom your L irdthips have heard of 
fo ^ten, h.as affifttd Loid Cornwallis with a 
loan of twcniy-iwo lacks of rupees.—I men¬ 
tion thefe ciri'umftances to your Lordfhips to 
prove that the refources of Indi.i cannot, in 
tune of war, meet the cxpenc;s of India. 

Your Loidibips know that 1 could not, 
and Loid Cornwallis c.inno; do, v/bat ev*ty 
Minijier of England has done Jinct the RlvoIu-‘ 
ti'M—l could not boiiow t» the utmoft ex¬ 
tent of my wants dining the late war, and tax 
pofferity to pay the mteref? of my loans. 
The refmrces to he obtained by loans, tbofe 
excepted tor which bills upon the Company 
weie granted ", foiled early in my aJminifira- 
tion, and will fail much earlier >n Lord Corn¬ 
wallis’s, not from want of confidence in that 
Noble Lord, butbecaufe (he An plus refources 
of Bengal h.ive not been employed in liqui¬ 
dating the debt coiitiadeO 111 Bengal during 
he late war. 

Allow me, my Lords, to call again to 
ynur LuiOfhips’ recolledlion the many and 
the unprecedented difficulties with which I 
had to coutenJ during the late war in India. 
Every meafure of my admin illration was cal¬ 
culated to lelieve the public cx gencies; nor 


** At Bengal, on which your other Prejidencies depended almoft entirely for fnppliet, your trea. 
‘‘ fury was drained, and every effort of raijing money by loan and by pailial reinittances had been 
** tried, 

f “ On the fubjefl of the fnpplies which have been fent Aom hence from the period of my 
arrival (eleven days after the treaty of Chunar was figned) for the (upiwirt of the war in 
your other PrefiUencies, I have the honour of tranfmitiing you the accompanying official 
*< account, figned by your Accountant.General. From this account you will pleafe to ob< 
ferve, that the amount remitted, and adlually paid, from rite 30th September 1781, to the 
« ift March 1783, is two crores, fifty-eight lacks, one thoufand three hundred and fifiy-fix 
*< rupees, befides tbu treafure and {lures which were fent fome days fince with Sir Eyre Coote to 
** the coafl, and bills accepted hy this Goveroment, and under payment, making in all a fum 
*' little /hurt of three milliont flerhng," 

In the year 1782 the Governor-General and Council diew bills upon the Company to the 
amount of that year's inveflment. la September 1783, the Diredors wrote to Bengal, 
cxpreiTing their difapprobation of the meafure, and telling their fervants that they neuft fall 
upon feme otKr mode of fupplying the public exigencies. 
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can any nan in England point one other 
meBfw than thofe Vthich I employed, by 
whkh the public necelTutes could have been 
rarpved i y?t I have been four years impeach- 
^ tefore your Lordfliips for the feveral a£ls 
by which 1 preferved what the India Minifter' 
has called, in the Houfe of Commons, the 
^ightefi jtwl in tht Brili/f} Ci own ! 

** 1 have now gone thmugh the examina¬ 
tion both of the nencral and (pecific crimes 
which have been laid to my charge. I liave 
pndeavoured todevelope the great and com* 
molding points of every diftindl Article, 
from thoie which are e<ther immaterial in 
themfelves, or which depended for their rec. 
titude, or criminality,on the foimer. 

** In this work I have in cfTiA undertaken 
to reduce the compiled mals of feven folio 
volumes into the compafs of a few pages, a 
labour requiring months of teifure to execute 
it as it ought to be, and a length of time pro¬ 
portioned, not to the extent of the vvork, but 
to the degree of its abbreviation. 

** 1 have urged all that in this view of the 
fubjeft was, in my judgment and recollec¬ 
tion, ueceffaVy ot the elucidation of it: but it 
is hardly pclfible that fomethingmay not have 
been omitted, which would have rendered it 
more complete; fomething the want of which 
may yet leave doubts on your Lordfhips' minds 
refpcAing parts of my condu A detached from 
the general tenor of it. For this, and for 
other deficiencies in this addrefs, 1 have to 
beg your Lordfhips’ candour, and to plead 
the difadvahtage of the refli lAtd and inade¬ 
quate time, and the infirm Aate of body, 
under which t have arranged it. 

** I nauft reluAantly prefs upon your Lnrd- 
fhips’ time, and Qialt hklen to conclude u ith 
a Few general obfcivjt ions upon the nature of 
this Impeachment, as it relates to tbofe piin- 
ciples which coaftilute the moral qu^ities and 
characters of all mankind. 

** If the tenor of a man's life has been in¬ 
variably mirked with a difpufition to guilt, it 
will be a ftrong prefamption againfl him, in 
imy alleged inftance, that he was guihy. 

** If, on the contrary, the whole tenor of a 
man’s life was fuch as to have obtained fur 
him the univerfal good will of a]! w’ith whom 
be had any iniercOurfe in the intcrefied con¬ 
cerns of life, Che prefumptfon will be as well 
grounded, that he was innocent of any parti¬ 
cular wrong imputed to h.in, efpeoially if 
thofe who are the alleged fuflerers by that 
wrong, make no complaint againfl him. 

** But vvhat (ball be fnid of complaints 
brought againft a dnan, who was in iruft for 
fhe inceretts of thegieatell commercial body 
io'j^e Wurld'i who employed and dtre^ed 
ttl^fervices of tboufinds of his fellow citizens 
It official ilepartments, and in ex'.eiffivs 


military operations; who conneCled Princes 
aud States by alliances with his parent king¬ 
doms, and on whofe rule the peace and happi- 
nefs of many millions depended; I fay, what 
(hall befaid of complaints brou’ht agaii)(l fuch 
a man, ip tlie names and on the behalf of all 
thofe deferiptions of men, who oV/ unite their 
fuff''ages in his favour f Such complaints, 
with fuch a prefumption againA the prffibility 
of their truth, may have exified, but tiip 
hificry of mankind cannot produce an infiance 
of thrir being received on fuch a fuundation, 
until the late and prefent Houfe of Commons 
thought ft to create one in my Impeachment. 

** Permit me, my Lords, to retrace the 
principal events in the public life qf that man, 
whom die Commons have thus brought, antf 
have hpt f long, in Tiial before you. With 
the year 1750, 1 entered the fervice of the 
Eafi.India Company, and from that fervice t 
have derived all my official habits, and all the 
knowledge which I poiTefs, and all (hepiin- 
ciples which were to regulate my candu£l in 
it. If thofe ptinciples were wrong, or if in 
the obfervance of them 1 have erred, gieat 
allowance ought to be made for human in¬ 
firmity, where I pofleifed fuch inadequate 
means of obtaining a better guidance. Yet 
the precautioiM which 1 invariably ufed, ren¬ 
der even this pha unnecelTary by the refe.. 
rences which 1 made to the Court of Direc¬ 
tors, my immediate maAers, of every meafure 
which I b3venndert.iken, with Us motives and 
objtrdls minutely explained and detailed. 

** For the truth of this afTertioii I mig!it 
fafely appeal to them, and I am fure that 
they would atteA it; and the volumes both 
uf confultations and letters in their poffiffion, 
prove that my (hare of the compilalion ex¬ 
ceeds, beyond all degrees of cumparifon, that 
of the moA laliorious of my predccelTurs. nut 
excepting even my ever-honoured iiiend, 
Mr. Hrniy Vanfittart. 

“ Nor was it to them only that I was thus 
rommuiiicative. When Great-Britain was 
involved in a complicated war, and their Go¬ 
vernments in India had, befides Eurupean 
enemies, a confederacy of all the principal 
Powers uf India ai med agaiuA them, I gave 
the then MiniAer uf ijiis kingdom conAant 
information of all the roeafures which 1 had 
taken, in conjunClion with my colleagues in 
the Government, to repel the dangers which 
preffrd us; the motives anfi ohje£f$ of thofe 
meafn es; the confequences expedfed from 
them; and the meaftires 1 had fwriher in 
conteniplaiion; and it has (Ince afforded me 
mora than common pleafure to rtfle£l, that 
every fuccelfive letter Vei ified the expedfations 
and the promifes of the preceding. 

If 1 had given evidence in my defence, I 
(bould havd^called upon the Noble Lord to 
' produce 
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produce atl mp letters ia his poiTeilton.' 
Thofff and my letters to the Couit of Direc* 
torS| hut my letters to Lord North in a mod 
ftriking manner, woald have (hewn how 
careful I was to expofe all my adliuns to 
their knowledge, and crnfequenily how little 
apprehenfion t could have felt that there was 
any thing in them that could be deemed 
reprehcr.fible. lit all indances which might 
yhave been deemed of a doubtful nature, thefe 
^communications were virtual refeiCitces for 
their f.in£tion, orfoi their future prolnbition. 
If I received neither, their filence was a 
confirmation, and had more than the cffeA of 
an urdci, fince, with tlreii tacit approbation 
of them, 1 had impofed upon myfelf the prior 
obligation of my own conception of their 
propriety. Were I, therefore, for a mcment, 
to fuppofe that the a£ls with which I am 
charged, and which 1 fu communicaieJ (for 
I communicated all to the Court of Idireftins) 
were intrinfically wrong, yet from foch 
proofs it is evident that I thought them right; 
and theiefore the wcrll (hat could he faid of 
them, as they could affedt me, is, that t^ey 
were errors of ludgmeni; and even for thefe 
in all inllances u here they were i epealed, or 
the caufes of fuldequent a£ls, deriving the 
fame quality fiom them, theerrnr, and every 
blame which could ati.-ch to them, was theirs, 
•wfjti Might have toim'-iJ iheutf and did net. 

“ 111 the year lyCi 1 was appointed by 
* the Court of Diredlors of the E.id India Com¬ 
pany, a Member of the Council, and even¬ 
tually to fucceed to the Government of Ma¬ 
dras. 

“ In the year 1771, when the affairs of 
their principal eftabiilhmenc were fuppofed 
tp be on the decline, and to require an un- 
ufual exertion of abilities and integrity to 
retrieve ibcro, the Court of Diredlors made 
choice of me for that ti uft: and I was by 
their Older renu-ved from Che Council of Foil 
St. Geoige, to the Government of Fort Wil¬ 
liam in Bengal, and to the principal direffion 
of all the civil, military, commercial, and po¬ 
litical affairs, dependent on It. 

“ In the year 177 j 1 was appointed by an 
A& of Parliamvni Goveinor-Ceneral of Bail¬ 
or gal for five years. 

In tlie year 1778 I was re-appointed by 
the fame auihotity for one; in 1779 for an. 
other; in 1781 for ten years; and m 1784. 
1 was virtually cuilfiimed by that A£t which 
forms the prefent Government for India. 
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" In this long period o^hirteen yean, atsd 
under fo many focceflive appointments, I beg 
leave to call to tlse recolledion of your Lotd- 
(hips, that wliilA Great.Britain loft one half 
of its empire, and doubled its public debt* 
that Government over which 1 prefided, wae 
not only preferved entire, but increafed in 
population, wealthy agriculture, and com¬ 
merce; and although your Lordfhips hava 
been told by the Houfe of Commons, that tOf 
meafures have difgraced and degraded th« 
Bricifli charaAer in India, 1 appeal to the 
general fenfeof mankind, to confirm what I 
am now going to fay, that the Brltifb name 
and character never flood higher, or wen 
more refpedled in India, than when I left it. 

So much may I (ay For the general effo€k 
of my Government. For tire f|Nicific A£fei 
whtch have contributed to produce it, it 
«r«'uld require volumes to recite them.— 
Shortly permit me to eoumorate the principal 
heads wnich comprehend them. 

Every divifron of official bufinefs, and 
every department of Government, which now 
exifis in Bengal, with only iuch exceptions ae 
have been occdfiuned by the changes of autho. 
rity enabled from home, are of my formation. 
The eflahlifliment formed for the ad- 
roioifiration of tire revenue, the infiitution of 
the courts of civil arid criminal juitice iir the 
province of Bengal, and its immediate depen¬ 
dencies ; the form of Government eAabliihed 
for the province of Benares, with all ite 
dependent branches of revenue, commerce* 
judicature, and militaiy defence; the ar¬ 
rangements created for the fnbfidy and de. 
fence of tho province of Oude,. every other 
puliitcal conntflion and alliance of the Go¬ 
vernment of Bengal, were created by me, 
and lubfitl unchanged, or if citanged, changed 
only, to ufe the words of my noble and vir¬ 
tuous fucctfi'or, applied lo the principles of 
my arrangements in the province of Onile, 
“ with a view to Jirngthtn tbeirprincipUti 
“ and render them permanent,''' 

** Two great (ouices of revenue, opium 
and fait, nuere tf my treatian ; the firft, whicK 
I am accufed tor not having made more pro- 
duflive, amounts at this time yeaily to the 
nett income of iao,oool. the UA (and al} 
my colleagues in the Council refuted to l^aro 
with me in the refponfibility attendant upoii 
a new lyllem) to the yearly nett income 
above 8oo,oool 

** To fum up all; I maintained the pro¬ 
vinces 


* The hiiloiy of 'he opium revenue is in evidence 1 Of the fair, the Direftors wrote to 
Bengal the aiA of September 1785, in die following terms t 
** When we confider the alarming decline of the fait revenue in the year *780, and for 
which no remedy feemed for fom time to prefent itfelf, we acknowledge ourfelves iodebt- 
** ed to the abilities and seal ol Mr, HaAings, for a plan fuxgeAed and completed by him, 

« which 
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iMjcesiftf my immediate ailmlnifiration ,hi a 
ftMe ef peace, plenty, and fecniity, Vshcit 
etfefjf other member of the Brifnh empire wjs 
' kavoAved inex^emal wars, or civil tumult. 

In'*'a dreadful feafon of famine, 

*>6tc«l all the neighbouring Stitch of Indi.t, 
tfttting' three fuccellive year,s, 1 rcpri-lTcd it in 
it» approach to the countries of the Britifh 
dbroinion, and by timely and continued regu - 
iations, prevented ;ts retorn; an little 
knowA in England, becaufe it wanted the 
pofitive* effeds »hich alone could give it a 
vifible communication; but proved by the 
grateful acknowledgments of thofe wlm 
would have been the only fuiferers by fuch a 


fconrge, who, rfmemhermg the cfTe^s of a 
formei inftiClion of this dreadful c-ilaniity 
have made their fenfeoF the obligation which 
they owe to me for this blelVmg, a very 
,p. iiicipal fubjed of many of ths tellimuni Is 
tr.infniiited by the inltabitants of Bengal, 
Buliar, and Benaics. 

And laflly, 1 railed the collciflive annual 
income of the Comp'iny’s pefleflions under 
my aiiminiflrdticn from three to $vc millions', 
fterling, not of tempo ^ry and forced exaflhn, 
but of an eafy, continued, and llilhexifting 
produ£)ion, the fnrefl evidence of a good 
Government—improving agiiculture, and 
increafud pooulaticn't'. 

' “ To 


** which not only retrieved that branch of trade and revenue, but produced an effeflive benefit 
*» to the Company, beyond our mod fanguine expedfation. It -s with pleafurc alfo that we 
** remark the inJuftry and talents difplayed by Mr. Henry Vaiifittart, the Comptroller, in 
** carrying the plan into execution. 

*» Approved by the Board, and figned by HENRY DUND.\S, 

** W. W. GRENVILLE, 
“ MCLORAVE, 

“ WALSINGHAM.’* 

* In 1770- 

■f" When fo powerful a body as the Hoofe of Commons commit their name and charadler, 
hf the aflertion of afaft which turns out upon examination nni to have the flighiert foundation^ 
SB truth, the refpeft which every Britifh fubjeil owes tn tliat branch of the Legiflature, wi',1 
naturally induce him to produce every poflible fpecies of evidence that may tendtojuftiiy h.m, 
in an indnnee in which he venture.^ to differ front fo great an authority. 

That Mr. Haflings raifed the rcfources of his Government from three millions a-year to five, 
Uin evidence before the Houfe of Commons, and that evidence was entered upon the Journals 


«D the motion of Mr. Dundas, the India MmiRer, 

But left it Ihould he faid that Mr. H.tilings profufely lavifhed the revenues that he had 
created, we fhall here infert an ex'dt ftarcmsntofiheadual profitsannual/yatiCng to the CafU 
India Company from their Bengal poffeffioif, from the time they acquired thole poffelfions in 
S7&5, down to the year 1791. The documents are all before the Houfe of Commons, 
except for two years, 1779-80 and 1780-81; and we believe that the accounts for thofe two 
years are very accurate, thoagh we do not give them with the fame confidence that we do the 
other years' accounts, which are allof them upon the JuurDi.Is of the Houfe of Commons. 


1765- 6 

1766- 7 

1767* 

1768 9 

1769- 70 

1770- 1 

1771- a 

177* 3 

J 773 -+ 

* 774-5 

1775 6 

1776 7 
• 777-8 


471,0671 
1,253,50* • 

871,612 T 
829,062 > 
336,812 3 
275,088 7 
768,371 J 
567,866 ... 
I1O31 806 f 
*,625,336 I 
1,871,021 > 
*1:67,49* 1 

1,200,623 J 


Lord Clive’s Go¬ 
vernment. 

Mr. Verelft’s Go¬ 
vernment. 

Mr. Cartier’s Go- 
vrriinient. 


Mr. Haftings’s Co- 
verninent. 


1778 9 1,040,437 

1779 So 377,677 

*780-, 354,454 

1781- 2 275,782 >. 

1782- 3 1,029,622 I 

1783- 4 1,163,2241 
*784 J i,r 28 , 6 r 2 j 

1785- 6 1,038,9877 

1786- 7 1,660,86s J 

1787- 8 2,233,943! 

1788- 9 2,767,369? 

1789- 90 2,807,4443 

1790- 1 2,295,811 


.Mr. Hafiings's Go¬ 


vernment. 


Sir J. Micpherfoa’B 
Governnnent. 

Earl Curnwallis'k 
Government. 


By Eilimate. 


From this account it appears that theadlual nett profit received by the Baft-India Company, 
during Mr. H.>RiRgs'& Government, was above twelve millions eight hundred thoufand puuiidN, 
abhough,from the year 1777-8, to the clofe of his adniiniflration in 1784-5, the Bengal army 
, was upon a war efiabhlhmciu; and in that perioil two confiderable detachments were ferving 
Jn the Carnatic and the Welt cf India, and a third for tome time in the province of Malwa.—. 
The reAoracion of peace, and the return of thefe arn<ies, enabled the Bengal Govefonoent to 
redato tl^r military expenpet above a miiJioa ffetliug a-yeaf. This redudliort, with the 
V progrelTive 



[ 103 . ] 

** To the Commons of England, in ,wbofa ** My Lords, t wifb I had received thtf 
name I am arraigned for dtfolating tbtfro- fam.e jufVice from my country. 
viMcei ef their dmialM in India, I dare to ** The teftimonials of the natives of Info 
reply, that they are, and their reprefentatives were fent to the Government of Bei^gal, n. 

annually perfift in telling them fu, the mofl thenticated by the various oilicial channela 
flourifhing of all the States of India—It was> .through which they pafled; by the Oovero- 
1 who made them fo. ment of Bengal to the Court of DiredtorSf wl A 

** The valour of others acquired, I cn* their tranllitions; and copies of the latter by 
larged, and gave fhape .ind conftfttncy to the the Court of Dirediors to the late Houfe of 
domnion wivch you hold there; 1 piefcived Commons, on whofeJournaUthey dill remain, 
y it: 1 fent forth its armies with an effeflual, “ To tbefe let me add the addrefs of 
but oeconomical hand, through unknown and fellow citizens inhabiting the town of CalcuC* 
huflile regions, to the fupport of your other ta, prefented on the day on which 1 left them 
pofTelTions ; to the retrieval of one from de- to return Co England, and of the Britilh ofiio 
gradation and dilhonour; and of the other, cers in India, written and fent after me, many 

from utter lofb and fubjeflion. I maintained months after 1 had left it. Authenticated 

the wars which weie of your fc.rmation, or copies of thefe too were read in the Houfe of 

that of otliei s, 00/^ w/nr. 1 won one mem- Commons, and while I have life, I will 

ber * of the great Indian Confederacy fiom it graiefully preferve the oiiginals, as the moft 
by an aCt of feafonable reftitution ; wit honourable teftimony of a life well (pent, and 
another f 1 maintained a fecret intcrcourfe, of a trull faithfully difcliarged; becaule be- 
and converted h.m into a friend ; a third | 1 flowed by thoie who had the neared, and ’ 
drew off by diverfion and negociaiion, and confequemly the fuieft means of knowing it. 
employed him as the infirunient of peace.— ** My Lords, I am aware of the prompti- 

When you cried out for peace, and your cries tude with which my accufcis will feize on 

were heard by thofe who weie the objedl of this expofition of my merits and fervices, to 
it, 1 refitted this, and tvery olhei fpecies of conftiue them flo vife the phrafe which they 
counieradlion, by nfing in my demands; and have already applied to them) a fet-off againil 
accomplilhed a peace, and I hope evei lading confelTed offences. 

one, with one great State ||; and I at lead ** I difclaim and proted againtt this ofe of 
afforded the efficient means by which a peace, them. If 1 am guilty of the offences laid to 
if not fo durable, more feafonable at lead, my charge, Uc me be cnnvifled, and let my 
^ was accomplifhed with another §. punlfhnient be fuch as tbbfa offences di.ill 

I gave^aa all, and you have tewarded deferve. 
tac yrithcoajijcatiouf dtfgrace, anda life of “ No, my Lords; 1 have troubled you 

feaebntent. with this long recital, not as an extenuation 

One word more, my Lords, and I have of the crimes which have been imputed to 
done. It has been the fafhion in the courfe of me, but as an arr;ument of the impoffibility 
this Trial, fometimes to reprefent tha natives of my having committed them, 
of India as the mod virtuous, and fometimes “ My I -^rds, when 1 folicited your imj^iiU 
as the mod profligate of mankind. I atted gence for this day’s hearing, 1 did it under a 
their virtue, and offer this unanfwerable proof belief that there would be ample time in this 
of it: . fefllon for your Lordfhips to give judgment: 

“ When I was arraigned before your Lord- wiihout that belief i (hould nut have urged 
fhips in the names of the Commons of Great- tl.c requed which 1 made on Monday lad.— 
Britain, for facnficing their honour by adls laffureyourLordlhips, thatthcreisnoobjedl 
of inju dice, oppieffion, cruelty, and rapacity, upon earth fo near my heart as that of an 
commuted upon the Frinces, Nobles, and immediate determination of this tediouspro- 
Conimunaity, of Hindoftan, the natives of fetution. 1 am fo confident of my own 
India of all ranks came forward unfoiicited to innocence, and have fuch perfeil reliance 
^ clear my reputation from the obloquy with upon the honour of your Lordlhips, that lam 
which It was loaded. They manifeffed a not afiaid to lubmic to judgment upon the 
generofity, of which we have no example in evidence which has been adduced on the part 
the European world: their conduct was the of the prufecution. 

effc£l of their fenfe of gratitude for the bene- ** My Lords, it is impoflible for me to 
fftstb^hadrcceiveddiiringmyadmiaidration. know cbeiimitsof the prefenc Sefllon of Par- 

• 

progreflive improvement of the fait revenm*, accounts for the confiderable increafe in the neth 
annual profits of the Company in Bengal imce the reflgnation of Mr. Mailings. 

* The Nizam. f MooiJajee Boofla. { Madajee Scindia. || The Mahrattaa. 
§ Tippoo Sultan. 

liaunentt 



!b 4 ie<it( andimdfer tbis untertaintyi t can 
«atjt fity, that if tihcre be fufikient time for 
yotir Lordlbips to come to a final judgment 
before the prorogation of it, then I mod 
chearfoily and willingly reft the caufe where 
k now ftand5» 

** 1 am above ill things defimusthat your, 
liordfliips Ihoold come to an immediate deci- 
iion apon the evidence before you. But if 
the Awnnefs of time ihoulJ prevent your 
LonUhips from complying with this my eat-> 
defire, and the Tiial muA of nectffi'.y, 


and to my uqrpeakable forrow, be prolonged 
to another.'Seirion, then, my Lor^dti, 1 truft 
you will not confider me, by any thing 1 have 
faid, as precluded from adopting fuch means 
of defence as my Coonfcl may judge inuft 
advifcable for my interefi.’’ 

Mr. Hafiings having conchidetl his defence, 
the Lords adjourned to their own Chamber, 
and lefolved lo proceed further in the Trial 
on the JirJl TatjJny in iht niMtStjJiM efPar^- 
Ihim/if, 

4 
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Tuesday, February 14, 179*. 

.Sevekty-Third Day *. 

A FTER the ufual ceremony of thr 
■Tl. Peers taking their rcfpcflive ieats, 
pid the Priibner being brought to the bar 
in cuftody of the Ulher of the Black 
Rod, 

The Lord Chancellor informed the 
Managers of the Impeachment, that their 
Lordihips were ready to hear further evi> 
dence, and called upon the prifoner for 
his defence. 

Mr. Law, leading Counlel for the de« 
fendant, In a fpeech which lalied from 
one o’clock until half pad four, partly 
opened his client's cafe. , 

The exordium did credit to his abilities. 

Their Lordihips, he faid, were now 
entering upon the fifth year of a trial, 
for which the hiftory of this or any other 
country furnilhed nothing like a parallel} 
and it at length became his duty to occupy 
fomewhat longer the harrafled, and near¬ 
ly exhaufted, attention of their Lordihips, 
and exercile reluffantly the expiring 
patience of his client. Mr. Hatiings, 
by the bounteous permiffion of that Pro- 
ridence which dilpofes of all things, with 
a conftitution weakened by great ai^ 
vigorous exertions in the fervice of bis 
country, and impaired by the unwhole- 
fbme influence of a remote climate>—ruf- 
fering from year to year the wounds which 
muft pierce a manly and noble mind— 
the pafliie liftener to calumny and infult 
—thirfting with an honourable ardour for 
tiie public approbation, which illuftrious 
talents and iervices are ev.er entitled to, 
whUe malignity and prejudice are going 
on to degrade him, and blacken his fair 
leputafion to the eyes of his country— 

* His Ma]Rstt opened the Sissiom of 
on the following day the House of Loans 
Tuerday, the i4Vh of Febnuiy; 
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fubdued by the painful progrefs of a trial 
protrafled to a length unexperienced be¬ 
fore by any Britilh fubjeft, and of which 
there was no precedent in any former, 
arid he hoped never would be in any fu¬ 
ture period of the Britifii hiftory—under 
ill tbefe accumulated hardftiips, Mr. 
ladings was alive this day, and kneeling 
8 the Bar of their Lordihips, to inmlore 
te protection, as he was fure of the 
jiftice, of that auguft Tribunal. 

lut although his client was thus confident 
in he confcioufnefs of his own innocence, 
his \dvocates were oppreffed with fears to 
whidi he was a ftran^r. Senfible of the 
great weight of authority and abilities 
with uhicn they had to contend, equally 
fenfibk of their own great inferiority, 
their fpirits funk under their apprehen- 
fions of the great variety of matter, fo¬ 
reign indeed to fhe charge, but peculiarly 
calculated to afftA opinions which they 
muft endeavour to repel. All thcTarta 
that move men’s minds had been pm- 
ployed' with the greateft power and effhCt. 
Crimes and cruelties, at which nature 
fhudders, had been dire&Iy or indireClly 
imputed to hva client, and the impreffion 
enforced by Inch talents and eloquence, 
as no former occafiun had ever leea 
brought into one point of aClion. 

- To a cafa thus pampered, he had al« 
moft faid coiri-upted, by thefe lufcioui 
delicacies, the Advocates of his client 
could only bring plain fads and argu¬ 
ments. They were even deprived of the 
charm of novelty, the power of which, 
though perhaps unfelt by their ]U>rdlhips, 
they knew to be great on the public at 
large. They had, befides, the irkfome pro¬ 
vince of difpelling brilliant illufions, fel- 
dom a very grateful talk) and if their 

PAaLiAMBHT on Toefday, January 3*, 
refolired to proceed further on the Trial on 
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a^lKties were equal to St, the almoft expi- 
riitft patience of their client denied them 
the neceffary time. 

Under ail thefe difadvanta^cs they 
were fuftained by tl>c recnIle6tion, that 
the conflict was before a tribunal, not of 
txptfled, but expoienced juHicr, of he- 
leditary honour, above partiality, and 
^ fn knowledge of the vaiioiis ciicumllances 
and relations of the feveral parts of the 
Empire q>eyond the reach of prejudiceir 
Their minds atu iulcd cniy tothe voiceof 
reafon~to the d'6tates of truth, and to 
the accompii/hme.’it of Uibllantial juftlce. 
It mattered nut in wlist form the acenfa- 
tint) or the defence came. The point on 
which they were to decide was, the fintple 
faA, and the lefs ornamented that faA 
was, the more ealy, of courfe, it mull be 
to difeover ats validity. A true fa£l, 
therefore, appears to greater advantage 
when naked ; and juilice pays it much 
more reipeA in that innocent (late than 
when it is drefled out in all the gaudy and 
rich apparel of the molt beautiful elo¬ 
quence} for when it malks itfeif in the 
Rowing habit of rhetoric, a very proper 
fufptcion arife$,(hat it is either an impoftoi 
or (hat it has fome black foots to hid', 
which if not covered would betray tie 
caule it was thus clothed to fupport. 

The prov^ce of his and his broiher 
Counfers duly was, therefore, to give 
thole faffs, not as the ingenuity of the 
lion. Managers had laid them dows, but 
as they ^ly and iMa fde ftood. In 
doing thia, it would be neceflary to reca¬ 
pitulate wbai ha.I been advanced, in order 
to fliew that eloquence was iiibftituted for 
^proofs, and acrimony fnppiied the place 
of evidence. This, no doubt, would add 
to the expiring patience of his client—to 
the trouble of their Lordlhius—and to 
the Herculean labour of the wnole Trial ; 
but in the end^ it would fubvert tlie moll 
£ngular combination of talents that ever 
were employed to perlecute an innocent 
mail, and the moft rich and powerful 
treafures of imagination (bat could be 
col'efted to fupport that ^erfecution—a 
perl'ccution which be Ihould pray to God 
no other Britilh fubjefl might ever ex- 
pdrience. 

Tbeircliept was now at the entrance of 
the fifth year of his trial—a fituatioii in 
Which no Britilh fubjefl had ever Hood 
before, and in which all muft concur in 
wifiiing that none might Hand agtin. 

This great delay he was well aware 
mi ght in fiime meafure attributed 

to Mr. Hallings*s Counffl, who fo often 
took exceptions to tbo mode of proceed* 


ing adopted by th/lanap*”* 
fcquently gave th/I-oidlhips fo much 
trouble in rciiri/^® Jeeide upon eacit 
quellion, that tW *0^® of 

one whole ynar ^feo'^S from the Copt t to 
the Chamber, /** f‘om the Chamber to 
the Comt. Tf the defendant had this 
cor.folation wifdom of their Lord- 
fliips, that twenty-four inflances 
where objV^’^® ftarted by his - 

Counfel, fCnty-three were decided in Ids 
^avou '* 

Bijt ’tpigb they had been fo far fuc- 
cefsful; often interrupted 

their l<'dlhips by errbrs, he felt alhamed 
of (Ncfumpi'on, wheq, he con- 

fidere rhe importance of the talk which 
he )d iindeitaken, and all' fpirit and 
hop funk beneath it. He had been takes 
fr<Athe ordinary habits of his profetllon, 
vdh no particular knowledge of the lo'- 
si intereils of India, and had, on this 
ind many other accounts, a claim to (he 
proteftion of the Court. The inequality 
between the condition of the Counfelfor 
the defendant and of the Honourable per- 
fons who had produced the accufation, 
alfo enforced this claim, though indeed, 
by the laws of England, no exprefs dif¬ 
ference of perfons was acknowledged in 
the purfuit of juilice. He trulled alfo, 
that the candour of the Honourable Mana¬ 
gers would not permit them to animad¬ 
vert harlhly upon any improvident ex- 
preflions of theirs, but would permit 
them to ule, if not the laws of retaliation, 
at lead thofe of an adequate felf-defence. 

It was certainly not his intention to 
intimate anv difrefpeft of the whole body 
by whom t^e accufaiioii was produced, 
or of the Gentlemen who had more cfpe>> 
dally the condud of it; but he could 
not avoid mentioning, that in criminal 
prolecutions It had been the cullom of 
England, varying tmly in one prior 
indance, that nothing but plain arguments 
Ihould be ufed againd the defendant. 
The only indance prior to the prefent Im¬ 
peachment was in the profecution of 
Sir Walter Raleigh, and that indance 
was the difgrace.of the otberwile great 
and learned perlbh who had violated the 
humane rule. In the Itnpeachment of 
Bilhop Atterbury, Sir Clement Wil- 
loughoy had acknowledged this role by 
his pradice, and by his alfutions; and 
the noble Lord who had led Hie prolecii- 
tion againd Lord X.ovst| in an apology 
for replying at all totlii^ounftl for tb« 
defendant, laid, that he hM avoided all 
indammatory language, ’iand uled only 
plain arguments againd tht'defendant. 
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It had been urged, that in prorcciitioni 
far mirdemeanours fuch language might 
be juftiiiable; but he mud contend, that 
it was judifiable fo far only as it was 
necedarjito prove that the olfence com* 
p)aine<) of was a mil'demeanuur. 

He again implored the protection of the 
Court to his client, and their indulgence 
for himfelf. He had much to offer on 
thefubjeCti buttrufted that he dtould not 
tire out their patience before he convinced 
their reafon : and he added again emphatic 
cally,** If we do not claim the law of re¬ 
taliation, we lhall exercile the rights of 
felf'dcfence.” He did nut mean to infult 
the feelings of the Managers. It was 
enough to accufe them of being in error, 
without entteavouring to wound the mind 
by acrimonious abufe. The iineft attri¬ 
bute of nature was mercy—the word was 
revenge. He pitied the temper and 
di^oiition which led a fellow-creature to 
infult the perfecuted, and could never be 
brought to conceive that judice was the 
end looked for, where vengeance was the 
means employed to obtain it. 

Thus far Mr. Law caught the attention 
of every perfon in theHdl; but quitting 
the fertile plains of imagination for the 
dry and barren lubjeft of recital, the re¬ 
mainder of what he delivered being tedious 
i;ccapi(uIation, did not gain on his audi- 
tois, and tired nut the patience of many. 
It was neceffary, no doubt, to the gene¬ 
ral defence, as it was a leciiiil of thofe 
charges made by the Managers, with 
comments on them that dilavowed, and 
are intended, by faCls, todifpiove their 
validity. 

He began wi.th the mod early age of 
Afia, drew a piflure of Alexandci’s 
vifityto India, mentioned the fydein ot 
Biaminical government there, and fo on 
till he came down to the firdcftahliimnent 
of the Engli/h in ibatpaitof the world. 

From tnefe principles he drew this 
coneJulion—fird. That until the EngliHi 
formed a lettkmcnt there, the inhabitants 
were a favage race of barbarians under 
a government of the mod cruel tyranny j 
and therefore that Mr. Burke was wrong 
in bis defeription of India enjoying all 
the happiiiels of the golden age, the 
wolf drinking with the lamb, and the 
kid fporling in innocent gambols with the 
tyger, before we planted the dagger of 
animofity there.” The-faft was the 
direft «ontrary-*-nay, was more than the 
direft, it was the contrary in aggravation 
^for the fylvan wolf not only ate tip 
fylvan iamb, bul the human wolves 
^r^cd upon ^adh ptitfr. Ti^evyars an4 


devadations cf Tamerlane, whom the 
world called a Hero ; the calamities that 
fell upon the long, and comparatively 
peaceful, reign of Aurengzebe, were fid. 
licientiy recorded in the works of nu¬ 
merous hidoiians ; but an infpe^lion into 
the writings of authors of a more obfeure 
cad enabled him to lliew that their go¬ 
vernments were founded in the blood of* 
the inhabitants, and, under the BraminU 
cal or Mahometan inllitutions, were 
completely drfpelic. Their wars were 
nearly inteflant, and always bloody. 
There were accounts of joo,ooo men 
perilhing in one battle ; and in another, 
where we think he dated the number of 
men to be 100,000, and of elephant* 
3O1O00, at the termination of the conili£k 
only eight remained alive on one tide, and 
four on the other. So far at a'l events, 
and, as he contended, in every other re- 
rpe6I, the Britidi power and governnKnt 
was clearly a blcITing to India. 

To diew alfo that it was no ufiirpation, 
he detailed tlie vaiious Powers wnicli at 
different periods obtained afcendancy and 
dominion Jn that quarter ol' the world. 
The Mahrattas, idiiuig from the moun¬ 
tains in irrcdftible bodies of cavalry, had 
edablillied their power, fince fo much ex¬ 
tended, in the year 1640. This at mod 
was only fixtecn years before the Engiifh 
empire in that part of the globe; and 
whatever acquifilions weie lince made, 
were confequentcs arifirg from provoca¬ 
tion on the part of the natives, and the 
conqueds made in war, which v.e weic 
forced to undeitake in ojr own defence. 

Mr. Buikehad faid, that there never 
was fuch a thing as arbitiaiy power in'* 
India. Mr. Law, 0.1 the coniraty, lead 
extrafls fiom Bernier, Catrou, Gibbon, 
Mjntcfquieu, Dow, Major Kennel, and 
many other unexceptionable writers, m 
order to prove, that previous to our 
edablifhment in India, its liidoiy is a 
hidory of the treafons, murders, puifon- 
ings, cruelties, and dei'potil'm of the 
ranked kind ; each author dating, that 
the lands, liVfes, and propeities ot every 
man in India depended lolely upo^n the 
will of the Soveieigh. 

Mr. Law meft nappily explained the 
purpofe for which he gave this account. 
It was to ^ew what a happy change had 
been effi^ed by the prevalence of Britilh 
power, not to rebut any charge of cruelty 
alledg^ againd Hadi^a* by (hew¬ 
ing how much more opprelUve the former 
government had been; and he denied tit 
the mott Iblemn manner, that any one 
chatge of etuelty alledged againd hn 
P % cIk^ 
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client h^d the fligliteft foundation in fafl. 
He begged leave to imprefs it on the 
minds of their Lordfiiips, that of ail the 
cruelties with the exercife of which Mr* 
HatHngs has been charged, not one has 
been proved—the rubbing the foies of the 
fper with bricks, the turning the women 
naked into the open air, the tlnnnb ferews^ 
^c. &c. &c. appear, like tlie bafeJefs 
fabric of a vilion, to have no ocher foun- 
datton but in the fertile imagery of the 
mind. He equally defended the Biitilh 
Admintftration in India from the lame 
charge. 

Mr. Law’s next head was, the rife and 
progrefs nf the Britifli power in India 
Irom the depolition of Suraja Dowla, in 
S756, to tne elevation of CoflTim Ally 
Cawn, in lydd- He deferibed Mr. 
ftings's fiiiiation in all that period, as a 
junior fervant, but employed in the high 
and refponrible ofiice of Kefideiit at the 
Durbar of Meer Jaffier. 

He next vent through the period of 
Coflim Ally Cawn’s government ; and 
mentioned, moft forcibly, the honourable 
part Mr. Haftings a^ted, in giving his 
utmoft fupport to the Government in the 
war againft Coilim, though he difap. 
ptoved of the meafutes that bi ought it on. 
He told the h.llories of the three Seals, and 
of Mecr Jaffier’s,death, in a ftyle that 
carried univerfal conviAiun ; and forcibly 
complained of the injudice done to Mr. 
Haftings, by introducing tbofe dories at 
all. 

With the clofe of the war againft Coflim 
in 1765, Mr. Haftings clofed his fervices, 
and returned to England. 

An inlinuation had been thrown out by 
Mr. Burke in his opening, as if there were 
feme fort of con upt connexions between 
Mr. Haftings and Coflim Ally Cawn. 
This Mr. Law refuted by callirig to 
their Lordfhips'. recolleflion the aflertion 
of Loid Guildford, when he was Prime 
Minifttr in 1773, the truth of which was 
confirmed by the univerfal voice of Par¬ 
liament. It was this—That of alUhe Aims 

} (relented to differcni GenUunen at dif- 
ercflt periods in Bengal, Mr. Haftings 
did not appear lo have icccived a fin^e 
rupee, 

Mr. L:iw, in anfwer fo a declaration 
.from Mr. Burke, that Mr. Ilaftmgs, on 
his reiuin to England in 1765, intiigued 
for office—■affirnitd, that fo far from it, 
he ssras on the point of retiring to the lei- 
fure of academic life, when he vvas called 
Mon to fill a very honourable lituation 
n Madras, and afterwaids appointed by 
|he without any foiicitaiion of 

owni to the Governiueiit of Bengal, 


Here Mr. Law deferibsd in the cleateft 
terms the difficulties he bad to fui mount s 
—that he found a Bond Debt exifting of 
above a Crore of Rupees; in addition to 
which, the Company bad been drawn upon 
for above a Crore—he had to tak^ the en¬ 
tire management of the Revenues into hie 
own hands—to arrange every department 
of Government, and to form a Conftitu- 
tion where none had exifted before. 

Mr. Law deferibed the various import¬ 
ant a£ls that Mr. Haftings did in the t»o 
firft years of his government j that the fyf- 
tems he then framed were thofe by which 
the Revenues, with very trifling altera¬ 
tions, are ftill adminiftered; that he created 
two fources of Revenue, OpitiiiT and Salt j 
the latter of which produced, in 1789, 
above eight hundred and fixty thoufand 
pounds, a Aim which more than paid all 
the dividends, and the annual intereft of 
all the Company's debts in England. 

Mr. Law dwelt with great mrce upon 
the infinite importance of this gieat Reve¬ 
nue, the merit of which was lolely impu¬ 
table to Mr. Haftings ; and at this point, 
about four o'clock, the Court adjourned 
until Friday. 


Sbventv-Fourth Dav. 

Friday, February 17. 

The Court met to-day a little after one. 

Mr. Law immediately proceeded—and 
began the fecond divifion of his fpeech by 
obferving, that the relation orhiftory which 
he gave when he had laft the honour to 
addrefs their Lordfhips, he thought necef- 
fary, on account of the impreffions made 
by fome very contrary accounts, and of 
the unwarranted comparifons which had 
been made between the ftatc of India pre¬ 
vious to the pggrandiaement of the Britiih 
power there, and its htuation under the 
government of Mr, Haftings. 

Thefe topics were fn medio between him 
and the Honourable Managers,and related, 
but were not eflential, to the charges before 
their Lordfhips. There were others intro¬ 
duced, not by connr£lion, but in the form 
of fubftantial accufations; and amongft 
thefe was the atrocious fable of Deby 
Sing. In bis opinion, every accufey 
cuglit to have, firft, reaionabie and pro¬ 
bable affurauce, that his charge was true 1 
fepundly, that it was applicable to the 
party at the bar; and thirdly, that he fhould 
f’*’oof of his affertions, and the ac<i 
cufrd an opportunity of counter-proof. 
All thefe were wanting to the charge 
Deby Sing—a tale that had no fort of re. 
ference toanyone Article which the Com¬ 
mons had voted, and a tale of which thq 
Mkuager bimfeif had never heard until 

fourteen 



fourteen dayt beFore tlie Trial began; nor 
conlii he hear it without hearing at the 
ftme time that the fa 61 $ were Colemnly 
<lenic(i» and wereaAnalty at that lime in 
a courfe of judicial enquiry. 

Mr.*Law Hated, in the moll forcible 
language, that he had eaineflly imploied 
the Manager to put that calumny in fome 
fuch lhape as might enable him to refute 
it‘that Mr. Hadings had petitioned the 
Commons to do it, though in vain. He 
had only, theiefore, to lament, that in this 
free auJ enlightened country, a grots and 
ferious injury had been done to a Brilith 
fubjefl, to which as the conllituents of 
the Manag’^rs would apply no reinedy, it 
was impolFible for him to fay any thing 
more, becaufe the Lords had determined, 
that the llory of Dhb Y S i NC had no refe¬ 
rence to any one allegation in any one of 
the Articles voted by the Houfe of Commons 
againfi Mr. Ha 9Ti N G s . Here, theretore, 
he was compelled to quit the fubje£l, with 
again mod forcibly remondrating againd 
the unexampled injuitice which his client 
had fudained. The conftitution had no 
remedy for it. In their Lordfliips' minds 
iuch imputations would produce, indeed, 
only ferious indignation; but with the 
great mafs of the public, who would not 
reafon with the delicacy and accuracy to 
which their Lordfliips were accudomed, 
the impreflion would probably be lad¬ 
ing. 

Mr. Law then went through ail the ma¬ 
terial a£l$ of Mr. Hadings's Adminidra- 
tion, from the year 1773 to 1780, when 
the Carnatic was invaded, and taved by 
■the fpirit and prompt decifion of Mr. 
Hidings. He occafionally quoted paflages 
from Mr. Burke's former lpeeches~-re. 
futed his alTeitions, and was in I'ome points 
particularly feyereon Mr. Francis, whom 
he declared to have held a dofVrine, rela¬ 
tive to Treaties, the mod milchievous and 
flagitious ever yet heard oh—He remark¬ 
ed, that Mr. Buike, in one of his ipecches, 
had mentioned the number of Trca- 
ties wh eh he had ruppofed to have been 
violated in India} but though, of all the 
violations of faith ever heard of,' the breach 
of Treaty with the prefent Nabob of 
Oude, on his acceflion to the Government, 
was the mod palpable and notoriuus, he 
had entiiely pafled that over* 

Mr. Law, after a multifarious detail, 
arrived at a fubje^ which had occupied 
fo much of the eloquence, and lb much 
of the invcAive of the Honourable Mana 
2ers—the name of Guonga Govand Sing: 
a natncy faid Mr. Law, which has beeiiy 


I will affirm, chmorouily (houted ffomi 
one edd of the Biitidf Dominions to the 
other, as the Monder odendiiig Heavea 
by unheard of crimes, as bfbtifying tlie 
fpvciss, and blading the very name of 
Man. 

" I declare before Almighty God,'* faid 
Mr. Law, ** that after the mod minute re- 
iedrcii, the mod attentive iiivefligtiioir, I 
am unable to fix upon any one aitbn of 
this man’s life which I can temi ciimi- 

culpable may be applied to him, per- 
haps, but even that not highly." After 
having therefore pmnfully lought for the 
caufeof the unprecedented outcry that had 
been railed againd him, he found it to he 
no more than an offence wlitch Mr. Law 
begged leave to refemble to a leflbr of fee 
farms who fliould alio be a colle£lor of 
the cudoms, and who, when applied to 
for the culle£led impods, ffiould return 
foranl'wer—“ No, the funis in my hands 
1 cannot part with, but I will place them 
againd fucli rents due to me for the farms 
which I have let." 

The offence had been no greater, that 
had in the Iplendid oiatory o; Managers 
handed him down as the Icourgs of fui!er> 
ing humanity and the difgrace of his em<« 
ployer. Such a man reflected no difgrace 
whatever upon a nation whofe agent he 
became—he was the mod proper perfon 
that could be chofen; and whatever might 
be rumoured againd his moral charaSer 
(as where can be found the cliaraider that 
has not been at^ried ?), he folemnly af¬ 
firmed it to be hU fteady belief, that no¬ 
thing which would wear the title of drung 
criminality could he faflened upon him. 

(The Managers were in geiiei ai abfeiit 
during this Itrong vindication.] 

Mr. Law next proceeded to confiderthe 
right of the Biitifh Government to de« 
mjod the fifty lacks fubfidy fium Rajah 
Cheyt Sing. He chafe to confider the fub- 
jeft widely.—He affirmed, that the com¬ 
mutation of fifty lacks for tiie Troops was 
fuch a demand, as every people upon earth 
would have adniiiicd to be legitimate; that 
where ptoteciion flowed from the Piincct 
aiTidant lervice naturady refulted as the 
conl'equeni from the luhjefd. Such were 
our own iiefs at an early period of our hif- 
tory—the praftice was faii£tioned by eve* 

Government in India, iniotigh the itis 
finite gradations of their greater or lei's 
importance. 

if Ml. H-ftmgs were guilty for iba 
making of this demand, who would be 
found iie ,<3riiicrs ot his guilt ? Wiiy the 
India Company, for having omitied to 

cxpi-yis 



«tyTef$ thci( (iifapprobation of theineafure 
•~His Majetty’g Mbifters for the fame ne • 
Klcft* and all thofe who were implicated 
lijr the having concern, mediately or imme¬ 
diately, with the Government ot the Britiih 
'Territories in India. lie could P'o^c, that 
dnrine three years the thunder of difap- 
Ijrobaiion had flept. Had it been heat d in 
May lySa ?—No, not a breath of blame 
ens even agitated—nay, he would go down 
ss low as the month of Oflobrr in the 
Jame year—all was lilent on this theme. 

Mr. HartfnJts cenfured, recalled even, 
for imputed offtnecs, had on this topic ex- 
ricnced no reproof ; as if the demand 
d nothirg thst eouid for a moment be 
imagined itnlair, or not common in the 
iifages of lndia-.-even enmity liad been 
nlent upon this mcafure. 

Mr. Latv then, rctnrning totheliifloiy 
of Mr. Baftings’s tranfaifions in India, 
eoirte.aded, that the duties payable upon 
ialt and opium had been convei ted by 
bim from a foiirce of private emolument 
to public revenue j fo much fo, that in the 
jear 1789-^0 the duty upon fait amount¬ 
ed to lacks, S6o,oool. more than for- 
aoerly, and that upon opium to 17 lacks, 
or 170,000!. i that the military favings 
of the fame jear were z4.,oool. and the 
civiifavings z35,cocI. and thei'e and va¬ 
rious articles formed a total of two mil¬ 
lions Iterliiig,'belides one million appio- 
pviaied to the payment of the Company's 
<Icbt. 

The deiIu£lions from the Nabob's re- 
Ttnue, Mr. Law jultified upon the ground 
oft hencci'Oityforhis eifahlifhment liaving 
cealca when ilieEaft India Company be¬ 
came their own Durbar \n his dominions. 
To have continued thiscliabl lhment, Mr. 
1-aw faid, wbuld, in the terms of a cele- 
Vated publication, have been •* to em- 
iialin a carcafe not worth the ounce of gum 
beftowed upon itto olTer meat and di ink 
tothedead, a pra£lice not hor.oiring the 
dead, but difgracing the fuivlvor.'* The 
Kabob was relieved by Mr. Haftings from 
aJd the cares of foversignty, and had thus, 
wlrat appeared to be the ultimatum oY 
Vlkfiatic'happinefs, a large income, a great 
deal of money to walle, and noticing to 
do. 

•. Tlte remaiDder of Mr. Law's addrefs 
confiftedin defending Mr. Haftingsagainft 
the cenfure of the Supreme Council, of 
whom, he faid, fome members had 


permitted their honourable minds to be 
piejudiced by others not equally refpcfl'* 
able ; and that the whole body had given 
an early indication of their temper towards 
Mr. Haftings, by objefling to the fmall 
number of the ordnance fiied upofi their 
landing, and to other circumftances of a 
Omilar import. Mr. Haftings, however, 
though foreleeing refinance and coun¬ 
teraction from them, had refolved to hdld 
his place in the new fyilrni. He knew 
that his Country had a fiake in his efforts, 
and he endured infult, he fubmitted to every 
thing tlic mull galling to a high-minded 
man, for its welfare. He ftayed to fave, 
and. Haying, did fave that territory, which, 
by his means, is now within the fcope 
of the Biitifi) empire. 

Mr. Law then adverted to the Rohilla 
wai. to Mr. HaiVings's corrcfpondcnco 
with Mr. Middleton, and to his cundufl 
towards Aloph iil Dowlah, points upon 
which nothing interefting occurred. 

At a little before five, when Mr. Law, 
after reading a very long letter, was pro¬ 
ceeding to fome obfervations upon it, the 
Chancellor faid, that the hour was ar¬ 
rived at which it was proper to adjourn*, 
and the Court accordingly rofe. 

Seventy-fifth Day. 

Tuesday, Febiuary ai. 

This day the Court met at half paff 
one, when Mr. Law made the molt bril¬ 
liant elefe to his opening fpeecb that ha^ 
ever been uttered in a Court of }uliice. 

He began by alluding to what he faid 
on a former day, on thv Ipirit and deci- 
fion ilirplayed by Mr. Haitings when the 
fil-ft news arrived of the difalters in the 
Carnatic. He palled the higheft enco¬ 
miums upon Sir Eyre Coote, who, he faid, 
had gone to Madras at a feafon when, it 
orders had been literally obeyed, no fhip 
could have appeared on the coaft ; buf 
u(tnn that occanon, Mr. Haftings and Sir 
Eyre Coote thought it necclTary to rifque 
everything, the lofs of men and of money 
by the elements, in order to fave India, 
which they efft^ed. Mr. Law pointed 
out three feparate periods, one in May 
1778, another in June, and the third iq 
September X780, when India was pre- 
Icrved by his own feparate refponfiblity, 
and by ineafures for which he now fat a 
defendant at the bar. 

Alter Itating and juftifying Mr, Ha- 


■ * Th* Judges, and the few Lords who remained, bad been flanding for above an bpuy 
M^<eiitly expedfing this adjournment. 

Lords, at firft, were about thirty j the Peerelles, fix. Th« whole atten da pe* was 
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ftiitgt snd Sir Eyre Coote on the fubjrS: 
of nis extra>ellowances, Mr. Law came 
to the moft beautiful and t>athelic palTage 
we ever remember to have heard. 

He called to their Lordlhips’ recollec* 
tion the virulent, opprobrious, and ahufive 

S ithets which had been applied to Mr. 

aftirfgs in the courieof the prefent Tnai 
«—** Captain Gtnnal <if Iniquity — a man 
** with a heart corrupted and blackened 
to the very core>»the head and foun* 
** tain of corruption—who had been guilty 
** of every crime, from the meancA lie to 
“ the foulefl: murder.” 

Mr. Law.faid, thefeexprefllons had dune 
h1$ client no injury; every honourable 
mind had reje£ied them, but he repeated 
them now merely to contrail them with 
what was the real charafler of Mr. 
Haftings. 


Here Mr. Lawilatedjbe fubjefl in fueil 
a manner, that none out the mod deter¬ 
mined in ohftinacy could refift the foitre of' 
his conclniions. Had not Mr. Haftineo 
been more than four years upon his trnlf 
Was any one quarter of the globe igno-i 
rant of the combination that iiad been 
formed againft him f Was it not notO'.f 
rioufly known, and the fubje^ of common 
and eager curiofity in India ? And what 
was the conftquence } Had one man been 
found to utter a complaint againil him? 
On the contrary, wnt not the table of the 
Commons covered with prailes in his 
favour, with a denial of the juAiceof the 
accufeis,^and .an acknowledgement of the 
virtues of the accufed ? 

Mr. Law here read fevera! cxtraAs from 
the teftimonials * tranfmitted from Inda 
in favour of Mr. Uailings, and dwcU 

upon 


• It may not be amlfs to remark here, that all thefe TeAimonuIs are before the Houfe 
ef Commons, and printed by their order in 17S9, on the motion of Major Scott, who then 
moved for their produAion, and argued upon them to julltfy all that Mr. l>undas faid of 
the flourithing ftate of Bengal, in oppoiition to the grots calumnies which in thoTe time* 
were circulating, tb induce the public to entertain a contrary opinion. 

In the year 1789, the third of Mr. Dundas’s Budgets, and the third alfo of the Impeach¬ 
ment, an immenfe body of TeAimoniali. in favour of Mr. HaAings, and of caurfe of tlur 
paA Britith Government, arrived from India. As the Aatements of Mr. Dundas in die 
Houfe of Commons, and Mr, Burke in WtftminAer Hall, differed forffentiaily, it was moved 
that thefe TcAlmonials fliould be laid upon the table of the Houfe of Commons, and after* 
wards that they (heuld he printed. It was hoped tlut feme one independent Membi-r would 
be Aruck with Come furprixe, and with fome indignation, when he refle^ed upon the diffe¬ 
rent language held by Mr. Dundas and Mr. Burke, both equally fupported by powerful majo. 
ritittf and that theCs Teltimonials would throw the balance for veracity into the fcak of 


Mr. Dundas. 

a printed copy of thefe TeAimonials, Mr. Burke has been near]y four yean in pojfe^oa. 
—Id the year 1789 \ve promijed to bung them in evidence, but he has forfeited hi, word, 
as in his prtmfed Impeachment of Lord Guildford. 

Mr. Burke is furrounded by Lawyers and Solicitors, entertained and continued at aa 
enormous expence to the public, fometliing more chan filcy thoiifand pounds, for cveiy fotC 
of expence; it may appear odd, that he Ihoold apply to Mr. Law for that iaformation 
which his Solicitor’s clerk might have given him in an inAant. 

301 to oblige Mr. Burke, we will ioferi the paffage, from the copy that was printed by the 
laA Houfe of Commens. 

The TeAimonial is figned by perfons of all deferiptions in the city and neighbourhood of 
Patna, the capital of the Bahar province; and many of tliofe who ligned it addkd fome words 
immediately from themfeWes. 

^ The firA clafs of men who ligned this TeAimonial were, the t‘ Kauares,” or Magif- 
trates ; the fecond, “ The Moofties the third, “ The Officers appointed by the Crowo 
fO fuperintend the Charity Lands;” the fourth, “ The Cjiiongocs tlie fiftlr, “ Onrwahs 
end the fons of Omrahs, Khawns, Munfubdars, and Zemindars, being Mahomedans,’*. 

Among this clafs are the defeendants of all the great famliet in Bahar, and other part* 
of XndoAan, which certainly Aiould entitle them to peculiar attention from Mr. Burke. 

One of this clafs of Moblemen, of the name of ** Lutf Ally Cawn,’' vudds thd following 
words, which Mr, Law read, under his feal s ' ** I, the humbleA of 'the fervants of Cod, 
em a grandfon of the Nabob Azum Khawn, Aaum ul Dowlah, Shumfeer Jung Behadrr, 
and the fon of Sujed Ameer Mahomed Khawn Behadre— I aAirm, fweartng by the Prophet, 
and by the Holy Fathers, upon alt of whom be the grace of Cod, that without ever having 
feen Mr. HaAings, I am thaiikful to him. In truAi, that excellent Gentleman was with¬ 
out an equal* Even In former times, there were few rulws fo juA, aaf|;poflefl;cd of fuqh 
libendity, that all mankind, from the high te the lew, from the great co the fmiU, lb ild| 
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♦»pon with ir^nite force, afking tKeii* ^iftrate of Benares before Mr. Haftlngs*# 
iJorchhips, whether the Mnnagers or the time, and lie read the teftiinoiiial front 
inhabitants of a great country viere the Benares, where all ranks of people re- 
moft likely to know the chara«tr of Mr. turned their warmeft acknoArledgeinentt 
Haftirgs on points in which they were to Mr. Haftings for the appointment of 
eipecially concerned. He faid, the cha- Ally Ibrahim Cawn. 
raster of Verres had been adverted to} for Mr- Law next went through all the 
what purpofe he could not conceive, fince points in the four Articles upon which die 
in no one point could a comparifon be Commons had refted their caufe. This 
poflibly dfawn. . he did in the cleared and inoft fatisfa^lory v 

During all this part of Mr. Law’s manner, 
fpeech, Mr. Burke ieeined uncommonly ' At tlie conclulton of liis fpeech, Mr. 
kgitated, and when Mr. Law was reading Law faid, that he had then given the pro- 
the telHinonial of one peifun, who declared mifed detail of events-down to the period 
that he had never ieen Mr. Hadings, but in wliich Mr. Hadings thought that he 
fwoie by the Divine Being, that he was might honedly indulge his wim for re- 
tinder indnite obligMloiis to him for his tirement, a thought which did not occur 
care and attention to the people of Bengal, to him till fcarccly an enemy or a diffi- 
Mr. Bulks bowed to Mr. Liw, .and beg. culty in India was left to require his prci- 
ged to know the name of the amujmous fence. Alter a cunfllfl with many Euro- 
fwearer- pean and many Indian enemies; after a 

Mr. Law then proceeded to othci parts tumultuous period of fix years from the 
of Mr. Hadings’s Adminilfiaiiun, and difeovery of hoftiie intentions in the 
r.tteily dil'claimed the idea of defending French to the pe.icc of Banjgalore j when 
any one of fits aih on the plea of necel- he law a peace concluded without the lofs 
lily, altiiough he would fhew a neceflity of any pait of the Empires when the 
far beyond any that any public man ever rival power of France was reduced ; when 
had to encounter. the Nizam was foothed from his enmity j 

Of Ally Inialiim Cawn and Mr. Lar- when Madajec Scindia, conquered by our 
kin» he I’pokc i,n the hig'ucft tti ms, as of arms, but more fubdued by our genero- 
two men upon wliole lumoii'-, ability, and lity, was not only in peace, but in friend* 
unblemifhcd integrity, a d.u bt had ncv«r lliip with us j when in the pad wars, the 
been cait in India. He ey.polld Mr. luifre of our military charafler had been 
Butkt’s blumler, who had alfirmed, that carried to its gieated height} when our 
itoMuITuSman had evci bes.'t Ciiicf Ma- finances, exhauded as they had been, had 

on all account*, be thanldcl to him ; and not one of the whole human race fhould coip- 
pliin of him. God is wimcfi, ilut the late Governor Geneial is one of thnfe Rulers who are 
•f didinjuilhrd eminence. Wherever he is, may God keep him under his holy proteAion I* 

The tixth thus a-e, ** iirgi ms, and ether women of rank}” the feventh, “ Men of 
karning and wihlom, I’rebtci, and Dclccndants ot the Prophetthe eighth, “ Rajahs and 
Rbys, Zsiiiindars and Civil oni:trs, and other perfons of rank being Hindoos }*’ the 
ninth, Bar.keis and Meicbams.” 

Such are the dtfe iptiuns of pci tons indud.d in the Tedimonial figned by the man whom 
Mr. Burke called •• an .incnymoua v-vearer.” £xtra£ls wete read irom many other teiia* 
inents; but (he following to curious, t!iat we Bull copy it, for the information of our 
readers: 

“ We t^le inhabitants of the Hills in Inglererry, in the Cbuckla of Rnjamlial and Bogle- 
pore, have Uair'cd, iliac tiiu luliabitdiiis ot the cjillri£t of Bcglepotc have written in praife 
ol Mr, Halliiicst wlitictore why flujuld not we, who arc prai/iiig Mr. Mailings, write alfo, 
and not rc.i.a n tilent ? We iheitli re repitfcnt, ti-ti icr fttmuly lived on the llilh, like tbt 
iet»fti ofsbef >rtJit.a‘tddu ixg tie government of Mr, Hiijttngf h.tanie like other mtH, and the' 
fiialitiet end of nit.ii ivtie injiilUd iaio ai. Vortncrly our means of fubfiltence were 
riOutiKr (ban (hrde «i plunder and rapine, and we extllcd with the greatelt difficulty; 
but now, by the wife cni-,du£l ot tliat Gentleman, we live at eafe, and, like others, are 
b,ippy and f.-iiifed <uith the Company. As this cafe and civilization, which has produced 
re^pciit to ua among mnnkind^ hat been the ije3 of Mr. ITajtiugi't tenduS and managementf 
vii; tit,ver experienced other-Ilian kindn-*f8, nor have any one of us heard of any oppreffion 
fr<.frr him. Oh tbit detonoe we ate pi jftd with M « ilnftings," . 

* How far thefc TeBimonialr, irani'miited by Lord (.omwallis, tend to repel that general 
af ufe which hn been c-id upon tl e Government of Great Britain in India, every Centlemati 
lW U foe hiiiilktf by the centents of them* 

1ke‘» 



f 9 

fo far rtcovcred as to leave l',nt an in-'- 
iignificant debti i'caicely amounting to the 
Bengal furphis tor two yeais, and wiiwh 
the Inereafe of the duties upon two articles 
might defray: in this fortunate crille> he 
prepared to return home, and after re¬ 
ceiving the thanks of the countries which 
he had governed, he anticipated thole of 
the nation for whom he had governed 
them. 

The pel fon$ whom he left had waited 
till his dereli6iion of the government 
before their praife was offered, that no 
imputation might be made upon their 
fmeerity; and praife fo difintcre'ded from 
tiiofe who knew fo well whether it was dc- 
ferved, would embalm the memoiy of 
Mr. Haflings when he fliould be no 
more, and enable him, while yet alive, to 
look down with indifference or fconi upon 
every malignant effort that might be made 
to injure him. The man who had thefe 
praifes. Mi f.aw faid, ibouid not be de. 
graded by fear. With his reverentje for 
their Loidfltips, he ought to mingle re- 
fpeft for himfelf; conlcious as he was of 
no guilt, nor of a nccefTity for any allow¬ 
ance more than was made to the eirors of 
ail human beings. His condu^ would 
he found to have been dire£fed by the molt 
ardent defiie to promote the good of his 
I country ; and his minute deviations from 
thefetteisof orders, which could nut be 
obeyed without injuring it, Ifrengthened 
the pi oof of this defire. 

The difHciilties endured by Mr. Ha- 
ftings had bien fo far fortunate for his 
country, that they had induced Parlia¬ 
ment to lelieve his fuccefTors from the 
chance of iimilar countcra6fion, and to 
entruA: the noble Lord now at the head 
of affaiis in India with the diicretion 
ncceflary to the giving union, permanency, 
and effeA to the opeiations of government. 
That nobleman had now only to alceitain 
' by his own clear powers of enquiry the 
point upon whicli the public fateiy lefted, 
and to upon the deciliuns of his own 
judgment. It was happy for the countiy 
that he was fo enti lifted. 

'I'he fum and liibftance of Mr. Ha- 
ftings's condn£\ bad nuw nndcigone the 
mult ferious and able ferminy to which 
the 'aflions of any man had ever been 
Xttbjedfed; he relied, for a complete de¬ 
li veiance from his troubles, upon thewif- 
dom and the juftice of the Couit. 

Mr- Law having concluded, the Court 
was about to rife, when Mr. Burke faid, 
that without wifhtng to impede the efte^f 
of the elegant peroration which had juft 
been delivered, he muft take the liberty 
Part V, 
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to ene^tnre of the Cottnfel, whether, at ha 
had given the name of one of the ptribns 
by whom a leftimonia! bad been fent from 
India in favourof Mr. Haftmgs’s condu^, 
lie was willing alfo to give the name of 
the other ? / 

Mr. Law anfwerrd, that he had aflerted 
nothing which could not be made out by 
evidence; that the paprts to which the 
Hon. Manager alluded fhould, in due 
time, be placed upon their Lordlbips* 
table; and that if information concern¬ 
ing them was required in ilu'mean time, 
it n ight be had of him in nny other place. 

Mr. Buike. “ I vi ifti tiun, my Lords, 
to put another queftion to the Couniei, to 
winch I fhall piobably r-ceive a fimilar 
anlwer. I would a(k”— 

(H'.Te fcvcral Lords rofc, and a call of 
OiUer, Oidtrl’* prevailed.) 

Mr. Buike was ftaiing his queftion, 
when, the call being repeated, he faid, ** I 
beg tlic indulgence of your Lordfliips. I 
do not fee the Court fnfRciently, and can¬ 
not tell from whom ttiat call comes. 1 
would afk”—— * 

The Duke of Leeds immediately' rofe, 
and moved an adjournment to the Cham- 
berof Parliament, which accordingly took 
place. 

Seventy Sixth Day. 
Thursday, February 13. 

Mr. Plomer, this day, began his part 
of llie Defence by obferving, that the ten¬ 
dency of many imputations extraneous to 
the Charges, as well as of the Charges 
themfelves, was certainly to cicatc pre¬ 
judices in minds not ftrengthened by iomo 
extraordinary advantages of education 
and habir, againft the general chara^er, 
the coiidu^l, and the principles of Mr. 
Haftings. He fhould, thercfoie, hope 
for the pardon of their Loidfltips, if he 
introduced his more foi mal Defence by 
fbme oblervations, intended to oppole the 
advantages of the accufaiion. He hoped, 
he was confident indeed, that no fuch 
prejudices could exift in the minds of 
their Lordfliips ; that Mr. Haftings, as 
to them, was retlus in cufia ; and that 
when he meant to lay ahde all the in¬ 
fluence to be deiived from the genetal 
good character «f Mr. Haftings, inde¬ 
pendent of the Charges, fo alfo all general 
prejutlices to his diiadvantage would bo' 
difmllTed. 

If his own manner of treating rhe 
Charges fhould i-efemble that of the Com ts 
of ciiminal jurifdi£lion, to which be had 
been accuftomed, Mr. Plomer hoped, that 
his caufe would not fufifer upon that ac- 
C COUBt, 
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eount. Vet he fq^Id not compare the 
efforts made on behalf of the accufation, 
with thofe which would be in his power, 
without fear. If great and fplendid ex< 
ertions had been made by the prolecuturs, 
certainly Aich sxeitions might be judi> 
ffed in the Defence; yet Ihould any thing 
more be expe&ed of him than a plain 
and attentive examination of the caufe, 
he ought to take ihime upon hiinfelf for 
affuming the talk. Nothing of that fort 
was within his power} he knew himfelf 
to be wholly unfit for the attempt, and 
certainly fliould not make it. 

With refpeft to the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons, the accufers in the caufe, it was 
impofllble to believe, that any improper 
intentions could dire£l their cenduA, and 
he hoped that none of the obfervations 
which he might think it neceffary to 
make, would befuppofedto impute to 
them any thing further than midake. 
Their body comprized a great part of the 
learning, the talents, and of every ho¬ 
nourable dtdinClion pertaining to man ; 
hut it was not inconfiilent with this full 
ndmifTion to believe them fallible. Were 
th'ey otherwife, the political as well as the 
judicial funflions of their Lordfliips 
would be ufelefs. Mlflake was more 

f irobable to the mod accurate, the mud 
earned, and the mod laborious, when 
the actions to be examined had palled in 
a foreign country, and the information 
concerning them was to be deiived 
chiefly from ortl narrative. Still fur¬ 
ther was the probability incrcafed, when 
the enquiry was frequently to be direfled 
from the aflions to the intentions of 
men. Continued accuracy of decilion 
upon Aich fubjefts, was conlilient only 
with- Omnifcicnce. The faculty of read¬ 
ing the heait and mind of anot!)er, was 
not to be afunned by the wifed and bed 
of human beings. It was, therefore, free 
to him to difeufs the truth of the Charges, 
without being fuppol'ed to imply anydif- 
tefpefl, culledively or fingly, to thofe who 
preferred tlicin. Thofe who voluntarily 
fupported the Chatges.had learning, cha. 
ra6fer, talents, honour, and rank, which 
it was ahnod impodible to believe fliould 
' not influence the public mind, and win 
n degree of confi leni-e to whatever they 
undertook. They had accompanied anti 
focreafed thJfe advantages by the moft 
' fplendid exertions of eloquence} he did 
not pfeAime to cenfure tliefe exertions : 
but he iiitreated their Lordfliips to con- 
fidcr them as heightening the difparity 
between the accufers and himfelf, which 
entitled him to their prote£lion« 


He bad been more inclined to notice 
thefe advantages, from what had been 
thrown out in the opening of one Charge, 
as to the unanimity with which it paffed. 
the Houfe of Commons. ^If Charges 
were taken to be true, on account of the 
chara6ler of the accufers; if they were 
true, becaufc the Houfe of Commons had 
paffed them} then were the Court and the 
Advocates for the arcufed engaged in a ’' 
bufinefs perfc^ly nugatory. He did not 
mean to impeach the privileges of the 
Houfe of Commons, but they could 
have no privileges independent of ju- 
nice. ^ 

Another topic was, that the honour 
of the Houfe of Commons was commit¬ 
ted in the event of the trial; that Mr. 
Haflings could not be acquitted without 
a fort of conviflion of the Houfe of Com. 
mons, for having preferred improper 
Charges. He did not perceive the necef- 
fity for fuch a conclulion j but if they 
were reduced to that point, that the ho- 
noiir of the Houfe of Commons and the 
honour of their Lordfliips were in oppo- 
fuion, then furely before the honour of 
the Accufcrs'was that of the Judge. He 
could fay, however, for the Houfe of 
Commons, if it was not prefumption in 
him to affuine their voice, that the wilh 
of every Member was for juftice ; that, 
if Mr. Haflings could be liberated from 
the Charges which they had preferred, 
they would rejoice in his acquittal; fo 
far were they from wifliing that be (hould 
innocently fufter for cunfiderations of 
their honour. 

Mr. Plomer then begged their Lord- 
fliips to pardon him for having intro¬ 
duced thefe preliminary obfervations, and 
intreated, that if in the conftderation of 
a long Charge he flio<i]d commit any 
miflakes, and many he was aware lit 
mufl commit, the weight of them might 
fall not upon the Gentleman at their bar, 
but upon himfelf. It was ncceflary for 
him to make this intreaty, from the o.b* 
fervations which had been made upon a 
paper drawn up by a fiiend to Mr. Ha¬ 
flings, and formerly produced in his De¬ 
fence. He was fure, that iftheHonourahlt 
Gentleman who made thofe obfervations 
hadknown thecrrcun.flanccs under which 
this part of the Defence had been com- 
pofed} that it had been inaccurately 
drawn up by a friend of Mr. Haflings } 
that much of it had never been feeii by 
him ; and that parts had been haflily read 
to him when his mind was occupied by 
other circumflances of his Defence; that 
Honourable Gentkman.would have been 

the 



tlie tnft ma.n to ufe it to tho difadrantage 
of Mr. Bailings. 

Mr. Plomer lamented^ that Mr. Ha- 
ftings, having once fuffered for the con- 
dufl of an injudicious friend, was now 
in parf committed to an injudicious Ad* 
vocate. He had, however, devoted to 
the Charges all the little faculties which 
he poiTeiTed ; he believed that he under- 
ftoud them; and he was confident that, 
though dole attention was requifite to 
any comprehenlton of the fubjea, no in¬ 
dividual could fail to derive from it a 
perfect convidion of the lionour of Mr. 
Hallings, of the purity of his intentions, 
and of the reditude of all his meafurcs. 

Mr. Plomer then entered into an ex¬ 
amination of the Benares Charge, which 
he accufed of being a feries of inifiepie* 
fentations—want of precifion—blunders, 
or intentional mil'-ftatements of fails ; he 
ftated, that Bulwant Sing v/as a mere 
fevidal tenant, and that Cheyt Sing be¬ 
came pofTcfled of the territory of Benares 
upon the lame feudal terms that his Fa¬ 
ther held it. Heinriited in the fame man¬ 
ner that his leader (Mr. Law) had, that 
Cheyt Sing held his poflellions in the 
double cap^cityof Zemindar and feudal 
lubjeil : That in the latter quality he 
was oliliged to furnilh all the rePaurces 
for the common defence t That the 
('ompany were fujireme; and that he, 
as a Renter, not only owed obedience, 
but was ailually obliged^ by his te¬ 
nure, to join in the general cau!e. That 
general caiile Mr. Plomer ftated to be 
the I'alvation of India; and the fails 
which he adduced went clofe to tlie que- 
ftion.—At the time when all the Country 
Powers were in juiiition, and when Ma¬ 
jor Cormack was upon the match to at¬ 
tack Madajee Scindia, in order to detach 
him from the genetal confederacy, Hiil- 
waiit Sing immediately del'erted the Com¬ 
pany and tile Britilli forces, and withdiew 
biinJ'elf. After lliewtng, in a great va¬ 
riety of points of view, that Cheyt Sing 
had behaved in a traitorons manner to 
the Company, he camc^liil cloler to the 
queftior, namely, tliat the whole of the 
terntoj y enjoyed by the Rajah was merely 
a renuily and that he enjoyed no other 
power than as a mere tenant. 

Mr. Plomer was mod remarkably 
happy, in alluding, with the utmoft de- 
licac)!, to the remarkable difference of 
opinion which had taken place beureen 
Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox on the Benares 
Article. 

He laid, that Mr. Fox, uimn opening 
the Article, had ftated, that a Right Hoti« 


Gentleman, of the firft; talents in this 
kingdom, had differed with him on the 
right which Mr. Hallings bad lo demand 
military afttftance from Cheyt Singj 
Mr. Pitt alHrming, and proving, as Mr. 
Plomer conceived, that the right was in- 
difputable. 

Mr. Plomer then went through an in¬ 
finite number of arguments to prove 
that Mr. Pitt's ideas were right, whichf 
faid Mr. Plomer, if they were fo, totally 
deflroyed every foundation of the Ai tide. 

Here Mr. Plomer expofed the dread¬ 
ful iituation in winch a Britilh fubjeifl, 
who had made the gieatell and the ^oft 
fuccefsful exertions in the public fciarice 
was placed.—^Mr. Fox denied the right 
—Mr. Pitt juft-ftsd if. What then was 
Mr, I-Iaftings to do ? He flood nbw im¬ 
peached, becaiife he had a£led up to his 
own opinion, whkhwas contrary to Mr. 
Fox’s. He wok/,/ have been impeached 
if he had taken the other ground, becaufe 
the other Right Hon. Gentleman differed 
in opinion. 

After putting this in an infinite num¬ 
ber of lights, a,ut expofing the contra- 
diflions and abrurdities in nine of the 
fiifl allegations cf the Article, and in 
f’ucri a manner that it is abfolutely im- 
polliMe to follow him in detail, the Court, 
feeing the impoffibility of his concluding 
on this day, adjourned until next Wed- 
ncl'day. 

Seventy-Seventh Day. 

Wednesday, f'ebruary 29. 

Mr. Plomer commenced a very logical, 
imprefTive, and convincing ciation, by 
humbly reiurning his grateful thanks ta 
tlieirLorilfliipa for the patient hearing they 
had afforded him when he had laflprefirmed 
fo confideiably to occupy their Lordfliips* 
attention. His abilities, he admitted,' 
were extremely inadequate to deface jm- 
preftions made by eloquence fo confiim- 
mate ; if he had I'occccded, itmuftbave 
been by the mere f'oice of the fails ad¬ 
duced ; yet he fltould hope he had fufli- 
cientiy pioved the point of right in Mr. 
Ilaftinrrs to make the demand, the Tub* 
jeij of this Charge, upon Cheyt Sing. 

Their Lordfhips would lecolleiT, be 
ftid, that he had difeuffed the matter as 
low as the year 1775r when u appeared 
that Cheyt Sing was then confidered folcly 
as a Zemindar, and that the rights.of 
Sovereignty heictolore invcfled in ihe 
Nabob of Oude were virtually exiftent 
in the Britifla Eaft India Company, and 
binding upon the Rajah, as being legally 
his Soveieigns paramount.—the 
C a Hightea 
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lighted alteration had been made in the 
ieniue by which he* held his Zemindary : 
be was to be confidercd to alf intents and 
puriiofes a Zemindar of the Empire, Inb- 
ie£t to all the claims incidcnial to luch 
a fituation. 

His rent indeed was paid i he paid, for in- 
Aauce,aruin of 430,000!. tterlingrenttothe 
Company for thofe ttnitoiies, the pro¬ 
duce of. which were known to be 500,000!. 
Aerling. Were thele tiivtal advantages? 
Mr. fiomcr affirmed that they were not, 
and added, by v\3y of illuilration, that he 
bad no manner ot doubt there would be 
found few of thofe^who beard him, that 
would be likely to lejeft an ehatc of fuch 
pioduce at the above quit-rent. 

It had been the waim wi(h of Mr. 
Haliings to ihew {leculiar favour to this 
man, whom he was accul'edof malicioully 
and wickedly having endeavoured to ruin. 
-»This objeft had been the caule of va¬ 
rious Conlultatinns in the Supreme Coun¬ 
cil of Bengal;—-on the izlh June 177s, 
on the 5th July following, on the i6'.h 
AuguA, and on the 24th ; on the 131)1 
Pecember 1775, and furihcr on the i5ih 
April 1776, and the 29th July. The 
piopnfitiuns that had ftum time to time 
been befoie the Hcni.uiable Board, he 
liad nothn g to do with; the Managers 
had indeed gioanded upon tl'.eni maticr 
of charge, hui not one fyll tble bad they 
taken IVotn the prcpofiiions winch 

Mr. Fianris Fowke w-as at this peiiod 
charged to cany 'iih him to Benares, for 
the aff.nc anJ i.ibrcriplIoii ui Rajah Cliejt 
Suif. ^ 

N\;w it fo Ivppcned, that far from the 
fligiilell: implication flowing out ot iliei’e 
propolilions ot abliilutr lovercignty ceded 
by die Company to the Zemindar, the very 
opening Ai licl'- flitt.i, that the Rujali was 
timdinit, with all the folemnity of ostli, the 
piramoiy.i Sovcitigiiiy of the Company ; 
fiom whom he acltnowledged to hold his 
laid Ztinindaiy, wnh the full and clear 
po'.v.is ol K-gilia'urc, col!e£lioii, Sic. fub- 
jtft only to the Ind neat rent, with a re¬ 
coin.neima’ion t.; keep up a Viody of 2000 
hcifJe, loi tl.e f-.ivice of tourfeof the Ein- 
piie,—foi, at'the lt.a:ned Couni'el well ar¬ 
gued, iiw.ran<)t fimply Benares they were 
todflend — irr the country was, in thort, 
Jdtle lufccpiibls of the fervices of cavsljy 
—■ they weic to be held tor geneial defence, 
to be trn,,loy(d a.s we might conim.ind j 
and tvccordingly, lo afeertain at once tor 
whole ulc they weie detigned, the Coin* 
pany add 15 rupees per man towards the 
deCay of ihtir expences. 

^oc one A ILble at all this had been look.. 


ed at by the Managers. They had, front 
garbled propofitiuns in the Council, chofen 
to confide!' Cheyt Sing as a Soveieigo 
Prince, and the demand of Mr. Haftings 
to be a wanton, ciue', and vindiffjie in.? 
iringernent upon his rights, in piiifuance 
of a malicious deiign he had conceived to 
ruin the R'ajali. 

But w'hat w'as Cheyt Sing ? He thoultf 
efrt. 6 tually prove to ibeir Lordthips, that 
he was piecilely fuch a man as his fatiter j 
that all within was hollow, fraudulent and 
falfe t that what began in difaileflion, 
was continued thiough fimulation to 
treaciiery, ami from ticachery at length 
to open rebellion. Under tfte prott.£fioh 
cf the Company he had attained IbcU 
height, that, 111 tne words of the Putt, 

*' He ’sda.n’J fuhjedi'on, and thought one 
“ lUp higlier 

“ Would fet him highcft, and in a monicne 
quit 

** The debt iniratnfe of endlefs gratitude." 

But what ground had the Rtght Ho¬ 
nourable Man.igers for the impmation of 
malicious motives to Mr. HaAings ? The 
heart of man inuA be inlcrutable, as to the 
motives ot afUion, to eveiy eye but that of 
Omnipo'cnce. 

Wh; ti Ilici e were no documents to prove 
the malic'oi’s dcAgn, ptrh.tps it was but 
fair to IiiIl'ii to pitliimptive pioofs. lie 
flioiilil lefoit, It was fair for him to refoit, 
10 gtncial chaiailci, and then demand 
from the tcfti.riunivs of thole who had 
lited iiiidcr his gcveinment, and thole 
wiio hiic.v Inm in Eniupe, whetlier they 
ju;!gi.d him capable of lucli a conduct. 
Not oi't' Ibnl was to be found in India, 
who »lid not bk'fs the nnldnefs oi Ins tern- 
pet, and the ioi bearing huiinmity of hiS 
go\cininent. Oh but (replies your 
Man ip.er from his tlolct) you Spe£ta. 
101.1 of hi^ actions ar.’ nnh'rably deceived 
in yoLii ideas of this man : 1 know him 
bciici ll iin you alb—-You aic a let of 
w’f.ik dr.vtliii g ideois, iiifenfibic: to 
wiong-*, and luAVnngs, and lliames—< 
Wh.n yon have taken loi clemency, was 
oppieiiion. 1 tell you, that he was your 
tyiant, and dcfpoiic opprellor; that he 
barM|u. leii iijion your blood, anil bis veiy 
meals pi odiiic'd tl.e depopulation of youp 
Piovinces." 

Euic-pcaiis have (tranger heads—To 
ihciii a <iitf r» nr language rmiA be held—, 
Capi. iJo.ititllin IS hioiiglit ill a doaen 
tiiiic.i lor the cxer 5 >;ifh‘i!:;Uion ct ihe‘lubj< 6 t, 
A neat phi.ilr, loilootli, was to let alide 
tlitlv-iiiiiiiioin.ils to Mr. HaAings’s clia. 
li 6 U'r, biought forwaisl, as tney weie,.vo<. 

luoiaril^ 
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luntarily i'n a (eafon of (li(lrcf$,when friend* 
Ihips are like to coolYou who thus 
praife him are atraiped banditti regularly 
difciplined, and under the pay of this Cap¬ 
tain G^neial of Iniquity.’’—“ How many 
gentlemen of character does every Old- 
£ailey feflions pronounce guilty—Death!" 
But trickfy phrales were not in theilr 
Lordfliips opinion to defy the matter. 

The demand was urged to be malicioust 
upon the ground of—Fit It, That Mr. 
Yiii^in^ijbretended^ War between France 
and the Britiih Empire non-exillent, and 
of which he had no authentic advices} and. 
Second, That his Treafury being full, 
there was no need to make this demand 
upon the Rajah. 

Mr. Plomer proved the communication 
of the intelligence from Grand Cairo, and 
the fummoning of the Council thereupon 
—?the unanimiry of their opinion as to the 
iKceffity of defenfive preparations, nay 
even oftenfive mcalures, in conlequ^nce of 
which Pondicheiry was inveited, and 
Chandernagore abfolutely taken. 

He afRrined, that Mr. Haftings could 
pofllbly aFi in no other way for the honour 
■and btnefit of his Cotintry,—He was not 
to wait for the cu-eping declaration of 
Holliiities in a G zttie—He was to anti¬ 


cipate, for the lecurity of the Empire, fuch 
Afitrdy coi finnaiion, aud by a bold and 
V’vigorous l■leafllle lave the mighty charge 
thnt was entrulted to his abilities. 


Touching the fullncfs of the Treafury, 
Mr. Plomer ludiciotiHy panied the attack 
by piitimg into the mouth of Cheyl Sing 
the Itllowing expvclTions ;—** Lay out 
iintilih' Rujices ihail have flown from 
your 'I'leaiury ; for until the lad is dii- 
hurfeil, it will be malice to demand any 
thing of luc. Let the lert of the Empiie 
pay j but fo long as they are able, it will 
be malice to touch me.” 

How was an honvl't man to difprove 
fuch allegations of malict ? Suppoie, he 
laid, a Cli irgc of a fimilai nature were to 
be 1)1 ought againfl the Right Ilou. Gen¬ 
tleman who had opened this Charge, and 
he knew no heart moie clearly exempt 
from any thing mean, dirty, and mali¬ 
cious ; a more exalted mind, and a hap- 

f iier intelltil, he knew not, than thofe of 
hat Honourable Manager (Mr. Fox), 
How was it likely he would r-ply to it f 
Why, it was probable, he would firft 
giFiiin flatly, U>at the whold was fal:e. If 
it was pci lilted in, he w^ould perhaps add, 
Examine my’lile, enq'uire of thole who 
know me! If that will not latisfy you, 
prove it was even my intereft to do what 
you charge me with.’* 


Was'it the intereft,of Mr. Haftings, 
thus charged with the concerns of a great 
Empire, in the outfet of a war, to raift 
up within the very Empire an enemy cx« 
afperated by injuiies, and flung by a ma^* 
licious and inveterate perlecution t It fure« 
ly was «e^ 

Thus having argued the fubje£l, hi 
folemnly adjured their Lordlhfps not to 
credit the voice of unfounded liifpicion. 
which, were it fuffered to operate againfl 
any man, might be brought to blaft every 
a&ion of their lives, and every vote they 
had ever given. He prefled in the moil 
eariiefl manner this conduflve refleAioni 
and thus flniflied a very able refutation 
of the Firft Charge againft his ’Client. 


Seventy-Eighth Day. 
Thursday, March i, 

Mr. Plomer this day, in a very modelk 
exordium, fluted his ienfihility of theip 
Lordfliips’ gn^dnei's in the favouring with 
their attention the efforts of his hurabia 
abilities; bur,trufling their Lordfliips wetei’ 
anxious as well as himfelf to remove as 
fpeedily as polHble the load of obloquyT 
call: upon a Gentleman declined into tha 
vale of years, to clear his honour and hisi 
pciTon from fufpicion and a flats of trial,, 
he fltould continue, wiili as much brevity 
as might be, to examine the allegations 
againfl him. 

Touching the demands made upon 
Ciieyt Sing, they were contended to be 
-culpable upon three grounds» * 

Firft, That there were bad motives for 
thefeadts, alfii med to beunjufliflable; 

S-CondJy, That Cheyt Sing was well 
afftdfet! towards the Britiih Government i 
Tliirdly, That Mr. Baitings had a 
prc-conceivcd malice againfl him. 

Firft of the firft—Mr. Plomer went 
into a prodigious body of evidence. 
Minutes of the Council, Letters from the 
Governor General, &c. to fliew the fenfe 
entcitained of the expediency of the de¬ 
mand made upon Cheyt Sing, and the 
clear and explicit aflent of Mf. Francis 
and Mr. Wlieler to the propoiitions of the 
Governor-General. 

Mr. Haftiiigs, in confequence of this 
faiidtion of the meafure, writes to the Ra¬ 
jah to ftate, that in confequence of hot- 
tilities having been declared between 
France and tins countiy, it had been de¬ 
termined to call upon him for the fivelacks, 
as his quota towards the deience of the 
Kinpiic, Tills was in the month of July 
1778 . 

Whar, faid Mr. Plomer, was the reply 
of this faithful' zealous Tributary of the 
■ ■ ■ Country | 
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.^mintry ? this ready and eager co-operator 
frith our deiigns ? Why fiinply this 

** He owed his life to tlie Company— 
He had received the honour uf their coni- 
Itiands, and touching tlu-ir purpoit he 
irould write at a future cppoitunity."’ 

To a prefling exa£licn he tranfmiis a 
Ibitence of cognizance, and adds, You 
,fhall know more at anotner period. How 
^oes Mr. Haftings aa in this junaure ? 
-e-Why, inltcad ot doing aught that might 
iiarrafs the Rajali, he directs the Kcfident 
Rt Benares to make the matter know n to 
the Vakeel, and the Vakeel, sflirming he 
^as power only fora year, accedes to the 
idemand of the iive lacks. 

In the mean time, however, it is ftated 
fby Ml - f’l jnci?, that it would probably be 
Jefsdiltrifling to Cheyt Sing, if the lub- 
<i,dy wt-Vc to be taken by inllallmens, and 
added %'his kills, or r.ionlhly payments. 

It wa^ veiy frr, Mr. Ploiuer I'Jid, freun 
either him or kis Client to lidpeft Mr. 
Francis of dilhonourable eonduii ; and 
though, as Mr- Haftings r.ad (aid, liirh a 
fufpicicn might onct have ciofi'td hismmii, 
yet he difmifi'ed it then as ungeneions, and 
unworthy of him to chtrilh, even or his 
declared opponent. News, Mr. Plomer 
remat ked, would quickly ciicuiate. 
When a matter was debated in Covncil, 
it would get vent, and perhaps wiilK.ut 
blame imputaiilc to any out. '1 lie ii ijalis 
had their Vakeels abcut the Prciidmcy 
conllur.tly ; it v as their duty to alttiu.in 
the politics of our Government, and tj ry 
did acquire them in Ibme way. Hence, 
Mr. Fiancis had well lemarkcd, the lu- 
ctiinber.t neccfliiy of unaniititlj in our 
Councils; for dilc-id.ir.ce c: leiitiment in¬ 
variably damped tlic I’ticttis of any mcj- 
fuce propoitd. 

[Jvuiing all this refetence to Mr. 
francis, that Gefttlcn.an was pri-lent.] 

Accordingly, no Ibnntr had this pio- 
pof.tion of inltbllmer.t had lime to ti.ivcl 
to the Vakeel, than he alteicd his tone 
ponfii'tiahly—Heoffcitd “ iwoJacki— 
three lack'.— it was a pieat ftim of i<'oniy, 
and he was without pow-is.” At Icngtii, 
howcvei, the pa^ineu!. of four lacks 
76,000 rupi''s W.1S made, upon the threat 
of cen.j ul;i ry iv.ealuris. 

^s the lieni to make the demand had 
beSii til coir.cfted, I'o, ihe War toniinuuig, 
jn July mo demand was renewed ; 
isiid it w’aS 1 ot leiifted vet bally. He hr.U 
kaugiit the hint of i'l'veity, and availed 
binslirlt am| lv ot its liiKld. *' You know 
j^adds lid li) a LetUi) that I Imve fold 
iny Iwule, .3rd piedi td evei y thing 1 have 
that is hut ncycitixIHs I ewe 
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my exigence to the Company and will 
comply.’’ 

Does he fo?—Nothing was further 
from his intention. Mr. Graham writes, 
that he has been able to get no more than 
one lack of the Tribute, and he'is con¬ 
vinced that unlefs force is tiled to com¬ 
pel the payment, it will never be done. 
Mr. Graham treats his plea of Poverty as 
idle, and ridiculoully againft the con¬ 
viction of ail who know him. 

In confequence, Colonel Cormack’s 
tioops are ordered to march from Dina- 
pore to Benares, to enforce the payment, 
and the Kaj.th pays another lack the day 
previous to their anival, and the reft loon 
afur;—thus having in four months 
fpeedily complied with the requifition of 
^tioleto whom he owed every thing. 

On the 1 zth of June 17X0, tl'.e War 
ftiil proceeding,, the demand in Council is 
icneAt'd, and the particular iiecctTuy of 
making it fo early is llaicd by Mr. Ha- 
fting-) to be the dtfirc he had o( 11.arching 
a detactuncni of troops into tlie teiri- 
tory of Madajce Scindi.t, and thus lli ik¬ 
ing a blow that ftioiiUi diftrt<£t the con¬ 
federacy and power of the Mahrattas. 
This, It was well known, was a favourite 
ol'jtfi vcuh Mr. Haftings; and Cheyt 
Sing well knew it to be (o—it was one of 
tuo'e fiire maiks of vigoious policy ilur ‘ 
luict ccntiibuied to tiu- lalvaiion of t'lK ^ 
Biiiilh Pofitllions in India. 1 

Cheyt Sing had jtilt before the prc-.it 
demand, prelemed the fum of 7 vvo Lacks 
—■.vhether as an intended prupliiaiion for 
ins lonner dilatoiy condu£V, or with a 
viiw towirds the anriimlaiion of any 
rtiic'val of the dem.ind the annual Five 
Lc.cks, cannot be long in doubt. Mr. 
Hafttiigs had detetmiiied, as he told lue 
Vakeel, not to accept them. 

When, however, this his favourite mea- 
fiire agamft Mad.ijre Scindia came before 
the Board, Mr. Fiancis and Mr. V^'lieler 
opiiofcd it, on account of the low iLitc of 
tffi Tieafury, which, fo tar from allowing 
them to form new enierpi izes and expenlive 
operations, was inadequate to tlie current 
ferviccs. What then is the detciminntiun 
of Mr. Haftings ? He 1 evokes the pui port 
of his former dccluraiion to the Rajah, 
and icfolves to .accept tiie Two Lacics 
tendeu'd by Cheyt Sing. 

For the ixpediencyof the meafure he 
pledges his tame itnd hnnoin—he enters 
the Council, and obltrvts itnmcdiauiy, 

“ Your lepugnance m my altjckiug 
Madnjee heindia aiif.s tioio want uf 
mvnty—ii’trg is the MONEY, and now 
let me puv:fuc my or'gitial plan.” Ti-.e 

oppcliiion 
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oppofition is withdrawi]! and ihe troops 
march—the ufual demand is nade upon 
Cheyt Sing, and, after the threat of an 
additional Lack, by way of fine, if he re> 
fid, he }niys the aniounr, with the ufual 
intervention of pauper! y letters and pe> 
.riodical inflallmcnts. On our part, pro. 
ceedings to ievere methods are crufhed, 
and .the fine threatened is heard of no 
^more. 

Thus then the learned Counfel proved 
a£iual hostility, inftead of prrfewre; 
DiSAFFKCTioN and unneceffary delay 
inftead of afftilion and voluntary affiji- 
ance\ and the mod lenient forbeah- 
ANCE in the place of preconceived ma¬ 
lice. 

At fix o’clock the Court adjourned to 
the Upper Chamber of Parliament, and 
refolved that the further proceeding upon 
the Trial be adjourned to the lyfh of 
April! on which day, however, the Trial 
was further Adjourned to * 


Seventy-Ninth Day. 

Tuesday, April 34- 
The Lords went into the Court this 
day about ten minutes before two, thirty, 
nine in number; and Mr. Plomer im¬ 
mediately refumed his fpeech, by a hand- 
fome acknowledgen\pnt of the nttention 
Awith which he had been honoured, a re¬ 
gret that he had intruded fo long upon 
them, and an apprehenfion that he mud 
ftill requeft their indulgence. This he 
imputed to the nature of the caufe itfclf; 
the Benares Article confiding, in faft, of 
a very great number of Articles, each im¬ 


puting treachery, cruelty, and breach' 
faith, to Mr. ^dings. Sure he was, 
Mr. plomer faid, that it was for the in. 
tered of his client, and for the cau'ie of 
judice, that each allegation fhonid be 
mod minutely and rigidly fcruiinixed, 
when all that remained would turnout 
as ill-founded as thofe which he bad 
already gone through.—But knowing 
bow valuable time was, ,and the impa. 
tience of all parties to bring this lotig. 
depending Trial to a clofe, he fliould 
very fbortly dirmifs ail that bad been done 
fubfequent to the rebellion of CheytSing, 
and confine himfelf to the five remaining 
heads of Charges prior to that event. 

Mr. Plomer than began with the de. 
mand of cavalry. He proved how iit- 
terly»contrary to the truth was the date* 
ment in the Articles of that tranfa£{ion. 
In doing this, as in every part of hit 
fpeech on the former days, Mr. Plomer 
exaftly followed the line of argua'ent 
adopted by Mr. Pitt when this Charge* 
was before the laft Parliament, refuting, 
as Mr. Pitt bad formerly done, each aU 
legation moft completely. 

It was dated in the Article, that, in 
order to harrafs and ruin Cheyt Skig, 
Mr. Hadings called upon him to furniih 
a body of Cavalry. Mr. Plomer proved, 
that this demand was earnedly recom* 
mended by Sir Eyre Coote, the Com¬ 
mander in Chief, immediately after the 
invafion of the Carnatic, and acceded to 
by the whole CoiinciJ. 

In this pait of his fpeech, be keptdoA 
to Mr. Pitt's line of aigument, praifing 


* From an account delivered by MefTrs. Wallis and Troward, the Solicitors employed 
by the Houfu of Commons, the expenccs incuned by the Trial to this period appear to be. 
Ci> fi'llows; 

Amount of Bill from the Commencement of the Profecutioti to 1788 
May 14, — •• — — 

Ditto, from 1788 May 17, to 178S Sept. 15. — — 

Amount of money paid to VVitnefles, India Clerks, and Officers of the 
Houfeof Commons, for Seflion 1788, as fettled by the Managers, ^nd al¬ 
lowed by the Treafory — „ — —. 

^ Amount of Bill from 1788 Sept. 17, to !789 July 14, — 

V Ditid from 1789 July 11, to 1790 June 9, — 

Ditto from 1790 Jms rfi, to 1791 June 6, — — 

Ditto from X 791 June 12, to *793 March 8, — — 
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^he above Account includes as wed all Payments made to WitniflTes, Fees on the Treafury 
Warrants, Payments to India Houfe Officers and Clerks, to the Officers of the Houle of 
Lords and Houfe of Commons, and Court Fees, as ail Law Fees, Expences, and Charges. 
Of this fum they acknowledge to have received at diffiscent times in CaQi by 

Treafury'Warrants, ■ #-• ~ 3 M $7 *» ® 

'Balance due to Wallis and TroWard —• *«■ 4802 to 3 

Mr. 


8565 14.-fw 
»33» 9 4 


i 78 l X 4 
765* 15 6 
778* » 4 

6984 tj SI 
x86o 6 4. 
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. Haftingf, as^thc MiKifter had done, 
for bis firmnefs and vigour at that mo- 
in<Mt of alarm and danger, when Hyder 
lial overrun the Carnatic, cnt oif a third 
k>f our army, and when authentic advice 
was received of the departure of a large 
. snaanaentfrom France to co>opera*.e with 
. Hyder in the Carnatic. 

(' Mr. Plomer noticed the fugacious plea, 
that the three thuufand horle fiipported 
by the Rajah of Benares were kept for 
Che purpofes of tax cotle£lion; but this 
' adfertion he was at no difficulty to dif- 
rove, inafmuch as fubfequent to his re- 
elfion one hundred and hfty had been 
fully competent to colledl fuch taxes, 
when the leifureable progrei's of peace 
lud been difturbed and inierfefled by the 
convulfiom of civil outrage, and the con> 
of open boftiiity. 

Mr.PJ loiner, as lie went along, read 
the Minutes of Confultation forO£laber 
and September 1780, and for part of 
.November, by which it indifputably ap¬ 
peared, that no human ingenuity could, 
with the fhadow of reafon or common 
Anfe, have imputed this demand of ca¬ 
valry from Cheyt Sing to malice, or to 
a design to ruin him; but on the contrary, 
at a moment when it was a queftion whe¬ 
ther we were not as near loiing India as 
America, the General is defired, before 
he gjoes to Madras, to form an arrange- 
ment for the proteAion of Bengal, Bahar, 
andOriiTa; and the General recommends 
the application to Cheyt Sing for cavalry, 
a propoiition which the Board unani- 
moutfy adopt. ** Yet,*’ faid Mr. 
Plomer, ** though all this was as clear 
when the Charge was drawn as it is 
now, Mr. Bailings is made the foie 
** author of the demand, and his con- 
“ duel is imputed to the worft of motives." 

The Rajah Cheyt Sing had been re- 
preAmted in the Charge as a Zemindar 

E undual in the payment of his monthly 
ills and fublidics, and therefore .the lail 
to merit the oppreirivc exactions and ri¬ 
gorous punilhments of the Governor-Ge¬ 
neral) and to i'upport this aliegatic n, the 
/nnual Journal enregiftei ing the Benares 
payments had been quoted and pro¬ 
duced ; wherein every month was feen 
duly qualified with its oppofed payment; 
but Kir. Plomer efFedually proved, that 
thefe Year Books were but annually made 
tip, and then the fum total being, at no 
inatter what periods, received, each 
inc'Qth pro forma had i^s duodecimal 
^anivBi annexed. 


But it being fufficiently kno#ft, thsf 
the payments of*the Rajah were not thus 
regular, that the kift of November had 
been paid only in December, that of De¬ 
cember in January, and foon, tlwMana'- 
prs for the Profecution had fet up a de¬ 
fence grounded upon ufage, That a 
month's intervention was a thing of 
courfe, and that one month paid under 
another was all that was to beexpeded* 
by the Government from the Zemindaries- ' 
Mr. Plomer denied this ever to have been 
the cullom of India, and appealed to the 
colledive experience of all who had ever 
relided there. > 

Mr. Plomer then examined, with great 
acutenefs, the pleas of inability fet up 
by Cheyt Sing, and aferibed his conduft 
to Its true motive, difaffedion. He ftated 
the perilous period in which his affifiance 
had been withheld, in flrong colours.-^ 
When Hyder Ally, with refilVlefs devafta- 
tion, was fweeping the Carnatic, and all 
the hopes and ftrength of the Prefidencics 
centered in Calcutta—When Cormack’s 
detachments fiiffered fo feverely, and 
Colonel Baillie's corps were miferably 
flaughtered, or raptured—at this time it 
was, that hardening his heart, and relying 
upon his wealth, he had temporized with 
demand, and ambulhed his ftrength; 
that he excited rebellion in the fepoys, r 
.and purchafed muniments from the 
French; it was then that he exulted in 
thefilent hope ©four total extei inination. 

Converfations had been reported, in 
which the Begums of Oude h-ad ftrength- 
ened his prejudices, and lined.him with 
confidence; in which they had urged »he 
general dcfign to difpoflefs us of India, 
and bade him rely in contumacy upgn 
the confederacy againft us. 

At length, upon Mr. Haflings's 
arrival atBenaies, he found this hypo- 
ciitical rebel unufuaJly fortified, and 
powerfully aimed, the very weapons pur¬ 
chafed of the French, which his pre. 
tendril loyalty was to ufe againft them ; 
ant! of the z2,ooo men in arms, of which . 
his main body conlifted, 1000 men fur- 
nifhed, in corifrqucnce of the above idea, 
byihe peaceful and wcll-affeacd Princeflla 
.of Oude. 

Here Mr. Plomer came to a moft 
ciitical aud momentous part of his fueech, 
which he managed with infinite delicacy.^ 
but witJi extraordinary force—we mean^ 
the amount of the fine propofed to be le- 
vied upon Cheyt Sing—namely, forty ojf 
fifty lack? of rupees. lie alluded to ih« 

pecultatf 
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fccnliar fitnationln wliicb Mr. Hafthigs 
Aood ; impeachnlj in the liame of the 
Haufc of Commons, for a variety cf op- 
ptcfllve a6ls againit a meiicorious indi- 
vidiiaJ, as Cheyt Sing was ftated to be; 
yet great authorities contending, that all 
the afts ddne by Mr. Mailings were inoft 
finilly juftifidble) th^t the delinc]iiency 
of Cheyt Sing was great; hut that else 
Intention to puniflt that deiiquency by lu 
large a fine, was a high ciiiiie and niii- 
demeanor. 

Mr. Plomer contended, that-it would he 
abiblutely impolTibleto Hx a crime upon 
Mr. Haftings'for the intention, unlefs it 
flijuld be proved, as was aliedged in the 
article, that Cheyt Sing was called upon 
for i'ubfidies in three fuccellive yt-ais, 
and for cavalry, and for obedience to 
orders, in direfl: contradiction to loieinn 
ficaties. In that cafe, he allowed, that 
to intend to punilh a man for not com¬ 
plying with illegal demands, would be a 
grols aggravation of the uiigiuai criinc«. 

But what was a l^ie of one year’s giol'> 
Jlevenne, if it even had been levied, to 
expiate fuch treacherous duplicity f But 
the mod miferable internal depravities 
had marked him unfit to govern. The 
facred city of Benares had been polluted 
by unaccounted-for deaths, and all the 
favage additions that inventive cruelty 
could contrive to garnlfh the horrid fead 
of murder. Bodies found in the Urccts 
had been piled up by the fufFeiing rela¬ 
tives before the door of the Eng'ilh Red. 
dent, and thence tranfported to the R<u 
jah’s Palace, to move him to rediefs the 
licentioulhefs of his Capital; hut in vain 
—the reprefentations of Mr. Malcolm, 
and the fight of his faciificed fubjeCls, 
were alike difregarded, and this mercilefs 
flave lorded it, in the web of his con- 
ipiracy, over the oppreffed he had Iworn 
to proteCl. 

Mr. Hadings indeed, from whofe pro- 
refs the mod benevolent tffcCls flowed, 
ad new modelled the police of the 
mindary: he had given them a code fu 
wife, fo mild and benign«nt, that the 
inhabitants, by his manuinilfion redoitd 
to civil order, bieffed him in the regene¬ 
rated comforts that floui idled around 
them. 

Mr. Plomer then touched upon the 
ruperfclliun of Mr. Fuwke by Mr. Mal¬ 
colm, and proved the infinuation of the 
Managers utterly groundlefs. 

He then was about to examine the al- 
ledgtd dretch of power, in the Goveinor 
General’s removing from Calcutta.—He 
Part Y* 
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examined the Law *703* when the 
wei;c two Companies; that of 1753, ar 
• that alfj of 1773—he drew inteieno 
from the l.ttc powers declared to be vedt 
in Lord Cornwallis favourable to h; 
Client, and was proceeding, when 
The Lord Chancdloi aik,cd if Mi 
plomer would be able to finilh on tba 
day ?-s-Mi'. Plomer replied, he fearc 
not) nevesthelKl<-, he was prepared ti 
proceed as long as their Lordfhips wouh 
favour him with their attention. 

The Chancellor told Inm he had bettei 
take anoiher day to dole; with whicl. 
Mr. Plomer complied readily, it being 
near five o’clock. 


Ekiiitieth Day. 

TauRiDAY, .April 26. 

Mr. PI <Mnei, loon afier one o’clock, 
drew the attention of their l.ordlhips to 
tlie alie^aiioiis mmle againd Mr, Ha- 
dmgs touching the journey to Benares, 
and the tii.ril''dii'ns liililequent. 

Mr. Plomer tilabhllietl bcj'ond con- 
trovei'fy the reticilious intentions of 
Cheyt Sing, and then proceeded to ex¬ 
amine the arrfji of his perlbn, iq on which 
lb great a Iticfs had been laid by an 
HonniiabL- M.n.ager. The le.irned 
Couiifel fhewe.l, that the ciicuixiltance of 
arred could co; tain nothing peculiarly 
wounding to an Iiidi 111 mind, as it had 
been the ciillrmtMy mods of piuccdure im 
the Company'!, dependencies. 

After quoting /a.ious precedents, he 
faid he wquKi mention, one which was 
fully fuffi' iert for his |>iirpofe. 

'1 he Kajah of Burdwan, a man of 
much higher rank ai.d didin^lion than 
Cheyt Sii.g, Ind, in the ycat 1788, ne¬ 
glected to obey an order fent by Lord 
Col nwal.is and his Council, for the tranr- 
miflion of fome accounts to Calcutta. 
For this difobedience they fined him five 
thoiifiind lupces ; and unlefs that fine was 
paid in five days, they orde«-ed his perlbn 
lobe .aixt^i'd, which was done. They 
then lent a I'econd oider, direfling, that 
if in twenty-four hours the fine was not 
paid, the Rajih diould be fent apiiloncr 
to Calcutta. 

Mo man, Mr. Plomer faid, could believe 
Lord Cornwallis would have .ifued fiich 
an order, if thearrcllof the ^leilrnuf a 
Hindoo Rajah could be an.n.'eu won all 
that t ii'erace which the Managers had 
fuppofed to be attached to it. 

I'he mefienger ien^to Cheyt Smg, it 
Items, had been an aggravation of the 
II dignity j the Cbubctar, it was ftated, 
D wa. 
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«M aman of thel^weft eafte, and Tueli as 
it was infamous to difpatch for the pur- 
pofes of ccminuriication, particularly at 
the facreH hours of ablution and prayer. 
How this could be eftablifhed, Mr. Plo« 
mer was at a lols to fay—the Chubdau 
or Bailiff, was in the pra£)ice of convey¬ 
ing the fentiments of :hc Refident to the 
]la{ah~-he was a venerable man, Ibme 6o 
years of age, and a Bramin. The Rajah 
had always tent bis Chubdar to Mr. 
Fowkeand Mr. Malcolm, and therefote 
the man's degradation was not fo vilible 
as had been (fated. 

The poor fellow, however, was cut 
down by the 'ndignation of the Rajah’s 
people} and tlien it was difeovered, that 
the two battalions of our (epoys were 
without ammunition. Cut off thus en¬ 
tirely from alTilfance, popular fury maf- 
faerra them without mercy, and the Chief 
of this ungovernable people made his 
efeape. 

But nothing was more fhift than that 
this was an ebulHiion of popular lelent- 
ment; his people were not within fight 
df the tranfaftion. The faff is, the mur- 
■ derers were the picked and chofen troops 
of the Rajah, commanded by his rela¬ 
tions,'and, no doubt, drawn thither and 
inftruffed for the purpole. 

The next allrdgrd crime in Mr. Ba¬ 
llings was, that he had been deaf to ex- 
phnation, and refufed to attend to the 
jfajah’s exculpatory letters. Mr. Plo- 
mer faid, if Mr. Haftings had attended 
to them, h-' (houid have t-.een indeed at a 
lofs for a word in his juilification ; for at 
the time this mean and ierv’ie farce was 
playing to lull Mr- Baitings into a fatal 
lecuniy, he had ilTued his orders to maf- 
iacre every European that could be found, 
whether in aims ur not. Ope merchant 
in tain pleaded the pacific nature of his 
l^ofefiion, and he wa pitilefsly f ci ificed} 
•nd fourteen unhap y men were brought 
forth nearly ftaryed, in their deprivation 
from fuftenance, to endure the tantalizing 
torment of off red tood widen they wne 
not peimitted to touch t and then, when 
the wai rants for their death were fealed, 

' th^ expired under lingering pangs, and 
fufiWed t e piecemeal annihilation limb 
by limb. 

He then confidered the meafures taken 
Aib&quent to the rebellion t and he ex- 
preffed his aftonilhmsnt at the fingtilar 
node in which the Article was drawn. 
Jt was ftated as a crime in Mr. Ballings, 
that when all the province of Benares was 
fccoypredy except Bidjyguf, he ftould 
•iMura Ofdtied that place t6 be 
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which was ealled, in the Article, fficrefi« 
dence of the family of Ch^t Sing. It 
was, Mr. Plomer faid, one oAhe firongeft 
furtreffes in Intioftan. It was taken, and 
no perfon could have affed, aft^ it was 
taken, with more humanity or juftice to 
thofe ladies than Mr. Ballings did} in* 
Ibmiich that he received their warmed 
thanks for his attention to them.—Mr* 
Haftings had be« n cenlured for inlium'a* 
nity to the Ranny,'mother toCh«tSing; ' 
but from this plea Mr. Plomer ed^ually 
bariedout his accul^rs. 

With regard to the expnilion, and the 
fiiViftituted Raiah in, the Zemindary of 
C'teyt Sing, Mr. HaUirgs had in no wife 
offended local prejudices in the appoint* 
ment of his fucctlTar, who defeending 
legitimately from an unforfeited calfe, was 
by molt deemed already the legal inheritor 
from Bulwani Smg. 

He th-n adverted to the Charge of op* 
preffive Dii.ies. It feemed that a very 
abfurd mode had prevailed of taxing 
commodities by weigiit, lo that an article 
of 50I. value, and one of yd. if the weight 
was alike, paid the fame duty, Mr. Ha* 
dings had placed in lieu of this abfurdity, 
a five per centage ad valorem ; but find* 
ing that this would beat hard upon cer* 
tain articles, fuch as mace,^tkt &c. &c, 
he had lowered it one iiait, *eaving it at 
two and a half per cent. Titus having *’ 
lifted off an opi refiive and idle tax, and 
impofed a rational and ealy Lvy, by 
which the revenues were improved, and 
the commeice of the coiin ry elTciitially 
benrfiied, Mr. Plomer expieijfed his won* 
der that it fhould be deemed criminal iti 
Mr. Baitings to raife the public revenue 
from 130,000!. to 4oo,oool. a year, which 
he had done, and which had b(-en regu* 
larly paid ever llnce. In add'tion to this 
he had eltablilhed a police in the city of 
Benares itfelf, which had railed the ciedit 
of the Britilh Government throughout all 
Indoftan, : nd bad occationed the refort 
of thoufands to that holy city, who under 
the old Government would not have ap*' 
proached it. 

After unfwering and repeating every 
divifioti and iub-divifion of the Charge, 
Mr, Plomer made a very Ihort but a rooft 
imprcllive clofv. He defired their Lord* 
(hips and the Britilh Nation to eonfider 
the nature of this Article,—More than 
ten years ago Mr. Ballings, lor realbns 
that appeared to him concTufive,>tad ex* 
pelled Cheyt Sing from the SSemindary 
of Benares. Having fo done, he fomiea 
a new arrangement, by which the publio 
had received One Million Seven Hundred 

ThonliuHi 



Thoufand Pouitda itiore than they would 
have done if there had been no revolt. 

What realbn upon eartii was there* 
Mr. Plomer faid* to exclude thoiewito 
had the power to order the leftoration of 
Cheyt Stng* from doing ib, it they thought 
that year at er year Mr. Haltinga made 
demands upon him contrary to ibiemn 
treaties* and at iaft expt lied him toi the 
rehllanceof illegal demands ? Theiewgs 
' none* there could l>e none. But he acquit* 
ted the nation. The afla of Mr. Haliings 
were juilihable* and the nation had a 
right to the advant ges he had procured 
for them. 

Mr. Piomer again apologized to the 
Lords for the length of his (peech ; but 
he hoped they would excufc it* lirce he 
had to go through an Article conuming 
a great number ot allegations* not one of 
which* as he afBrmed* was fourdeii in 
truth. Moft of them were difproved by 
the evidence adduced by thi. profecuiuis 
themfeives* and the remainder would 
be by the additional evidence whicii 
he fhould lay before their Lordihips 
Yet fuch was the Ctiarge* and Cheyt Sing 
was the nero whom the Managers hail 
pulhed forward ; and his client* Mr. 
Haftings, the acknowied^d pielerver of 
^India to Great Britain* had fuff, red fo 
long a trial under fuch a Charge* and in 
i which fuch a chara 61 er as Cheyt Sing was 
the principal figure. 

Mr. Piomer concluded about half paft 
four* and the Court aiijourned. 


• Eighty-First Day. 

Tvesday* May i. 

The Court met at half paft one, when 
theCounfel f’oi Mr. Hiftii'g* immediate y 
proceeded to adduce evidence in refuta* 
tion of theailegat ons on ihe Benaies Ar 
ticle. They proved that Bulwant Smg* 
the father of Cheyt Sing, fo far from be¬ 
ing attached to the Engliih nation* was* 
in taft, hoftile or friendly juft us the 
events of war turned ou‘; promifing to 
aflift (hem when their affairs weretavour- 
able—and hoftile* on the fiift piofpeft of 
a change of fortune. 

After an hour's reading* the Counfel 
propoted to call Lord Stormont* who was 
accoidingly examined. After the form 
of taking his examination was fettled by 
the Court* his Lurdfhip delivered his 
evidence with the utinoft clearnefs and 
iblemnity. We lhall ftaie* ^ make it 
aaore intcUigihle, tlie point to which hit 


Lordfhip was catted* 1 *he Article ftalei^ . 
that Mr. Haftings* in ^ofitive contiadic* 
tion to the tieaties Aihfifting between the 
Company and Cheyt Sing, and with a ' 
view to harraf«, diftiefs, and finally toruia 
him, in conlequence of preconceived ma¬ 
lice* did* under.a pretence of a war of 
which he had received no authentic ac¬ 
counts* order the Rajah to furnifh three 
battalions of fepoys. 

It may be obferved* that when this al¬ 
legation was firft mad<'* Mr. Pitt treated 
it with the iitmoft indignation* and ac- 
cufed Mr. Burke of great injuftice* ia 
ftaiingthat to be a crime which was an 
a£f of the higheft merit. But the wifdom 
of Parliament voted it to be a crime in 
1787, and in 1792 Mr. Haftings is called 
upon to lefute it. For this purpofe Lord 
Stormont was called* who ftated* that 
when he had the honour to ferve his Ma- 
jefty as Ambaflador at the Court of 
Fr.ince,in the year 1777, Mr. Alexander 
Elliot came to Paris* on his way to India s 
that Mr. Ellioi was a Gentleman of the 
higheft; character, though till then not 
perfonally known to his Lordihip: that* ‘ 
from converiation vvith him, he found the 
Directors were not acquainted with lome 
very important intelligence reUtive' to the 
pioje£led defign of the French upon In¬ 
dia* which had lately come to his know¬ 
ledge. There was no time to write to 
England for orders. He thereto'^e took 
upon liimfelf to communicate this intelli> 
gcnce to Mr. Elliot, under the (friReft in¬ 
junctions of fecrecy, permitting him, how¬ 
ever* to ftate the fubftance of the intelli¬ 
gence to the Supreme Council* and bis au¬ 
thority to Ml. Haftings and Sir John 
Clavering only 1 that he was well con¬ 
vinced, whatever political dilFci*ence8 lub- 
fifted between Mr. Haftings and Sir John 
Clavering, they would mrtft cordially 
unite in ohliruaing the important deiignS 
or France upon India. Mr. Haftings he ' 
had never feen iince the^ ^'irted at Ws&m 
minfter fclioi l) and with Sir John Cla¬ 
vering he had been very intimate before 
the latter left England. 

Lord Stormont then read the informa¬ 
tion which he communicated to Mr. El¬ 
liot, as written by that Gentleman to the 
Board. It was in fubftance—That -a 
plan had been formed by M SarlinCtand 
the Miniftry of France* to overthrow the 
Britifh powei'in India; dating very fully 
the fteps France meant to take before war 
fhould aCfually be declared* and what wae 
afterwards to be done. Lord Stormont 
Bud* though be could net pofitivcl/ fwear 
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tor ttie exaSt words^ yet lie was clear there 
was no difference in the rnbftance. This 
' was the iiitelligrencc that left Mr. Haflings 
in no doubt how to a^l; • and a few 
months after, Mr. Baldwin, fitmi Cairo, 
feiit him an account that war againft 
France had aflually been ilecl.ircd. 

Upon this intelligence he aiileil—in- 
creafed his military iforre, and io.)k all the 
French Settlemnits in B ngal j aftir.g in 
thefe inftances, as Mr. Pi i ftated, “ with 
a firmnefs and decilion which more pecu- 
Jiarly marked his charafter tiuin that of 
any other man." Yet the Commons of 
Great Britain, In the year af er this eu- 
' loglum was prcnounccd, charged this de- 
cifion to he a crime, and that he prclfutlrti 
amenacL-dwar,mcie!y toruinClieyi Sing ! 

The Counl'cl then proceeded to fill up 
the chalins left in the evidence by the Ma¬ 
nagers, fiibftantiating the fcveral nfllrticns 
ill Mr. Ploinci’s opening fpeech 

The Couit adjourned a few minutes 
before five. 

Eighty Second Day. 

Thursday, May 3. 

'file Coiiiifel fiir^lr. Hidings jirocecdcd 
with written evidence i.i li’pnurt of the de¬ 
fence to the Fird Aiiiclc ot iliis Charge. 
Mr. Burke, aft r rcvcial times ennoit mg 
of the Coiinfel in wh-t ni mner they in¬ 
tended paits ol their eaider.ee to apply, 
oblerved to the Corrt that the Man.agcif, 
both to f'avejime, and to allow Mr. Hal- 
ting.s all pofTible advantages in niiikirg 
liis Defence, declined formally obj-.-cling 
to many things whicii to them feemed in¬ 
competent evidence. It was therefore for 
their Lordfhips to confider how far the 
admifllun of i'uch evidence would operate 
as a precedent on f itiire trials j and after 
this intimation from the Mrinagers on 
behalf of the Commons, to take care that 
Nothing fliould be done to prejudice cr in¬ 
validate the edablidied rules of evidence 
of the Court. 

Mr. Law faid a few words in explaiia- 
lion of the evidence alluded to. 

Mr. riomer h.id produced in evidence 
a ktter of Major Cormack, containii^ two 
tetrafls from letters written by officers, 
explaining their fiiuation. 

. Mr. Burke afked, what evidence could 
^ produced to prove that thofe were the 
individual iiicloUires ?•>-A long altercation 
took place, in which Mr. Burke was told 
by the Lord Chancellor, That if the 
letter delcribed in any way the purport of 
fueb enciofed papers, and their contents 
. aiifi^ed fuch defcilption, it was a ra* 
inference Uut they were the papers 
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alluded td. To iiififl upon proof was i^e ^ 
for none could be had, unlefs fome one iaw 
the Governor General open Cormack's 
letter." 

Mr. Burke cdmplaiiied of difficulties 
thrown in the way of the Managers ; ami 
iulinuated that limilarity of proof was not 
allowed them. 

Mr. Fox took part in this unimportant 
iuiffie; and Lord Stanhope fpoke very 
cnnclulively upon the fubjcil. 

Tire Cli me llor referred to the accep- 
tarice of invoic. s as evidence, coming in- 
clofed, if tlie'r defeription was clear in 
'the lc:ieis enveloping them. 

Mr. Law then proceeded ft) ftate a va¬ 
riety of collateral proofs, that the firi'.iffi 
Settlcuients wer e all deeply diitielTedattlie 
time of Mr. Hafttngs’s demanding this 
fubtuly of Clieyt Sing. 

Mr. Burke here took another ground 
of objeflioii. He did not conceive the 
propriety of prciluciiig fuch tellimonics of 
dithefs, unlei's it was iTiCani to be infeired 
that they relulttd from the contumacy of 
the Rajah. “ Nolwitl-.ftanding, my Lords 
(laid he), tlie Managers have not the 
fmallell doiiht of the general caianiities 
attending ilie government of Mr. llaf- 
tl' gs.’> 

Mr. Law, with very fuperior tempe* 
indeed, told him, that they confidcred this 
evidence as pcile6lly lelevant to what it’ 
was bicught to prove, viz. that thefe cir- 
cumfiances known, aggravated the guilt 
of the rebel who could ihps 

——" defer t us at our utmoll need.” 

Then the Right Hon. Manager waited 
proof that Chtyt Sing knew ail thefe ca- 
Jaiiritous circuiiillances. 

Notwitl.fianding cavil, the evidence 
propofed was ^one through. 

Eighty-Third Day. 

Wednesday, May 9, 

The firtt part of this day was employed 
in entering papers, which proved the in¬ 
attention of Clieyt Sing to the duties of 
his office, and alfo his difafiPeflion. Mr. 
IMomcr then opened cettain evidence, 
which, to the geneial convi£lioti of men 
out of doors, has always appeared to be a 
full anfwer to the Charge. He called one of 
the Secretaries at thelndia-Houfe to prove 
that theaccountsofdemands made for three 
fuGceflIve years for fubfidies in war/ and 
for cavalry alio in the lad year, werere- 
tilarly tranfinitted by Mr. Haftings and 
is Council to the Cotrrt of DireHors, and 
by them, agreeably to law, to his Majeflyis 
principal Miniders* It appeared that no 
Ibrt of obje^on to the propriety and juf. 
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tjce ot thefe demands was made, either 
by the King's Minidcrs or the Court of 
Dirt6lors: It appeared alfo, tliat iuble- 
^uent to each of theie demands, Mr. HaC* 
tings was re'appointed by the LegiHaturc 
to be Governor General of Bengdl j yet 
he, and he only, (iaiuls now impeached 
for having made thefe demands, contrary 
. to the (blentn tieaiies, ftipulaiions, and 
engagemen-.s fubfilting between the Com¬ 
pany and Clieyt Sing. 

Mr. fill!ke, in the rnbfequent part of 
the proceedings, made fevei j 1 obieiflons, 
which, however, he flcclaicd be meant not 
to be obje6fions. As far as we under- 
4. fiood hiin^ he contended, that though, as 
a Manager, he liad a light to put in evi¬ 
dence op Mr. Haftings ceitain do- 
cuments, the Ct^unfel had no right to read 
that fame evidence again, as fir him- 

After fome furtner diipuies, Loid 
Fitzwliliam moved to adjouin the Cov.ir, 
in order to determine the point, whicii 
was inllantly given in favour ot tl.c . 
Counfel. 

Eighty-Fourth Day. 

Thursday, May 10. 

^fter completing the reading, the 
, Counlel called Major Ofbornc to the Bar, 
who had I'erved in India feventeen years, 
dating from 1765, and, after a veiy in- 
terelfing examination ot threeq alters of 
an hour, eftabl'-thcd many important facts 
—-ThatCheyt Sing had been notorioiitly 
negligent as to the police of his Zemin 
dary; that robberies and murders weie 
frequent, but that no ledrefs could be 
procured from Chryt Sing by the injincd 
parties : that he had himiclt made com¬ 
plaints, but could obtain no fatisfa£tion 
—•That he firmly believed Cheyt Sirg 
was difaffefttd—That it was certainly 
agreeable to the ufage and cuttam of In¬ 
dia to call upon Zennndars tor military 
force and fubfidics in 'vai—Thar, beyond 
all poHible dil'puce, the Binilli Domiinoi'.s 
in India were bettei cultivated, mote po¬ 
pulous, andjuttice wasbetlei adrainiitered, 
than incountiies under the native go¬ 
vernment— Fliat the Hircarrahs or fpies 
ot M^jor Otboine, who commanded in 
the Naoob's country fituated contiguouily, 
reported a body of 10,000 horfe in his in¬ 
terior dominions j the number, however, 
Major Otborne confctTcd lie did not give 
credit to, from the ufual accumula¬ 
tions of rumour, and the ditHculiy to ar¬ 
rive at the number of troops in the field 
wheie regular returns were unknown— 
That under Mr* Huttings’* admimi^ra- 


tion the Britith dominions had conlidera 
ably improved in agriculture and po'pula- 
tion—That this .remark was. nniverfali 
except as to a fmall part of Babar, called 
Booglepore—That Mr.Haftings was very 
highly efteemed by natives of all deferip/* 
tions—That Ite had converfed with many 
in Oudeand Bengal, and all fpoke in thtt 
warmeft terms of him—That his charac* 
ter'was directly the reverfe of that Hated 
in the Aitides; and that, neither as a 
public or a private man,did he believe him 
capable of opprcfllon, tyranny, cruelty* 
injultict*, or bloodihed. 

After this full and explicit evidence* 
in pofitive contradi6lion to atTerlions in 
the Aiiicks of Impeachment, Mr. Burke 
began his crofs-examination, bydrmand> 
ing to know, “ Whether the Nabob 
Aiupb ul Duwla had not declined tlie 
perlonal fei vices of the Mijor?” The 
qiitllion being repeated again and again, 
A'lr. Law 1 ufe to reprobate the circuitous 
medt in which the Right Hon. Manager 
piiil'.ied his enquiiies—he always went 
ill a t-hrlr, and never in a right line. 
Ml. Law ilioiigbt that they owed it to 
iheir (otunion clnra£ler Cammon i'* 
ar.gii’y lejointd the Managei !) noi to 
impede the cout fe ot juttice by unnccelTtry 
del>y. 

i.oid Stanhope laconically afsed, what 
all iliis bad to do witlt Mr. Haltings ? 

Mr. Burke rofe with great warnith— 

“ My Loids, I do not conceive, Hinding 
here as 1 do, delegated by t!ic Cxiininons 
of Gieat Britain, to fiipport a charge of 
High Criines and Mildetneanprs, that 
any man living, lefs informed upon the 
fiibje6f, has a right to prelcribe to Mana¬ 
ges the mode nt their inteirog.ations. * If 
our conceived privileges are denied, niy 
Louis, we will go back to our mailers who 
lent us, for fiefh inftru6lions. The very 
nature of ciofs-examination forbids it to 
bediitft—the circuitous applicatipn was 
n>.ed..d to woiin out the latent objeft of 
the tjv.ery i and the reafon for us being 
picp.orcd, could be oUly known to them 
by whom it was offered.—I never can 
1'iiffi.T the dignity of the Houfe of Com-* 
moiis to be implicated in the eommott cha- 
rai:'ter of the bar: the learned Counfel 
may take care of his own; we know 
the importance of our fun£lion, and .will 
exercile that fun 61 ion to the bed of our 
abil^ies, lur fiiall any power upon earth 
prelcribe to us our coiidufl in the per« 
formance.” 

Mr. Wyndham faid, that after the able 
notice taken by the fionou Able Manager 
of a queftion extremely clear m itieff* he 

&ould 
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ftonfd only Tcnture to exprefs W# hope, 
tbat ihcirLordfliipsVould not eflablifh in 
the cafe of the Conimont of England a 
■ule hitherto unknown in all other cafes^ 
Xuhjefling the party crofs'caatniningto any 
contioul, or to any cxpofal of his motives. 
The duty of a crofs-exatniner was in- 
conhfient with fuch conticul or rxpoi'al; 
nnd even if he was to leceive diK^ions, 
^ey furely ought not to come to him from 
<^eoppome pait\. 

it was not onl> ntie, that a circuitous 
mode c>f imen ogiuicn was to be peimitted 
to crpl's>examiner5, but that the end of 
crors-examinaiion could not he obtained 
without it. It was not only fair .to put 
^ueflicns oF which the immediate obje£i 
cculd not be fureieeiit but it was tflTtntial 
to contrive foas that this obje6F fliould not 
he appaient. Thule only could know 
whether iuch qucftiuiis were reievaut or 
not who had an enliie knovc ledge‘of tlie 
caufe, which a Com t could not be pie- 
lumtd to have till it was tiled i the ^er* 
lions conducing the ciois-examinations 
were therefoie to judge for themlelvcs 

The Chancellor dirtfled the wit nets 
to anfv.er the quetlion. 

Major Ofborne did not clearly rerollefl 
the affair enquired into; and having m de 
Ibme anfwers which the Managers thought 
Hoc fatisfafloryy the latter vieie pi oceed- 
ing to put other queihons, when the 
Court adjourned. 


Eighty-Fifth Day. 

Tuesday, May 15. 

The Lords being feated, and the Ma¬ 
nagers in their places. Major Ofborne 
came to the Bar, and having heard the 
lad quedion and his anlver thereto read, 
was again qnedioned 1 dative to the Na. 
bob's having ever, to his knowledge, pre¬ 
ferred romplaiiits againd him to the Go¬ 
vernor Genual and Council. 

To the fame quciy put into a thoufand 
vermicular pofitions, the witnefs gave one 
and the tame anfwer—He knew of none. 
He had the Nabob's thanks and praifes 
for the iei vices he had rendered him. 

Mr. 'Bui ke then defired to know, whe¬ 
ther complaints had not been pieferred 
againd the troops, for their feizure of the 

E ublic gunges^ or markets ? Major OF- 
orne knew nothing but of one gunge, 
and it was that fanned by himfetf, tor 
which he paid the rent, and had the receipt 
to fhew. ^ Thefe gunges were called, out 
«f compliment, by the names of fome 
i!lace^Con)niander,or didinguiOied per-, 
lonagi^v^^c Blight be Mr. Burks’s 


gunge or market there, for aoght lit 
knew. 

Except Ajiit Sing, whofe f<^s the 
Major had taken, and whofe armies he 
had beaten, he knew of no other coiMt. 
plainant. ‘ 

Mr. Fox was prefent, but did not in* 
terrogate the witnefs j i'o Mr Burke eli¬ 
cited from the Major bis conciufivedmile 
of a Mungoofe- 

Major Ofbume was extremely clear 
and coieffed, and clofed his evidence by 
a reply to two very important queftions 
propoled to him by a Noble Lord 1 The 
fii-ft, '* Whether there ever ajmeared any 
thing in the cundufl of Mr, Hadings to 
Chey t Sing, that indicated malice towards 
the latter ?” The anfwer, *• Certainly 
not.” The next queftion was,“ Whether 
the condu 61 of Mr. Haftiims indicated 
partiality towards him ?” The anfwer, 
“ Certainly—Mr. Haftings was partial 
to Cheyt Sing, and it was his univerfal 
charafler to all the natives, as was very 
well known to all who had been in India." 

Mr. Mhikh m was then called on the 
part of the Defendant, and examined by 
Mr. Plomei, whofe vety excellent ilate- 
ineHt of the tianfaflions at Benares 
fetmed but a rhetorical copy of this tefti- 
nioiiy. 

All that ftrnck us materially on either 
fide was, that in Mr. Maikham's way to 
aiied the perfon of Rajah Cheyt Sing, he 
faw no indications of hofliilities, no 'ap- 
jpeai aiices of troops t and that, on the con- 
^tiary, he affirmed the Chubdar fent by 
Mr, Haiiings and himfelf to the Rajah, 
inilead of being one of tire vileft of man¬ 
kind, was a Btamin, and a man of an 
higher caile than Cheyt Sing himfelf. 

He fpoke of the difobedience of Cheyt 
Sing—the bad police of his country—tns 
forbearance of Mr. Haiiings—and ulti¬ 
mately of the defperate refinance made by 
his troops, regular forces—not a rabble 
or populace, as ftated in the Article. 
He laid, that Cheyt Sing was faitblels $ 
that he fuffered every fpeciet of outrage to 
be commiited within his Zemindary; and 
that he afliiaily countenanced the murder 
of the Subahdar, Captain of the recruits 
which were on their march to Illahabad 
How was he informed of that mur¬ 
der? 

j1 . Two Hircarrahs came with the 
tidings, and brought bit Head in a bag* 
I could not have a more fublfaiitial proof. 

A great number of other qutftions were 
proTOunded and anfwertd, 

■While Mr. Markham was detailing 
the tranfa^ons at CbubaHa ia one cos- 

ne^i 



f *J J 


•eAei narrative, Mr. M. A- Taylor de« 
maihded to know, if the witnefs was pre* 
ftnt; if not, ail this was not evidence ? 

Lord Stanhope juftly remarked, that 
as far as it communicated particulars of 
Mr. rfaftings’s condufi, and Mr. Mark¬ 
ham’s, it was undoubtedly evidence. 
Leaving Mr. Mtrkham going up with 
the Governor* General to Cbunar^ the 
Court broke up. 


Eighty-Sixth Day. 

Wednesday, May i6. 

The Court met ahotit twenty minutes 
before two. The Cnuni'el ot Mr. 11 a- 
ftings went through their examination of 
Mr. Maikliain. That Gentleman cie« 
iivered his evidence with a perfpicuity and 
candour which did equal ciedit to his 
head and heart. In Ipeaking of Ally 
Ibrahim Cawn (a man whom Mr. 
Buike had mentioned with every ciicum. 
(lance of opprobrium, in fome ot his 
printed fpeeches, and as a man '\lioie ap. 
pointment to theoffice of Chief Magiili ate 
of Benares had occafioned general dif- 
gu(t) Mr Markliam faid, pe^aps he was 
as well calculated to fill that high ofllce 
as any Chief )ultice in any country: that 
his appointment had given univeri'ai fatif- 
^faflion, and he believed that the police 
j of no city upon earth was lo well regu- 
^ lated as Benares, from the time that 
officer was appointed, unto this day, for 
he fiill filled the office: that Mr. Ha- 
(lings had abolifhed oppreffive exa^lions; 
and that his arrangements had tended to 
the encouragement of pilgrims to refort 
to Benares from all parts of Indoftan { 
and to the general happinefs of the peo¬ 
ple. There were very many other im¬ 
portant p. ints in his evidence, each tend¬ 
ing totally to cut up the Article as pre- 
ffented by the lall Houfe of Commons. 

Mr. Plomer demanded to know the 
witnels’s opinion of Cheyt Smgf Mr. 
Burke came forward-»“ Really, my 
Lords, we mud obje£l to this fpecies of 
evidence) to every round in the whole 
fitin of it. We are forry to be obliged 
to (late, that it is a wade of the time of 
(his Court, irregular, atii) perfeilly in* 
atimilfible.** 

The Lord Chancellor thought a fub- 
fequent quedion, as to ,the grounds for 
fuch opinion, woult^ produce evidence 
dridly ptoper. 

Mr. Fox, with much acumen, tv- 
marked, that the grounds of this opinion 
were hear-lay occurrences) one man told 
hifatkist ^nd another thatt and that the 
wt{fs might be opuuoo ali9. 


The Court aflented to this propofitioii 
and the Coinifcl waved the imerrogationu 
The evidence then continued with 
tolei able finoothnefs through the conduft 
of Derbidzy Sing, until Mr. Plomer de¬ 
manded to know, whether Mr. Markham 
thought him able to pay his kills, if lie 
chofe to do fo ? Mr. Markham—■<' I cer¬ 
tainly did think fo," 

On the f«rt of the Managers, the for¬ 
mer objeAion recunvd, and the taujes 
Jcientia was again demanded—“ I 
judged fo from his papers j I have ex- 
traas from them.'* 

Mr. Fox thought this evidence alfb 
inadmiffihle, as a recolle^lion of par¬ 
ticulars, feen long fince in papers, was 
ihe molt uncertain of the operations of 
memory—Waved alfo. 

Mr. Maikham linifhed about half aa 
hour jiaff three; when Mr. Burke got a|v 
and faid, he was not leady for the crofs- 
exaniinaiion 5 that he was hiinftlf ex- 
haulfed j that he luppofed the witrieis 
was fatigued too, and he wiflieS the Lords 
to adjourn.—Theiv was inflantly a ge¬ 
net al ciy of— Goon—Qo on —Mj'. Buike 
befitated, and then laid, if the Lords ia~ 
Jifled ,upon //, he would jproceed—and 
tnen he put 3 qutilion to Mr. Maikhani. 

The Earl of Derby was fitting dole lo 
the Managers box, and went from tlience 
to the table, and fpoke to the Lord Clian- 
cellor, who defiled Mr. Law to proceed 
wiih written evidence, if he had any. , 
Mr. Dallas laid all was given in, except 
one paper.—Mr. Law dated the fun 
(lance of that paper, and icalicd Mr. 
VlVight to fubftantiaie it, who was not 
preient. 

The Lord Chancellor then faid, lie 
did not fee how the Court could proceed, 
with the civility due to the Managers, if, 
they were not ready. Mr. Burke made 
no reply, and a motion was made to ad¬ 
journ, To this Mr. Burke ftibmitieda 
and the bufinefs ended, the Comt being 
adjourned. 


Eighty-Seventh Day.- } j 
Tuesday, May ai. 

The Lords came into the Ha.l about 
half paft one o'clock, and the crofs-ex- 
ainination of li^r. Mtrkham immediately 
commenced, condufled by Mr. Anftru- 
ther, aifitled by the whifpered fuggcllions 
of Mr. Burke. Mefits. Fox, WynOham^ 
and Taylor, were preient occafionally. 

^ Mr. Markhaiti fuflained an examina¬ 
tion of four hours and a half, with a col- 
lefted power that not only furmlhed the 
btA poiSbie auAvers to tJie queries, but 

(requently 
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freqoently furprif^ ui, by an acute <le- 
tcAion of the latent purpofe of a quelfion, 
and, where it wm loo geiteraJf pieillng 
for its timhathttt 

He was alked ‘(forwe avoid all unim¬ 
portant reference) what Cheyt Sing was 
looke J upon to be by his I'coj)lc ? “ As a 
Zemindar,'’ was his rcjdy. Hi; tlieii was 
queftioned as to the idea his fubjtcls mult 
have-had of his arrfjl? Mr. Markham 
looked upon it as lufctpiible of no greater 
. dii'grace in opinion there than here : and 
inllanced the Pnke of Marlboiough 
being put under arrclt, and feiit to tr.s 
Tower by William the Third, as a pa¬ 
rallel cafe. 

Mr. Burke good-humouredly cerrefted 
Ids hillorical erroi, by laying, he was sot 
Puke of Marlborough in the reign of 
Wiiliainthe Third. 

The fubjeft of the interrogations then 
went to get from the witneCs, that Cheyt 
Sing was, as a Zemindar, pofleded of 
piihceiy privileges—military, civil, and 
jurdical. Mr. Markham afhimed, that 
he had not entirely inihtaiy authority, 
fur that Chun iigur contaim-d a conlideia- 
ble body of our troops. It was clla- 
bii/hed however by the Managtis, that 
the Fort of Chunar, although geographi¬ 
cally within the Zemindary, was not in 
hisjurifdiilion ; theQncars around it weie. 
It refemblcd, fqr init'ance, Gib.altar, 
which might, in a ftmilarwav, bcieinii.d 
d part ot Spain, though out ot tue iove- 
feignty of that nation. 

The next queltioii v^as. Had any Ze¬ 
mindars in Bengal tqual ptiviieges with 
Ciieyt Sing ? They had not. Do you 
know wliether the J'uljsSls of Cheyi Smg 
cunfidered him anything tike a Ptince ? 
I know nothing of the opinion of a whole 
People } and anphittg like a Pr;ncc, is 
too iiidcHnite. *• Anything, for inlfaiice, 
like the Prince of Wiitembt-rg f” The 
Piinccof Wirtembeig I have never/^t’a. 

‘ Ml. Aniliutlicr put a great variety of 
'queitions to Mr. Maikham, relative to 
the convei'f'ation which palled between 
Cheyt Sing and Mr. Haitings at Buxar. 
Mr ^.arkham’s anl\\ers wete very cx- 

R licit} but at laft he difcovcied that the 
lanagcr had taken his ideas of this cun- 
verlation from a forged paper, which had 
been circulated in Calcu.ta ibme ten years 
ago, undei the falfe name of Cheyt Sing's 
j^lanifelto. Mr. Maikham treated tn:^ 
paper with much contempt, and pofitiveJy 
declared his own conviction tl»at it was 
a forgery. Such we undciltand to be the 
opinion of every Gentleman in any de¬ 
gree couverlant in the affair’s of India. 


Yet Mr. Dodlley, in his Annual IfegUbs 
for 1782, ftatesittobean authentic pape^ 
—Such is the fort of judgment to which 
men in great public .fituaiioii'', iu the 
moit trying moments, are.fubjcot! for 
Mr. AnlfrutUer feemed to agree with Mr« 
Dodflty as to the authenticity df this 
foigiry, though tiie Managers never au 
icinpteil to give it in evidence, Mr, 
M.ii kham however gave it a death’s blow. 

Mr. Anihuiher doled his hrit head of 
intciiogation here; and ihe Court rofe. 

Being a Lawyer by prufenion, wu have 
no doubt but that alt his qucifions tended 
to fume material points in behalf of the 
prol'eciition i but to plain imdci (landings 
ihele points were not eafdy' pcrcoptible.—• 
The ani'wers were in every pait clear, 
unequivocal, and direCt. It would be 
tiring our readers were we to abltrait the 
qiielt ons, though the ani'wers turned out 
otfen very important, and, as far as ap- 
pe ned fiuin the feelings of the audnors^ 
iiighly in favour of Mi. Hadings, 

Eighty-Eighth Day. 

\Vkdne.sd.ay, May 23. 

Mr. Maikham again lidimiued to a 
crots-examination by Mr. Burke, Mr. 
Aiiltiuihcr, and then Mr. Buike a fe- 
comt lime. An inhiiite variety of tuicl^’ 
tions weie put by the Manageis relpetf- 
iiig the Benares Charge, the revenues of 
Clieyt Sing, and the propoled fine ot jq 
lacks} and the witnefs was aiithmctically' 
led to admit the levenoesof Ciityt Sing 
iiKumpcteiu to its diCchaigc. He was 
then aiked what lefources he was ima¬ 
gined to be poil'efi'ed ot by Mr. Hallings, 
that might enable him tu ani'wer fuch a 
rtquifiuon ?—The ani'wer natinally was, 
hia piivate ainall'cd pioperty, as well in- 
hciited from BuKvant Sing, as accumu¬ 
lated by himielf. He acknowledged, 
however, to have had the information 
from a man inimical to the Rajah. A 
multiplicity of other queries touching the 
appointment of Naib followed, in which 
the Managers laboured to eilablidi, that 
an enemy to Cheyt Sing had been homi. 
naiedby Mi.Hslbngs, and that t'ne arred: 
of Chtyt Sing<//Wdiltalve the Governinent; 
a ciicumlfaiicc deiiied-by Mr. Haitinks. 

To a queftion, ‘‘ By what authority 
Mr. Markham arretted Noodajee Sing?” 
the witnel's replied, that he did not tinder- 
Itand it; but when it was repeated, laid, 
that the arieft of'Nooifajee Sing was his 
own aCf, for which he was relponlible; 
his condi< 61 , however, was approved by 
his fuperiors, and that be conlldered as 
lus juUiiication.’* 

Mr. 



Mr. Burke did not wifli the witneft tp 
eriminate himfelf, but Iw niuft enquire by 
what authority—-——- 

The. Chancellor—” The witnefi tell# 
you It was his own a£V.'' 

Ml*. Markham.—” It was not from 
my own perfonal motives. I believe there 
.never before was any fiich authority { but 
1 did it from a conviction of its expedi* 
en«.’’ 

This was a tedious, flat, unprofitable, 
and, we fbould have faid, unimportant 
day, were we not aware that, as Mr. 
Andruther remarked, the iMFOiCTAMCE 
of the Queftions was only known to the 
Manageis. To us, however, the quef¬ 
tions appeared tedious and uninterelting, 
and calculated to aufwer no end what¬ 
ever except to puzzle, perplex, and pro- 
traft* The Court adjourned to 


EicHTY-NiNTH Day. 
WeonesdaY, May 30. 

Mr.'Markham was again called to the 
Bar, and his crofs-exainination was com- 
pleatly finifhed on this day, but attended 
with ibme circumflanres of fo peculiar a 
nature, that we are convinced it will be 
gratifying tn the public to ftate tliem 
more at large than we have hitherto done. 
Before he replied to Mr. Burke’s firft 

? |ueftion, he informed the Lords, that a 
ew minutes before the Court alfw-mhied, 
he had received a later from Mr. Burke, 
informing him that Mr. Markham had 
written to his father, the Arclibifhop of 
York, above ten years before.—It ap¬ 
pealed, tliat in conieqiience of the very 
clofe intimacy and fnenddiip which had 
fiihfifled between Ihe AiciibiOtop and 
Mr. Burke in former times, his Grace 
had, upon the receipt of this letter from 
his fon, given it to Mr. Burke at Court 
in the year 178*, immediately after the 
receipt of it} that Mr. Burke had kept 
it ever fince that time, and \\iAaccidentally 
found it on Saturday lafl, and returned it 
to Mr> Markham with a very polite note 
juft bcfbte they went into Court yefterday. 

Mr. Maikham, with the opennefs and 
fincerity which ever marks a man of real 
character and honour, who has nothing to 
conceal, begged that his letter to his fa¬ 
ther might be read. \t was read, and in 
evei-y point of any importance agived ex- 
aSly with the evidence that he had given, 
tliough it was Angular enough that Mr. 
Burke had crofs-examioed him for two 
days, juft as a man wqiild have done who 
bad ftudied the letter to the Archbifhop, 
Pa*T V. , 


which letter Mr. Burke had never f^, «s 
he aflured the Coutf, from Jidy 'tySi* •. 
‘Until he found it, iu May I79ay by accH - 
dent. 

Tlie jet of the examination turning 
upon Mr. Markham’s financial compe¬ 
tency for the Refidency at Benares, Mr. 
Burke demanded Mr. Markham’s age aE 
the period of his acceptingthat truft ? Thtit 
Qentleraan anfwcrcd jocularly, that. he 
was born on the 5th of April 17A0, and 
in conlequence muil have been twenty, 
one} ** bt^tr’’ added he, ” my Lords, 1 do 
not conceive this a fair queftion.” 

Mr. Burke returned—” As Mr. Mark¬ 
ham even yet is young enough for mar¬ 
riage, the queftion will afluredly not fpoil 
his fortune." This the Lord Chancellor 
palTed by with becoming gravity, amid 
the laughter of the Ladies. 

Mr. Markham went through a very 
long crofs-examination, the longeft, per¬ 
haps, ever known or heard of} but each 
anfwer lerved to fix his former teftimony 
the more ftrongly, and to confirm every 
aflertion made by Mr. Pitt, in his fpeech 
upon this i\rticle in the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons. 

The clofe of his examination was fin- 
gular and ftrikiiig, and appeared to afteCi: 
the Court and the auditors, as much as it 
did My. Markham himfeif. He was 
alked, if there was any part of Mr. Ha- 
fting.s*s conduCi to Cheyt Sing that ap¬ 
peared (o him as refulting from vindiClive,' 
malicious, or interefled, motives? He 
replied, that be had known Mr. Haftings 
for many years moft intimately, and waa 
convinced, that in no part of his public 
condiifl was he biaft^ by vindictive, ma¬ 
licious, or interefted motives} that he vvas 
convinced he had ever made the public 
ood, and the honour and advantage of 
is country, his firft objefi:} that on him- 
lelf or his own iiitereft he never beftowed 
a thought I and with a voice fcaicely au¬ 
dible (probably fiom the reflection that 
fuch a man fhould have been fo treated 
by a combination of parties againft him), 
laying hts hand upon his heai t at the time, 
he ^ded, ” 1 am convinced, my Lords, 
he is the moft virtuous man of the age in 
which he lives." 

Alter this evidence Mr. Burke, with 
evident marks in his countenance of a 
man who felt that Mr. Markham was 
believed by every Gentleman prefent, 
proceeded ter a few queftions, none of 
them of any confequence, and then Mr* 
Markham was dilinifled* 

R Th« 
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The poult lit lialf paft five adjourned 
optjl Wedoei'day next'. 

JJiNETIETH Day. 
Wednesday, June 6 , 

The Court met at half pafi ope o'clock, 
fcaidn^ been detained fome time in the 
«X|^alion that a tew iVIanageis might 
Strive. Mr. Burke was the only oi:e pte< 
ftnt wjien the Hotife was made, and the 
particular aiul eai rett application of Mr. 
lialtings to individual Gentlemen prO> 
cured a Houfe about one o'clock. 

Four Gentlemen, werp examined, via, 
Lieut. BiireM, Colonel Blair, Cliailes 
Grgeme, Efq. and Lieut. Wade. The 
evidence of ihefe Gentlemen was de- 
eilive a$ to I'evcral points of the utmofi 
moment in ihe two important Aiticles, 
£enares and Tis Begumu 
They all dated the delinquency of 
Cheyt Sing, his Hate of preparation, and 
his appaient deiermiiiation to alTert Ms 
independence at the fiift favouiable mo¬ 
ment. * 

Theft Gentlemen alfo fpokc of the af- 
fiftance afforded to Chc)t Sing by the 
Begums, as a matter of which no doubt 
was ever entciiained in India—that they 
believed it then, and believed it now. 

They alfo fp«ike of the univeilal efti- 
mation in which Mr. Haftings's raaruffer 
was held throughout India, by natives 
and Europeans, both before and iince this 
proftrtuion commenced. 

Captain Wade underwent a lung exa¬ 
mination relative to troops daily palling 
by his Uation, near Miizap or, for two 
months immediately prtceding Cneyt 
Sing's lebellion, coming from the Inde¬ 
pendent States S. W. of the Zcniindary, 
of Benares, who irfoinied l>in> that they 
were going to C’leyt Sing for fervice. 
Capt. W ade wks examined very minute, 
iy with refpeff to thole troops, and other 
indications for uvolt on the )»rt of Cheyt 


Sing, which at the time, via. in the ywr 
1781, created much fufpicion on his part 
with refpeft to Cheyt Sihg'a intenttona} 
cenfidering, at he did, that period to be 
a very, ciiiical one to the ftate of the Bri* 
tilh interelU in India. Here Mr.'Burlie 
prelfed him very cloftly with relpe^ to 
the defcription he gave of his ideas of 
the ftate of our affairs, to whom this 
witnefs gave uniform and fteady replies, 
that be did confidcr the months of June 
and July 1781 as a very critical period 
of our aftaiis in India. 

Capt. Wade’s evidence on the fuhjeft 
of the aftiflance Cheyt Sing received from 
the Begums, made a foKible impreflion 
on the audience, It appeared by his re< 
plies, that independent of the public no* 
loriety of the fad of the Begums hav- 
ing alT.fttd Cheyt Sing in his rebellion, 
that while he, the witnelt, was ft.uioiied 
wiili a corps of Kangers, which at the 
time he CLmmanded ai the main battery,^ 
during theaitack^on the town and foitot 
Pcteetali, he had it from the mouth of a 
Nudjeeb, who brought in a wounded pii- 
foiicr to the baiteiy, that he, the Nudjeeb, 
belonged to a corps of 600 men of that 
deJcjiption, who had been lent from Fy- 
zabad by the Begums to Cheyt Sing's 
atfiltanre j from whom, (he Begums, 
they had rtcc.ved two rupees each be.- 
fore their departure. The account ofr 
this man and another Nndieeb pritoner, 
together with an account of Ci'eyt Sing's 
having malfacred, in cold blood, thirteen 
of Capi. Wade’s men, who fell into his 
hands in tlie Hofpital at Nluzapour, pro* 
diicid much crofs-exaininatton from Mr. 
Biiike, which, iiom its eft'ed on the 
Court, evidently improved the evidence 
in favour of Mr. Haftings given by 
Capt. Wade, whoft manner of deliver¬ 
ing it was fuch as added to its-impor- 
tance. 

,, On being queftioned as to the ftate of 
die police at Benates iubftqueiit to thn. 


* It was mentioned in the Hall, that In the morning Mr. Haftings had prefented a Fe- 
tition to hi« Majvflyftating the unprecedented cruelty of bis caft; and moft eaitielUy pray^ 
ing that Parliament might not be prorogued until his frial wat ttniftied. 

The cireuniftances attending this caufe are periiaps, rather curious, and not undefervine 
the attention of our readers. ~ 

In the tirft year, 1788, the Managers, twenty in number, attended in a body; e Houfe 
was always formed by twelve o'clock, generally earlier, and (he Court fat front that tipie 
utttif five, and fometimes later; it fat'alfo thirty-five days in that year, 

At ptefent, in the year 1791, it is with the uimoft difticulty a Houfe can be made 
before two, and though we are now in the Jafiday of May, the Court has Only fat in this 
yeat fixteen ^ys, but in faft not a ihiid the number of hours that it fat in the fiift year. 
Two, three, or four drefied Managers are all that attend—very few of the Commons—and 
•f the lords, origtnaliy one hundred xpd eighty-fix, 'ibire qre nqw not more than fronq 
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? rvolmlo;i, hUanfwerwas, that to judge 
rom its effl-ft, the police of Benares was 
better regulated than tint of London. 

Before the Court adjourned^ Mr. Ha- 
ftings .earneftly entreated their Loid- 
fliips attention for a few minutes ; and as 
the matter he had to itate appeared to him 
to be extremely important, he begged to 
addrefs them from his notes} which the 
. Lords readdy agreeing to, he fpoke as 
follows: 

“ 1 Mave already upon former occaiions 
ventured to ftate to your LordHiips the 
hanlfhips which I Ailtained by the unex¬ 
ampled length of this Trial, even in the 
tnore early periods of it. I mean not now 
to repeat them, nor will it be neceffary to 
(hew to your L.irdihips how much they 
Hnull he all aggravated by their fublequent 
extenfion. I merely allude to them for 
the purpo(e,and for that only, of bel'peak- 
ing your pardon for the liberty ( now take 
in prayii.g your Lordfhips to allow me as 
hiuch time as you can afford during this 
Seliton, to hear the remainder of my De* 
fence. I Ihould not fo anxioufly prefs 
this upon your Lordfhips, were I not af- 
fured that your Lordflups have no longer 
any call for your attention to matters of 
greater impoit.snce, if any matter fan ex. 
ceed ill its impoitance the courfe of a cri¬ 
minal trial protraffed to fiich a length of 
years as mine has bceri. 

“ For my Defence on the Ai tide now 
in evidence before your Lordihips, my 
Counfel will derire only to call two more 
witiie^e$> feleded from the fiirvivors of 
a much larger number* whom we foi bear 
to call fiom refpe^ to your Lord/liips 
time, anda tonlidcrarionot (lie uncertainty 
of my life or theirs enduring to the end 
of a moi'f complete refutation of the 
Charge which the Commons have’prefer¬ 
red agamft me. The examination in chief 
of thele witnefles (for I cannot limit the 
time of the crofs-examination, «r anfwer 
for that which may be loft by interrup¬ 
tions) will not take up the compafs of two, 
or at inoft three hours. 

” Two more Articles will then remain. 
On one only will it be neceifary to call any 
parole evidence j and for that only three 
witnefles} one, a gentleman of very in¬ 
firm health, who was fettled with his fa* 
mily in the South of Prance, but came to 
England in the fit ft year of this long tiiai, 
and ■ has remained here till this time, in 
yearly expcflation bf giving his evidence 
at your Lofdlhips bar. Among the gen- 
tlemen whom. 1 hope to be allcwea to 


produce in evidence>tQ the Arfjcles nq«» 
mider examination, tnere is one, who 
having given his attendance through X 
confiderable part of the firft year, when ifr 
became evident that he could not be called 
till the next, informed nde that his means 
of fuhflftence, thcligh not his patience* 
were exiiaufted; and reqtiefted me to dif> 
penfe with his evidence that he might re¬ 
turn to liis fervice in India. 1 without 
hefliation cheerfully 'confented.—That 
gentleman accordingly went to India, 
ferved with credit two campaigns under 
Lord Cornwallis, is again returned to 
EnglantI, and again in Pttendanqe to give 
his evidence in iny defence. Your Lord- 
fhips will not be fiirprifed if I fliould feel 
a more than common anxiety not to lofe x 
witnefs whom I have recovered in fo fin- 
gular a manner from fb many obifacles 
which threatened to deprive me of the be¬ 
nefit of his teftimony, nor to lofe fo im- 
prefili^ a memorial of the extraordinary 
chai'a«er of this Impeachment. 

** It is hard, with fo near a profpefl of 
■a elefe, to fee it vanifh into darknofs j and 
another year, or perhaps other j*ar*, if t 
fhould live to fee them, dettined for the 
continuation of this trial. 

** Let me befeech your Lord/hips tft 
recoiled, that more than five years arc al* 
ready patt fmee I fi.rft appeared at youc 
Lordfhips Bar | and I am fure, that if any 
one of the Noble Lords who were theft 
living, and faw me there, had been told 
(if human wifdom, which is the refult of 
experience, Could have fu^fted fitth a 
eonclufioft) that more ihan^e years muft 
pafs ere 1 could obtain a judgment, he 
would have pronounced it againft the 
eciirfe of nature to expeft it, and have j-e- 
fented the fuppofition, as an unmerited 
reflection on the juftice and dignity of this 
great kingdom. 

** In the fii-ft year, which was the year 
17S8, the Court'whicK your Lordihipa 
now compofe fat 35 days, generally af- 
fembiing at twelve o’clock, fometimesear- 
lier, and fitting until five* and occafioDally 
later* This year your Lordfhips have 
far, within a week of the fame period of 
time, only 16 days, and have (eldoni been 
able to open the CourFroucli earlier than 
two o’clock. I Ihould be as ungrattfui 
as unreafenable* if 1 could infinuate that 
thefe delays were in any relpefil im¬ 
putable to your Lordfhips) neither is it 
my wiih to impute blame to any 1 it is 
the effea* and not tha caufe, of whiph t 
complain* 

£ a 
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** Yeft rtiy Tu>rd^ if T might he allowed 
to expofiulaie with thofei whofe zeal» ani- 
l||Miog them to exertions and to a pei-le- 
tf^nce of* which even in that body there 
a|re few examples, brought me to the fitii- 
aUon in which I now (tend; I might plead, 
s^»nd furely without offence, that the rights 
end intereils of the people of this king, 
dom, and the honour of .its Crown, which 
were the great inducements Hated by the 
Commons of Gicat Britain for calliVig 
together its highetl Court of Judicature 
to fit in trial upon me, are at lead as much 
e^ncemed in their uftng the fame exertions 
to promote the cciiiTe of that trial, and 
to bring it to an tffiie. 

“ My refpcft forbids me to fay more 
on the lulije^f, nor ihould I have faid To 
much, but to make it evident to your 
Lordihips, that whatever caufes of delay 
have occurred, or may in future occur, in 
the courfe of this trial, if It can be fup- 
pofed that 1 would willingly be inftru- 
mental to my own wrong, neither have 
been nor (hall be in any ways imputable 
to me. In proof of this 1 may allude to, 
but need not Ipecify, the many conllitu. 
tioiial, and even perfonal means to which 
1 have had recourfe, to accelerate the pro- 
refs of the Trial, and remove every oh- 
ruAion to ir. 

That 1 might not again urge a re- 
queft to your Lordibips which it might 
not be in your Lordlhips power to grant, 
1 have profited by the error which I have 
been told I committed in the Petition which 
. I iali year prefented to your Lordfliips, 
and have addreifed an bumble Petition to 
his M.ijeily, praying that he would be 
gracioiifly pleafed to permit yoiir Lord- 
Ihips to continue to fit till the dole of the 
Trial. 

** I rely with a perfe£f confidence on 
his Majefty's gracious dilpofition to grant 
my prayer j and in that cafe, I do affure 
your Lordlhips, that every pofilble means 
fliall be ufed by me, and by the Gentle- 
men whom you have given me for mjr 
Counfel, to bring my Defence .o a fpeedy 
conclufton. . 

** If, which I relu£lanlty fuppofe, it 
Jhall be deemed unreafonabje, or, for 
caufes which cannot fall within the fcope 
of my limited comprehenfioh, improper, 1 
do moft humbly and earneftly entreat your 
. X>onllhip8, in that cafe, that you wiU af- 
lord roe as many days as may be neceffary 
'to bring the prefent Article to a cbfe, and 
' to allow ihy Counfel to fuin up tbeevi. 
. deacff while it is yet recent in your Lord- 
' fuf^4:«e€^e£lion« 


Nimety-Pirst Day. 

Thursday, June 7. 

The Petition of Mr. Haftibgs, fij raX- 
fonable and juft, had its due weight, and 
iheir LordHiips afforded him their titteh- 
dance this day. 

The Court immcdiatly proceeded to 
the examination of Lieut. Grey, an offi- 
cer in his Majefiy’s fervice, who gave 
very clear and fatisfaffory evidefice in fa- « 
voiir of Mr. H-aftings. He laid he was 
an officer in the Chaffeurs at the time of 
che infurreflion of'Cheyt Sing, He fpokC' 
of ills difaffe£lion-—of the Hate qf his pre¬ 
paration, and fully confirmed every ma¬ 
teria! point in the evidence of Captain 
Wade on the preceding day. He Hated 
the affiftance afforded to Cheyt Sing by 
the Begums, as a matter of iiniverfaT no¬ 
toriety, never, as he believed, doubted at 
the time, nor fince: that he remained in 
die country many years after Mr. Ha- 
Hings’s departure, and could fafely fwear, 
that there never was a man more iiniver- 
faily eftcemed and beloved by the natives 
than Mr. Haftings was: that the affec* 
tiori the officers of the army felt for him 
might be known by their letter to him, 
figned by m^iy hundred officers, on his 
quitting the country, when it was im- 
poffible they could have been aAuated by*" 
interefted motives. A, very long crofs- » 
examination was continued by Mr. Burke, 
in which every anfwer only tended to fix 
more Hrongly the evidence gpven in chief. 

Colonel Popbam was then called to the 
Bar; and in a very dittinA and impreffive 
manner he Hated tne military force of 
Cheyt Sing far different from what was 
neceffary for him as a Zemindar, his 
Hate of preparation, the general opinion 
of his difaifeaion, the operations of the war, 
and the reHoiation of general tranquillity. 
He fpoke iiioH pointedly and fully to 
the fliare the Begums had in the rebellion 31 
that independent of its being a faff of 
which no officer in bis camp ever enter- 
lained a doubt, he had himlelf converfed 
with a wounded Nudjeeb, whom he faw 
in the town of Peteetah, after the Horm of 
that place ; that the man declared he 
was one of the corps entertained by the 
Begums—that he had received two rupees 
in advance—had arrived twodaysin Cheyt 
Sing's army—and had received two 
wounds—that the Colonel fent him to the 
Hofpital, where he was cured,'and then 
difeharged-That he made, no report of 
this to Mr. HaHings, hecaufe the fstff 
was fo univerHiDy talked of, and in his 
opinion fo clear, as to render any com- 
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OTinicatlon totally unnecefTaiy ; in faft, mark to future a^es th'i pccufiar 
that no peribn could doubt of the difaf^ of this Impeachment. ' ' \ 

le£Iion of the Begums-—'Hiat he had been He dated, that he went thro’ Cheyt 
a great number of years in India—that Sing’s Country in the beginning of ly'St* 
Mr. Baftings was beloved ami reverenced and was very ill treated, and inllihed— 
by the people of< India—was better caU that the of hisdifade^lion was theti 
ciliated to govern them than any man he ' general—That he was with the army at 
knew, and the man of all others whom Cawnpore when Cheyt Sing rebelled—that' 
he would with to ferve under. it was the unii'erfat repbrt in the Caiup» 

The Colonel underwent a very long that the Begums were difaffeflsd, and had 
and ti mod tedious crofs.examinaiion by offered military aid to Cneyt Sing—that 
Mr. Burke, chiefly from letters and pa- nothing he had heard to the time of hii 
pers, both manuicript and,printed, which leaving India laft January tended to makd 
Mr. Buike had before him. him difbeiieve the report} but, on tli|| 

Mr. Buike qiKftioned him upon the contrary, much to fix it, as perfe^ty ttiMw 
fubitance of ccriaiii Affidavits forming the That he heard the opening or this Trial be- 
Appc-ndix to the Benares Narrative, and fore he went lafi to India that the Trial 
alked him if he recolleiled the fubftance > was a fubjefi of general notoriety, and 
He did not. The Counfel put them into that, fo far from efrefling a change of opi-> 
his hand. Mr. Burke infified they fhuuld nion as to Mr. Haftings, addrefles, as be 
be taken away. Mr. Law complained of heaid in India, were fern from all rank* 
this mode of keeping a man totally in the of people in his favour:—that.he helieved 
dark. Mr. Burke then begged he would there never had b;;cn a man in a high fta- 
read them—V/f-en the Colonel had done tion fo univerfally efleemed and beloved 
fo, he afleed whether the Witnefs recolieft- as Mr. H iftings, and that the fame opt¬ 
ed any mention in one of them of the Be- nions prevailed down to January 
gums ditaflTeflion. This Lord Stanhope when he left India: that he had con- 
and the Counfelcontended, was the height verfed with fcveral perfons of the highett 
of abfiirdity, to ad: a man whether he rank in that country, who all cnteitained 
recollefied what he faw ? It was contended the fame opinions of him; and that his 
on the one hand to \x/uperJI«otts, and on profccution in England had not in any 
< the other neceffary. degree lefleneii the attachment of the peo«» 

Mr. Burke. ** The Noble Lord, from pie of India, 
his real for this caufe, has been rather Mr. Burke did not chufe to afle 
lharp upoiy me. I am fiire nobody more tain Simes one finglc quefiion; but hrh'eif 
than I can defer with greater fincerity to Capt. Simes had ipoken to the chara^^' 
the Noble Lord's intelligence, hJs Jharp- of Cheyt Sing, and the ill treatment df 
and his rtc:tf/r»4/‘/(fynonima)—hut the Britifli Troops in Benaies, and givefir- 
it your Lordihips think it a wrong quef- an honourable tefiimonial to the chara^et' 
tion to be alked, I lhall relignedly fuhmit Mr. Hallings, collefled both before anfi 
—lam in the pleafureoF your Lordfliips. afterhisTnal, hehererofean Ifaid—“Mjf 
Ak Any Tito fuperfluanonnocent'' Lords, I fliall not lelTen, by anycrofsi- 

Mr. Law.—Yes indeed, they do very qiieflioning, the unexpected bleffing df 
maierially.-Mr. Burke. If they do, I Providence to Mr. Mailings of this Gen- 
know from whom I learnt the praflice.— tleman’s retun 

Mr. Law. “ I am fure not from aj." Some documents were then rend—this 

The Counfel for the Defendant wilhing Charge doled, 
to put a lew further quellions to Colonel 

Popham, Mr. Haftings audibly objefled NiNETY-SECOJin Dat., 

—” I had rather lofe any poffible advan- Saturday, June 9. 

tage they might afford me, thanprotnft Mr, Plomer rofc to requctl that cemin 

Inllitutes of the Emperor Acbar might 
be read, as evidence of the Tenure of the 
Zemindars and Princes of the Eafi bang 
upon confideration of military and pca - 
Gentleman is alfo an Officer in his Ma- Tonal attendance upon the Mogul in his 
jelly's lervice, and was Ald-du-Camp to Wars. 

General Mufgrave during the prefent war. Mr. Burke.—I bcg'thc learned Couft- 
He was the officer mentioned by Mr. fri will have the gooduefs to ftate the date 
Haftings who hud gone to India fince of the Emperor Aebar's Inlliturcs.” 
this Trial began, and, after very a^live Mr. .Plomcr replied—’* The Learned 
-iftrvice in India, "was now returned, to Manager knows as Vi-ell as aay min/ 

whati 


the time ol dccihoii—it is my dearcit ou- 
jea.” 

About five. Col. Popham was nleafeil, 
and then Capt. Simes was called. This 
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rliat lie me *, •however* I (hall not 
tretend to he ignoi ant ot his motive for 
he oweftten.-—Acbar reigned from is88> 
1 believe, to the clofe of the century." 
^r. Burke fmiled. 

[ Mr. Plornerthen wiflicd certain paper* 
txculpaiory of Maior Olborne might be 
nteixd as read, that a charge fiemingly 
attaching to his chaiafter coming in evi¬ 
dence might he lepeiled hv the uibl'etiiicnt 
declaration of the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, 
mho had made it. Mr. Burke objefted j 
the Cqunfel explained s but they agreed 
^ wave the queltion, if the hlanagers 
Itould 4ay that they did not mean by the 
article in evidence to impeach the cha- 
rafter of Major Ofborne, which, as a 
military man, efpeclally demarded that 
BO fligma fhculd be loftered to reft upon 
it. Mr. Bill ke would concede no Inch 
tiling. The Lord Chancellor, perceiving 
the length to which thtie collateral vin¬ 
dications might ttretch, interpoied.—His 
Loedihip curlorily examined the evidence, 
and raid he did not diicern any thing that 
called for juftification. He remarked tliat 
they ihould never have done, if all thefe 
extraneous matters were attended to. The 


Counfel acquiefeed. 

Mr. Dallas then rofe. His exordium 
was brief and pithy. The evidence re- 
jj^lent of the firlt Charge being now 
Kloled, it had fallen to bis lot to lum up 
fthat evidence, and to offer fuch com- 
’Bents and reafunings upon both the 
Charge and the evidence, as the nature 
of them to him leented to demand, and 
the circvfliftances of the cafe rendeied 
neceflary. A great portion of his d.fE- 
culty had been removed, and his limited 
powers the lefsfliruok from the difiiculty, 
as his learned friend who precedett him 
(Mr. Plomer) had gone over the whole 
with fo much itrength of labour, and acme- 
nefs of reiearcb, as diminilhed his toil, 
and relieved his appreheufions. Yet 
though, generally fpeaking, the minutim 
bad been iuificiently treated, there were 
fome grand and principal points of the 
Charge upon which his oblei vatioiis might 
be well applied, elpecially coniidering that 
be fbuuld deliver them with all polfible 
brevity, and oce^y of their Lordfhips' 
time no more tblK was ablolutely expe¬ 
dient. , 

Mr. Dallas obferved, that the very firft 
Bne of the firft Chai ge contained matte|| 
•gainft which he was compelled to protell^ 
hnd the daium of which, he trufted, htf 
BiMtfd bo able to refute, and conl'equcntly 
yhe CMciofiona which relulted from i« 
adinnpfQ* i'ot it ftaie^) ** that K-ajim 


Bulwant Sing was Chief 

mindar of certain Province? called Be¬ 
nares and Gaaipoor i” meaning thereby* 
that he pofTefTed the Sovereign authority 
in the faid Provinces, holding of the Mo¬ 
gul iliroiisrh Sujah Dowla,- Nabob of 
Otide, and Vizier of the Empire- But it 
happened unfortunately for the Managers, 
that the very firft aftAvhich introduced ili'S 
Bulwant Sing to the acquaintance of th« 
Company, was his perfonal attendance in 
the field at tiie head of zo,0o6 horfe,- id 
conrtqiience of a fummons from Sujah 
Dowla, his lie^ lord, “ We cannot brf 
expcftetl,” faid Mr.Dallas,** lo'pioduce 
this mand.!te before your Lord|(bips—ithe 
faft was To; heconiiibuted his afliftanes 
to the Nabob Vizier, in the fame manner, 
and on thefame principles of fealty, thatihe 
lefler Zemindars affonletl theirs to him.'* 
Mr. Dallas read a paffage from the In- 
ftitutes of Acbar, which exprefsiv affirms 
this to be the praftice of Afia; and as 
both the terms of Prince and Ztinindar 
are therein ufed, call the Rajah which you 
pleafe, he is tlieieby implicated ; his affift- 
ant fervices wL-re as contajiient from his 
holding lands in a time of war, as the 
payment of his Jumma or rent lor the 
fame. 

“ However, the Charge goes on to ftate, 
that Rajah Bulwant Sing in the year 1764., ^ 
about the commencement of tiie Britilh 
power in India, did attach himielf to the 
Company, and was, in the opinion of the 
Court of Diieftors, of lignal iciviie to our 
affairs and Intcrefts. 1 will tell you of 
what fervices he had the credit in India. 

It was" afterwards believed, that he had 
leagued himfelf with the Countiy Powers 
for our extirpation, and his pretended 
fiiendfhip was a fnareto draw us up the 
Country, that he might accumphlh the de.> 
fign his wonderful attachment had fo li¬ 
berally planned. In fliort, at the very 
time of this pretended merit, thePrefidcnt 
and Council of Fort William, convinced 
of his duplicity, did write to Major Heftor 
Munro, that if he had not entered into 
engagements with this man, he fhould 
diipoffi:{s him of his territoi^, and eii-t 
deavotir to fei-ze his peifon. However, 
Major Munro did accede to hit prupofilt, 
and Bulwant Sing joined our ibrees'. 
But his engagements were illufory^ and 
his (faith was broken imtnediately.^He! 
feperated himfelf immediately from Major 
Munro; and when that gallant officer* 
with a fcanty force, had defeated the vail 
army of the* Nabob Vizier* then indeed 
the. laid Rajah returned to his engagements* 
after having by. liis treacherous deiertion 



fought to ruin the caufe he had under the 
moif iblemn piromifes ftipulated to defend. 
However, on the faith oi certain prcinifes 
for hi* future good behaviour, made by 
General Carnac and Mr. Mnrriot, he was, 
againft^lie inclination of the Prefident and 
Council, received back, they declaring 
that tiny w( le convinced lie was unworthy 
of all trnft and confidence, and that they 
wiihed n'‘ terms had been made with him, 

’although, as they had been made, they 
were reloived to abide by them. In the 
Treaty of Allahabad, between Sujah 
Dcjwla, the Nabob of Bengal, and the 
Kngtifh Company, through the inAucnce 
of the Cnntpany the Rajah was fecured in 
his territories, which under the faid Na¬ 
bob Vir.iu he held to the time of his 
death; and thele are all we know of 
the Ic! vices of Bulwant Sing.” The learn¬ 
ed (.oiiiU’el dated the neceflii^ for this re¬ 
ft lente to aiile from an afiertion of the 
Hononrabie Managers, that Cheyt Sing 
became uiure iinniiediately an objeft of 
complacency to the Britifh Government 
in confcquence of the fcrvices rendered by 
his father, and that this was made an ag¬ 
gravation of the Charge againit Mr. Ha- 
itings for a malicious oppieiTion of the 
faitf Rajah, he being a (^iioa particulatfy 
dear in the eye of our Government on the 
paternal icore. 

1 Mr. Dallas tlien came to the inveftiture 
of Cheyt Sing in the Zemindaiy ihrorgh 
the medial on of the Company, in the year 
1770, in conlideiatlon of a nafc>erannah 
or fine of 17 lacks of rupees, and an in. 
Cl cafe of 2 lacks and a half upon his jum- 
ma or rent, with the exprefs flipuiation 
taac the rent fhould in no wile be aug¬ 
mented—He mentiontd in X775 the inter¬ 
ference of our Refident at Oode 10 pre- 
vent fuch an cxionion of the Nabob. 
Mr. Dallas commented wkh much feve- 
rity upon the difference which fubiiAs be¬ 
tween the cxprtflionsof the Chaise, “ that 
no other demands whatever would be 
made upon him,” and the inftruftioi.s to 
Mr. FowRe, limiting them to inerrafe of 
rent. He then narratively proceeded to 
the death of the Nabob, and the termina¬ 
tion of our agreements with him in the 
opinion of the Council, an opinion in 
which Mr. Haftings never concurred— 
the transfer of the Circartothe (;}ompany 
from Afoph ul Dowla, the fucceeding 
Nabob Vizier, and the demands which, in 
the rumour of war, were prqpofed, and, 
upon tlie reception of certain advices, ac¬ 
tually made upon Cheyt Sing, as hts quota 
i>f the expences atteiklant.- 

pall^^ then remarked, that upon 


the ground of malice in the mind of Mg 
Haitings this Charge Was ereffed. If 
conld be fubftantiated, the Charge would 
take place ; it not, it muft be futiie-rto- 
gether they muft flandt or together they 
muiifalL And here the learned Counfei 
difciiminated the paiticular fpeeies 
Malicse to be proved—not that implied 
by our Law as the motive of eveiy wicked 
a 61 ^—** but a MaIpICE cold and caution* 
—rooted and deadly—not nifhing into 
immediate a£f, but lurking till a time of 
vantage, and then, by continual efibrti^ 
planting its fuares, to difgrace and to 
blacken—to ruin and drftrtff." (Mri 
Ruike bowing his aftent to every part of 
this eloquent deftnition, eftablifh^ -that 
this was the fort of malice be meant (O 
pruve upon Mr. Haftings). 

Ml. Dillas then reterred to the par¬ 
ticular Government of Mr. Haftingv, 
“ 1 wifh, my Lords, ihe Gentleman at 
your Bar to be tried iijjon the'piincipies of 
every hgally-conflituted Government in 
the woi'ld. By legaliy-conftituted Go¬ 
vernments, 1 do not mean any of thole 
where the MAtSY are rup}K>fed to be creat^ 
foi ONL, ar.d the rights of that one are aa 
all, and thufe of the m.'tny are as nothing. 

Ail fiich, wherever they may exift, under 
whatever name, ai« tyi-anoies monftront 
to ie.'.ibn, and degrading to humanity. 
No, my Loidi:, I fp-ak of Goveinment^ 
the vital piiuciple of which is the good ol 
the governed—not of a Sovereignly oj 
right, bill one of triift—a delegated pow¬ 
er, a coofided authoi ity for the genera, 
blefting, and refumable wlien by depra. 
vation ic fhail have been felt to be a gene, 
lal tuiie. Let the Government of Mr. 
Haftings be tried by ibis ffandard, ^nd 1 
engage to vindicate him completely before 
your Lordfliips. I could, my Lords, fake 
a legal txceptlon, which 1 pledge myfelf 
to make out, to the whole of the proceed¬ 
ings I but our wifh is for fubftantiai juf- 
tice, and fubieifuge never did, nor ever 
can ohtum it. 

“ But the demands of Juftice sue not 
llius confined. The demands areipnivefC 
fal. If Mi. Haftings be guilty of milicei 
the charge applies to the Ca 4 ft of Di. 
reflors j it applies to HisJd^efty's Mini, 
fters j to the Honoury||r Houle even who 
impeach him t and ti^^ur Loedshits ; 
nay, lo the Nation at lai ge. It is a ftigma 
that fallens upon our fame, and degradci 
land pollutes the cliara^ler of the Country, 
IWc owe It therefore to all, to examiiK 
■this Charge, which has fb wide an appli. 

i implicating rr/m^-wbo are now m 
I porVr We owe it to individual bonoui 
1 ' ■ wi 
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^ general character: it is out duty to ediy, and fuppoNed by evidence well 
of "^the Living, and the worthy fuch a Charge. The event hap- 
wif/Boi7 of theDKAD.” petied in June 1777. No trace of enmi* 

Mr. Dallas then, by a vaiiety of cvi- ty is difcovered until the 9tli of July 
dence, proved, that Clieyt Sing was a fob- 177S, more than a complete yeas after the 
and owed the Company every duty odence, and then to be lure it Intaks out 
due from a lubjcfl to his Sovereign. He in a very curious manner. 

{nroved from Hiliory, at didVent periods It was in evidence before their. Lord, 
of liie Mosul ILmpire, tint Zemiiulars in- fliips, that his Majefty’a AmbalTador at 
variably areorded military afllliance in war. the Court of France (Lord Stormont) h'd 
Heexpofed, in very fevere terms, the dim- in June 1777 tranlinitted to Mr, Honings 
fy, mutilated, and garbled evidence given an account of a defign formed by the 
by the Managers, in order to ibew that French Miniftry to attack the Britiihl 
in 1771; Mr. Hallings engaged, to make PolT.tTions in India. In July 1778 an ac<f 
no demands of any kind upon Cheyt Sing count ^rrived in Bengal, that^war was ac- 
beyuncl his annual rent. Hi wondered tually declaied between France and En* 
how a Charge To ilrange could have been gland—'Every man knew that war with 
made, and, looking round to the Mana- Spam inuft tollow, and we had then been 
gei s, alked. Who could have drawn up three years engaged in an unfuccefsful war 
Inch an Article ? He proved, incontrovei-. with America. What was Mr. Haltmgs 
tibly, that every letclement made with to do in Bengal r Could he expefl an union 
Cheyt Sine applied to his annual rent of two great Pojveisin India in his favour 
>nly, and tlrat he was not relcalcd from againll Fiance, with whom it was known 
my one of thofe duties due from fubjefl to they were then in alliance ? Could he ex. 
Sovereign ; that he had taken an oath of pei^, that inflead of receiving thofe retuina 
Fealty and allegiance on his iiiveilitiire, of wealth from India which were to up- 
m<i was proclaimed througbout the Ze- hold a finking Country, Great Britain 
mindary of Banares as the lubj;£f of the would pour her treafures with a liberal 
Company. hand into the lap of Bengal ? Could he 

Having fixed the right incontrovertibly, believe, that over-matched as fhc was in 
»n^ having expolcd the untairnefs of the Europe, in America, and the Well Indies, 
Article, in taking a parted expreflion in Great Britain could afford to fend ten 
»ne of Ml. Haftiiigs's minuics, for fhe Britijh Regiments, and a fleet, to Iridia 
txprels purpole of fixing a ft-nfe upon it He ceitainly could not} he muff depend’ 
loially diffeient from cne real meaning upon his owi) reiources. He did depend 
sad the fentcnce been taken tugeiher—he upon them, and he fucceeded againll the 
aid, that, for the f.ikcof argument, he moll powerful combination ever tunned tor 
(vould make a conceffion moit wild and llie overthrow of an Empire, 
nctravagani in itfelf: he would liippofe it He intreated Uicir Lordihips to confider 
rad been pioved, that Mr. Hatiingshad no what Mr. Haftings did, and whether the 
:igiit to demand militaiy aid fIoin Cheyt imagination of inan^ or the malignity 
Sing, (till the Managers would not ad- of man’s nature, could have been fuppofed 
lanceone Hep, iinlel's they could prove that capable of lu perverting his a£ts, until 
najice whicn they had fo boldly charged, tiiat pcrverfion. appealed in the name of 
The St.ite leceived and enjoyed thebe- the Commons of Great Britain. On the 
teiit of the annual lubfidies, and had, in firll news ot the war he propofed to increale 
I nth, given them their approbation, when the army; the Council unanimoufly ap- 
he l.cgillature ic-appointed Mr. Hallings proved the mcafure—to capture all the 
n 178J to the Goveinmeiu General. It ic- French Settlements in Bengal, and all 
uainedtueii to examine what giound there their fhips; the Council agreed-..to re. ^ 
vasfortiiis extraordinary charge of malice, commend to Madrafs inllantly to coni. 
\fier uln^gj^ll the induiti y in his powei, mence die (iegeof Pondicherry ; the Coiin. 
le found its drimn to be a foiitaiy pafl'age cil agreed.—to fit out a naval force torc- 
n Mr. Haflings^^irative, who nieiUions, infoice Sir Edward Vernon, the Britifh 
hat on Genet al ^veiing's fuppofed ac- Commodore^ the Cour.cil agreed. Yet; 
:<ffion to the Chair in Bengal, Cheyt are ibefe atfs of the greateft publickmerit, 
sing deprived a Vakeel to coinp>iment him. involving in them very great periimai re. 
Flits ailot the Rajah’s excited fuch morA fpoiifibility, fuppoled all to be done with 
al and deadly hate in the mind of Mrl a view to hartals, opprefs, and finally to 
Aaflings, tliai it om that miMneiit be de* vuin Cheyt Sing, becaufe he was, on the 
ermin^. to luin the Rajah. Such is tha fame day, called upon to contribute liia 
lira.' And incredible unduubw lhare.tu th^ addtlioiul ex||icnce that thefe 

. ' W ' wcafurqs 
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ht'jr'Pities woiiM briit" upon the public. 
'I'iieir l.oiilfhip' wouWi lec, lie faui, that 
all tiiff ihips weie taken upon an iilea 
that Bengal mii;ht he invadeih and v/ith 
thepiiijiic bellel in all the Council, that 
France would m ike in the coui le of the 
war (as in fact file did) great elforts to 
lecQver her Jolt conli-qurnce in India. 
He I hen hegged tliuir Lor.Ulups to con- 
fider, how a charge I’o wild and Itrange 
was liipjioitfd. 

The motion for calling upon Cheyt 
Sing is made, as ,ill theotheis wire, on me 
I’anie day hy Mr. Haltings.—^Mr. Francis 
fays heacqiiielccs, bn: tliink.s Cheyt Sing 
flioiild be told that tlv'd'm nul will only 
be continued while ilie W.ii i.ills. Mr. 
llahings fays, he me ins 'o, and adds, 
that as there leeniid to he fonic ilifF'ience 
of opinion ps to l/ii’ ri^hl, he wiHii^s to 
leave the ritcifi m on tliat point to their 
fnperiurs; (fating his own opinion, which 
was, that wc wtre precluded by no en- 
gag-inents tu-m calling on Cheyt Sing 
for ex'raordinai y aids on extraordinary 
emergencies. Mr. Dallas was as con¬ 
vincing as eloquent in this pait of his 
fpcech. 

He laid, it was impolfiblc t|iat Mr. 
Hnllines or Mr. Fiancis could liave been 
acloiied by in ifire in their condnH to 
Ch'-yt Sing—but notmilhltanding the 
Managers liad attiibuted to Mr. Francis 
every viitue under Heaven, and had 
made himmoie an ant el than a man, he 
mud dlow, »h it (i'e charge of malice ap¬ 
plied with ir.finire.y n.oie force to Mr. 
Fi'vi.cis t'nn (o Mr. Hdtifgs. The lat- 
tci makes a demand, and itttes that he 
hasa li.jlif tom ike ti—Ilie forinei, with 
doubis mills mu'dt/i toff agrees 

with Mr. lialtings, with, iit ::ei) cxprel- 
liiig Ins doubts, for (he inlotmatioii of 
Ins fupeiiois—hut Mr. Halting?, to 
whom he had mentioned them in conver- 
faiiun, faiily brings the I'ubjeet forward, 
and as tltcie was a doubt as to tlic right, 
leaves Ills iiipeiiois to dc',idc. Is there 
any thing like malice in this proceeding ? 
oi it Inch a charge would apply at all, it 
iiiiid be to Mr. Francis, ami not to Mr. 
Hillings. “ If it be malice in Mr. 
“ Haftings, it mult have been deeper 
“ malice in Mt. Francis, who iclaxts 
“ from a peifeverance of oppofition to 

the tncafures ot Mr. Hallings, and 
“ concurs with him in /A/r, and only 
** this, mcaiitas it is dated for the purpofe 
*• of gratifying a looted halrtd, and ruiii- 
** ing the Rajah." 

It muft be heie noticed, that among 
the proofs given of Military Aid being 
Part V. 


prevalent through Tndja, Mr, Dillas in* 
gcnimiHv diew it from the itlliiMony'of 
Mu Si-ibics, cerlainly not the fiicnii of 
Mr. Haltings, whom the Managers had 
produced as their witnels to this charge. 
He all’o quoted a letter of M. Haillie, a 
French Writer of authority, and a mo¬ 
dern Hiftory of Hindoltan, allb of au¬ 
thority—which feemingly eltabliflied the 
point. After a variety of (Irong anti¬ 
thetic realbnmgs, hypothetically and de 
faFtO) upon tlie intent and fcope of the 
I'leaiy of Allahabad, the proceedings of 
the Britifli Prelidency, and the motives < 
of Mr. Haltings, Mr. Dallr# at live' 
o’clock was interrupted by the rifing of 
their Liiidlliips, having fpuken JouT 
complete houis. 


Nixett-third Day. 

Monday, June n. 

The Court affembled at half paft 
one, and Tvlr. Dallas proceeded with 
the lame fluency and clearnefs as on Sa- 
tnrday^to remark upon the charge and 
the evidence,' from the point where he 
left off, down to Mr. Haflings's depar¬ 
ture from Calcutta, in July 1781. 

The firif linking paflage was, where 
he came to anfwer that pait of the charge 
which alledgcs that Mr. Hallings under 
pret mce of a war, of which he had re-4 
ceived no authentic intelligence, calledV 
upon Cheyt Sing for military aid, but 
really, with a view to harrai's, opprefs, 
ami Anally to min him. He bcilovied 
upon this Chaigttlie e^\x\\ett futile, fri- 
vtiloui and alfurd. He Hated in ilia 
cleanll manner the intelligence that 
Mr. Haltinss had received from Lord 
Stormont, tliar war was iike'y loon to 
hajq tn, .and nllo of the mei fures France 
would }uirlbc until it fliouKI hieak out; 
he p.itd Lord Stoiinont the highell com¬ 
pliments lor his zeal in the fervice of his 
Count')', which had induced him to 
comniunicatc this important information 
to Mr. Hiilmgs, though he had no au¬ 
thority fiorn his own C?ourt (b to do. 
He next dated tbe communication fiorn 


Mr. B.ildwyn at Cairo, that war had 
a»itually been declared hetween Frnice 
and lir.gland, and he craphatically alkcd 
their Lordlhips, what^would Mr. Hafl- 
ings have merited, had he paid no fort 
of attention to this communication ? 
Undoubtedly he would have merited the 
f leveled cciifures from hi.s couniry; and 
i what was his return for a conduAl lb 
much the reverie ? 'Fite Coininoiis of 
'-Gieat Britain had brought him to their 
'Xordlhips' Bar, becaule, defpiflng all 
F perlbna^ 
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perfonal conrequences, he bad aAed 
vpon the a\uhoi ity*of Lord Stormont and 
Mr. Baldwyn, and had looked upon 
war to he aftuallv declared, though he 
i had received no officialadvice of the fail. 

A charge like this, Mr, Dallas laid, was 
unworthy the dignity, the jultice, or the 
common fcnle ot a great Nation, and 
would operat:: in iill future times as a 
dreadful Iciion to Generals, Admirals,and 
Ciovernors, who were entrulted by Great 
Britain with the ctre of her intcrefts^ 
in the diilant ouarters of the Globe. 

Having expofed the abluidity ot the 
Article in this view of it, he next took it 
tip mod ingcnioully in another. Under 
bntfuce of a war in Europe, Mr. 
Jlaltings had not only made every de- 
fenlive preparation in Bengal, of which 
the demand upon Chryt Sing was a parr, 
hut he had alio taken all the French 
Settlements, and all the French fhips in 
Bengal, Yet this aft—an aft againlt the 
Inw of Nations-~was tiot charged atall} 
but it there was any foundation for the 
Article, all thclenu-nliii-ts be took merely 
to furnifh a giound for harrafTing, op- 
prdTing, and finally ruining CheytSing. 

Mr. Dallas next proceeded to coiillder 
the vaiions circumltances that atunded 
the feveril deinamis made upon Clieyt 
Sing for military aid. He went through 
the part which Mr. P'rancis had in each 
ot tlu'fe tranfaftions—He proved moll 
clearly that he was a paity in eveiy traiif- 
aftion, particularly in the Proceedings 
of Council in the years 1778,1779, and 
17 S 0 , in the fiill rind Ld yeais of which 
I'.Ir. Francis had acceded to the demand 
upon Clieyt Sing, and in the i’er.ond dlf- 
ierited. Reafor.irg with mucti force 
and method upon the fevcial po nts 
wf ihr fubjeft, .Mr. Dallas drew to that 
iinaniiTi'.ty rccommcmled at the ends of 
our t rte, when the C irn ilic was invaded j 
when the French were in aims againlt 
us, theMahiattas making an incurfion, 
and all to the general mmd prefenied 
nothing but iMvage and tut;;, famine, 
pedilence, and hopelds delpiir. 

“ Theie arc a lort of men who have 


}ud Sntelleft fufficient to furnlih out 
ubjeftions to grand defigns, which 
“ they could never have planned; men 
“ whom great emergencies terrify, and 
'* whofe diallow powers are by calamity 
“ oppreded and enfeebled.—Not fuch 
“ Mr. Hadings.'—in the moments of 
our awful and alarming danger, with a 
high and manly mind, he came forward 
** with relief fuitable to the evil ; heca 
“ forward to <i^7, and not to Thra 

** is, faid he, a time which calls for union 
and tor vigour ; altercation fhould be 
** at an end: we have debated much too 
*' long. And well, my LoMs, might 
Mr. Haftings fay this—his Govern* 
" ment indeed had been one of dudied 


** altercation, of perpetual refidance to 
** every meaiiire he had propofed. Fully 
“ I'enlible then of the necedity for con- 
** cunence, it was refolved by the Go- 
vernor-General and Council, that a 
** demand ot Cavalry lliould he made 
upon Rajah Cheyt Sing. But hCre 
** again the difingenuous Ityle recuired 
“ in which the Charge was worded; for 


“ thereby you were led to imagine, that 
the Cavaliy was an idea propoted ori- 
“ ginaliy by Mr. Hadings, in purfu- 
** anceof his malicious intentions againd 
“ the Raj vh * ; whereas the idea was 
“ daiied by General Sir liyre Coofe, 

“ and acceded to by the Governor Gc- ^ 
“ neral and the remaining Members of 


“ the Council.'* 


Having thus at great length com* 
mented upon the condtift of the Biitidi 
Government in India towards Cheyt 
Sing, theLeained Counfel next invedi- 
gatrd that ot the Rajah, and demon- 
Itrated his treachery and reliliency from 
the Oath of Fealty he had taken to the 
Company; and, iliiftly I'peaking, the 
torteiiure of his Zemindary with all its 
Rights and Privileges, as the confe- 
qucnce of fo flagrant a breach ot his 
part of the engagement. 

He expofed the failehood of all his ex- 
cules, and edablidicd the right of the 
Company to make the feveral demands, 
by the mod convincing arguments. He 


* In one psrt of his fpcech, Mr Dallas declared, that he conceived it impolTible for 
till* wlMcil fiifpicion, in its mud laving moments, to have imputed malice to Mr. Haft« 
ings tor nil conduft to Cheyt Sing, though the Commons ol Great Britain had aftually 
and tlire£lly cliai|>pil it. 

In another part, Mr. Dallas obferved one thing, which, to the honour of Mr. Hadinge, 
fhould be peculiarly recorded ; “ In ihut vtintinning Mr. Frawii," faid Mr. Dallas, *• 1 
knve Ho^erfunal enmity at- refentm-nt that is individual-^ hut if 1 had, 1, as well at my Bro. 
tber CoHifri, have had H in command from Mr. Haf tugs, to avoid, in regard to Mr. Francis, 
.tU perfonJ a-iimojity whatever '^' For M yielf, (added Mr. Dallas) “ I owe himnfthingat 
m GcnlltmJn, but only eivthly,'' 


proved, 



[ 3 ^ } 


J »roved, by the evidence, the actual de¬ 
ign formed by Cheyt Sing, to feixe the 
firft favourable opportunity to render 
himfeif independent! and at a quarter 
after ^ur, being a good deal exhaufted, 
he prayed leave to clofe for the day, 
faying, that he would conclude all he had 
to ofrer to their Lordihips on the next 
meeting of the Court. 

The Lords adjourned accordingly. 


Ninety-Fourth Day. 

Tuesday, June la. 

Mr. Dallas began, by expoling in 
very ftrong and aimoft indignant lan¬ 
guage, the injudice of making that a 
charge againft Mr. Haftings, of which 
the Court of Direftors, the King's Mi- 
nifters, and former Parliaments, had 
approved; but the charge having been 
made, he never would fly from it; and 
he proved, by reference to evidence, that 
every part of the charge was futile, ridi. 
eulous, and abfurd. 

He next came to a fubjefl, which he 
touched with an ability that mud com¬ 
mand univerfal approbation, while he 
preferved throughout the language of a 
Gentleman, and the deference due to the 
perfon whom his Majelfy has placed in 
the Brft fituation in the Country—we 
mean the fundamental difference between 
Mr. Pitt and Mr. Fox, on the only 
ints in which the merit or demerit of 
r. llaftings's condufl to Cheyt Sing 
mud turn. 

He paid Mr. Fox the higheft compli¬ 
ments ; declared that he looked upon 
him as the ableddebater this country ever 
pofTcfled; and as a man, who, fcoining 
any appeal but to the lealbn and good 
fenie of his auditors, had fairly and 
openly put this Chaige upon its tiue 
ground. He had opened it in the lad 
parliament; he had held this plain and 
intelligible language, that Mr. Hadings 
was under theie engagements to Cheyt 
Sing; that under no poflible circum- 
dances could he demand more of him 
than his annual rent; confequently every 
extra demand was a crime; and an in¬ 
tention to punifh Cheyt Sing, for nut im¬ 
mediately obeying thefe demands, was 
an aggravation of that crime. 

All Mr. Fex's eloquence could not, 
as he himfelf confeifed tothtir Lorddiips 
(and that alone entitled Mr. Dallas, as 
he faid, to' go into this rubjeif at all) 
induce another Right Honourable Gen¬ 
tleman (deferibrd hy Mr. Fox as a per- 
f>n of the hrft abilities, and the fird in¬ 
tegrity) to concur with him. 


That Gentleman (Mr. Pitt) had dre- 
nuoufly contended, that Mr. Haftings 
had an undoubted l ight to demand extra 
aids from Cheyt Sing in war; that the 
Rajah was criminal in difobeying ; that 
his difobedience merited puniuiment, bur 
that Mr. Haftings proposed tu carry that 
puniflimeiit beyond ihe proper line, and 
therein the crime conftlfed. After ftat- 
ing the Angular, the unprecedented hard- 
flirps of Mr. Haftiiigs's cafe, he faid it 
was impoffible to prove that to be crimi¬ 
nal to which Mr. Pitt objefled, name¬ 
ly, the intention to impole a Ane. “I 
“ have,” laid the Counfcl, “ the greateft 
" opinion of the abilities of Mr. Francis, 
** but I do not ftippofe him the equal of 
the Honourable Perfun referred to—if, 
** therefore,” faid the ingenious Pleader, 
** the great Charafler alluded tu, after 
having debated the point four days 
•* with the Honourable Manager, pof- 
** felling thepuieft eloquence,that whole 
** chaim is Amplicity and whofe cha- 
** rafler is force, remained ftill uncon- 
“ vinced, it is not furprifing to me, I 
“ own, that Mr. Ii.<ftings flioutd have 
** been unconvinced by the argumenis 
“ of Mr. Francis.’* 

All this'part Mr. Dallas argued moft 
ably, and to the convi£lion of every man 
who heai'if him ; and concluded hy ob- 
ferving, that whatever Mr. Pitt's opi¬ 
nion might he, the Commons of Great 
Britain had charged it as a crime, that 
Ml. Haftings called upon Cheyt Sing to 
cuiitiihute to the expences of the war; 
and therefore, as was his duty, he had 
fully, and he hoped completely, refuted 
the Charge. 

He next went into a clear detail of Mr. 
Markham’s evidence, which totally de- 
ftroyer* every allegation in the Articles.— 
Of Mr. Markham he fpoke as of a 
man whofe charaffer was far above his 
pr-aife, who had ftood a crofs-examina- 
ticn of four days from one of the moft: 
indefatig-able examiners upon earth, and 
that every reply had only ferved the more 
ftiongly to Ax his former teftimony. 

He then mentioned that Angular cir- 
cumftance of the letter found hy Mr. 
Burke on a Sunday, after having been 
in his polTeAion ten years, and lent to 
Mr. Markham on the Wednefday, juft 
as he was going into Weftminftcr-Hall. 
He noticed the wonderful agreement be¬ 
tween all the material fa£ls in that letter, 
and the evidencegiven by Mr. Markham j 
though the one was written when the 
fubjeffs were frefh in his memory, and 
the other given at the diftance of two 

years 
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years. It was an event mod fortunate 
for the honour rfoth of Mr. Mirk ham 
and Mr. Haltings. lie pailitnlaily re- 
niaiked upon an expietrion in 
Jiui'Kc’s letter to Mr. iM-<iiili.ini» that 
the fails he ha^* (laud, d;ti..K’ii veiy lit¬ 
tle fi 1*1X1 thof’e he ha.l hiard fruin oi!ifr 
cha'inehs and after t!li^ confrjjiou, Mr, 
^Dallas laid, Ixe was iniUed altoiuditd how 
I the charge ot m could have been pre- 
I ferred agaiiilt Mr. iI.Tfti’.'gs. 

* The Leaine<l Coiiiilcl then confideied 
\ thetranfr.;tion!.atCA«/.'«/Ar,a*iddrew the 
mod lirtiy and affciiing Iketchcs of the 
niifei ablefcenes that wet econi'eiiucnt upon 
Lieut. Bind’s advancing towards the 
paiacc.—He rdiited tlie pretended infnlt 
of Ml . Markham’s Cliubdar, and afci ibed 
the caul'e of the filing within the walls 
to have been the firing without} the re¬ 
finance ot Lieut. Biirel to the party that 
way-laid him, determined the tnaflacre 
of the Sepoys, who were without am¬ 
munition, by the pi-epared forces of the 
R xjah. rhoulands ofHeioes,”faid Mr. 
Dallas, “ rufhed foiward to conquer tliele 
“ unprovided Antagonill?, and with a 

cowardly ferocity infulteJ the dying 
“ and the dead. 

Wiitix L'euienant Blirel advanced, he 
favv inhuin’-.lj . largled the bixlio of 
bis f. iC.-clj Stalker, Sc.itt, and Sims, in 
the g .te ot the Palace, gaflxed with in¬ 
numerable ejmetars, and all but dead 
upon the place. The Rajah, it it true, 
fled—he fled to his llrongfoils tor I’dity. 
Then it was that Mr. Maikham, to the 
foiicitations of Mr. Gardiiu-r,exclaimed, 
“ How can you plead tor the inurdeierof 
your fiiend ?” A burll ot feeling this 
from a manly and tc.ndcr mind, alive 
to the inhuman butchc.ies of that fatal 
day. 

But Cheyt Sing fent fubmillive letters 
to Mr. Hailings, it Teems, during tiicle 
cvent-i, while his Brothers were declaring 
muidi;r meritorious of theBi'itifh Forces 
wherever they were found, and fpinting 
up niafftcre by the exhibition of the 
hea.'s ot the (lain, borne triumphant 
thiuugh the reviling ftoin of the infatu¬ 
ated (ubjicti -f the Rajah. The blood 
of Britilli fahjeels was to be of litlle 
account, howtv«r,agairfteven the flic,hiefl 
incoiivenienceoi the Rajah—The (l.-iugh- 
teied Engiifh weic to be palled over i.n. 
avenged, to prepare the way for the rc- 
iniiatemer.t in all his Rights of thiii Dc- 
flroyer-—He was to be welcomed with 
joy, it was malice rot to welcome him 
back, who had poured down his tender 
-mercies ih pe^ls qf oidpan^c fiom 


his Forts, and by whofe command a ge¬ 
neral malVacre ol the Engliflt had been 
enjoined in the Province ot Jicnarrs. 

The Charge then went on to lt.ttc the 
grievances fultained by Banna, the wifeof 
Bulwantbini', in the capture of Bu/fr^ur 
~the /er,t/, r Banna, in her Palave, a 
Fort tlie Itumgeit Initone in the Z-mm- 
dary, 750 fee: from the ground, half¬ 
way between earth and heaven, under 
whufe command the Gariilon had tiicd^ 
upon the Company's 'J'roops for fix 
weeks togethei, until Anally it was taken|| 
by our foices. But lure there arofe a? 
complete triumph to Mf*. Haiiin^s, (rum • 
his ownpiiv<ate letter to Cui. Pupham, 
in which (laid Mr. Dallas ironically) 

“ he malicioufly recommends to the . 
Colonel the moll hutnane treat ment, 
fuch as his benevolent mind will induce 
towards perfons of the rank ot the cap¬ 
tives, their fex, and, above all, their 
mis fo) tu?us>" Here the Counl'cl moft 
glonoufly exulted—“ Thcfe aie no 
(welling fentiments of fouiitiing Moia- 
lity, which a well gicicrd Ailloi (liall 
deliver loan applauding Public—This is 
not a &,iecch by the gieatclt Mailer of 
BKqiience, ftudied and dclivcird to faf. 
cinate tln.fe who hear, and thofe wdio 
(liail it-ad the pm* (I inoniimcnis of Ora- 
toiical Gloiy that wire evtx delivcitd in 
any Agt 01 I'ountiy—it is the fulitar 
reiiuiiiiioix of a Private Letter, hearing 
however, the (tamp cf Ixis bcncvolM^ 
foul wiio (tin it, nevci meant tor pubii-^ 
city, nor enieied upon the public mi¬ 
nutes. 

“ iiuc!i as do good, and bluHi to find it 4 
fame.” 


R-ftiiing to the fympathy (hewn hy 
the Managers to Banna,and the utter want 
of It to the muiueied Ruioptans, Mr. 
Dallas indulged himtelf in clujical 
baiucr of the Managers. lie doubted 
not their sall.intry, “ Of ail Honxei's 
hciocs, tlicy would piobubly have cholen 
the c!).<ia6icr uf D/07A'C(/lad, and at the 
fall (i Bultnira they doubtlefs would 
have wept ixi the tram of Zenabia." - 
He ohieivcd, that the gitatgrcmnds of 
the Charge wiie unjiiltiiiabie demands cf 
nioney fidin el eyi Sing, lor three fuc- 
cellive yi-ais, lor tne public icrvice, the 
aiulluf Ciityi Sing, aini his expullion 
situ the mr.llacie 01 tl.e Biitilli Troops. 
Thel’c nie.ilures were Hated by the Com- 
mo.ns to he high crimes, and the Mana- 
gtis had endcaviniicd to convince their 
I.urddxips that tiny tlelerved to be Co 
denominated. “ 1 01 hid it, (added My. 
Dallas) the; honour of Mi'> fallings I 

Put 
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but forbid it ftill more, the fume and 
gloiy of this country I My Lords, we 
have heard much of British Justice; 
and here, as in her cliolen temple, wc 
h^vc b^en defireil to behohl her, difplay- 
inj( Iier lovelieft form, and plated in 
her molt graceful attitude ; but to me 
Iter form appears more lovely when tui n- 
|ing to the injured \ her attitude molt 
jgraceful, not when flie rifes to fti ike the 
opprejfor, but when Ihe Itoops 'o lailc 
the opprefftiU This Britijb JuJltce, to 
iWhoin our adoration is due, is, no doubt, 
a Being confijlent ’with herjclf. To her 
it can never have been nec*-flary to fug- 
gclV, that the JirJt duty of jultice is to 
redrefs aw'rong; that to punini the au¬ 
thor of that wrong, is the fecond only. 
No doubt, the juflice of this country has 
long 11 lice rtjlored to the man repi'eient- 
ed as an opprejfed and perpeuted Prince, 
the fums which an individual extorted 
from him. No doubt, long fince, lie fits 
upon the throne of his ancelturs, and rules 
his people with recovtred Iway. Not to, 
my Louis: We have been told, that he 
is at this moment a ‘vagabond and ‘wan¬ 
derer , and the laft accounts we have of 
him were, that the Biitilli Kefident at 
the Court of Madajec Scindia refufed to 
appear there if Cheyt Sing wcie pre- 
fent. 

k “ My Lords, when I hear this, can t 
»lp exclaiming. Oh! British Jus riCE ! 
mhj ways arc myjlerious and incompn- 
ibenjihle! No doubt, thou ait, as thy 
worlliippeis reprefent thee, a Being up¬ 
tight and ‘wife\ chafte are thy determi¬ 
nations, viitiions thy decrees-, but thy 
means are imper’vious and infciutable. 
Thy temple is indeed erefted with the 
majejiy of darhtefs ; the I'l^ht fliiues 
not upon thine altar : fiiffei me then 
to depart, nor feek to exploie, what 
I perceive I am not peimitted to tjtnder- 
fand. 

“ Thus much, my Loids, as to the 
fituation cf one of the perfons whole 
treatment is the fiibjeft of the prelent 
C’haige, But as to the other, the Ger- 
tleman now at your Bar—once more let 
me beleceh of you to confider the fort of 
accufalion, and the perfon againli whom 
it is maile. It is a charge of cold and 
(ontri‘ving malice. V,'hat the conduit of 
Mr. Hallings had been up to this period 
Qf time, what (us cunduil \aikjlnce been. 
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and what the eharaSlef which tint cen^ 
duil has obtained for him, is porfeftly 
well known to your Lordihips, and tw 
the world. 

“ At the time when fhefc acts are dated 
to have been done Mr. Hidings was ad» 
vanced t> that perio I ot life, when the 
general cbaraSler .s corresliy 
i'hc fpring is the feal’on of oiomife, but 
in the autumn the tree is known by the 
fruit it his produced. No nun in the de. 
dine of liie becomes inUicioiis for the 
firjl time. It is a taint that is lodged ii 
the heart, ii mixes with the blood. Ic 
l>ervadcs the great mafs of conduCf, and 
gives more or Ay} a tiftgeto every aiiion. 
Tins character of any man is but the re¬ 
full of obi'civation upon the wlote of hisj 
conJiit. What then is the charailer of 
Mr. Hiftings? — But, iny Lords, here £ 
Itop. I will not <lo iujiidice to the elo¬ 
quent and foiciblc nuumer in wiiich my 
learned friend who oik:.u \1 the Defence 
has already treated this liibjeil; I will 
only lay, that it is elmolt .m enviable lot 
to be aecufed, when ihe of acenik- 
tion is, to gather round him cveiy man of 
viitue and Icnlibility, who has ever had 
occafion to know him either in public oc 
private life, to waOi out with tiieir tears 
the llalns which his aceubrs have cad 
upon his chai :;£ter. It is a glorious fitu- 
aiion, my Loid=, to be ciiargctl as the 
opprejfor of fuffering nations, and in the 
very courle ot the iiiijuiry into that charge, 
to have thofe nations prefling forward to 
your Bar, not to accufe, but lo applaud; 
nor to claim his condemnation, but to dc- 
maiui his acquittal. 

“ Thefe are circuindances which, upon 
fuch an occafion, it is ip’pdTible not to 
feel, and to exprefs. But let it not be 
thought that I iiiea.i to uly upon the cha- 
ratJer of Mr. HalHngs i'or liis defence 
againji any part cj his aicujation, or to 
luppolL his conduct of a nature, that hii 
geneiMl chsradler mult be called in to ex¬ 
plain it. That would he to offer bin 
from this fide of the Houle a Jiill man 
cruel infult that any he has experiencct 
even from the othei. On thefe two grea 
fupports refts his Defence, his own condudi 
anti your honour. 

The Court immediately adjourned, anc 
fixed the further proceedings in the Tria 
to ihe Second Tuclilay in the next Seffion 
of Parliament. 


TH! 



[ 3 « ] 


PART 


VI. 


' 793 -. 

EINO THE 


SIXTH SESSION (OR YEAR) OF THE TRlALi 

|i^HE Piirliament nfTembled again, un- extortion. For_ a fupply of i6 Iack|| 
(•* e*pe£lcdJy,on Thursday, Decembea given to the Nabob, Ihe had demanded 

On the day fixed for the cemmence* and received Ajagbire of four lacks pei^ 

ment of the Trial, liowever, purfiunt to annum \-~x\\z\. was to fay, a limited fe-ll 
;heir former adjournment, their Lord ihips* eurity amounting to nea^ fx yearM 
farther adjourned their proceedings till piirchafe in perpetuity! This was anl 
THURSDAy, January 8, 1793, on which infiance of extortion, which, perhaps,! 
day a Meflage was lent to the Commons, ths inventive genius of European uriiryi 

announcingtiiat they would proceedonthe might have equalled, but could notl 

Trial on Thursday, February 14., have exceeded. I 

when their Lordmips again difehargej On another oceafion, the Begum in* 
their former Older, and upon tlie motion of granting a fupply to the immediate ne> 
Lord Chedworth ordered, that the Houle ceiltties of her fen, had compelled him 
fliould proceed on the Trial on to take feme damaged mvllins, and 

Friday, February 15. ‘I'Jf ‘o’"- ^Jhia 

tranfaciivn brought Englifh and Afiatic 

NiHETY-PlRrHDAV. manners to a near approach indeed. It 

At half after one the Peers, to the num* was the exa6l counterpait to the feene 
ber of twenty-fix, came in prccefllon ; in the Miler, where the father, being 
and Mr. Haitings being called to the bar ignorant who was the borrower, infills 
with the iijual formalities, Mr. Lawopened that, as a part of the fum to be lent, a 
b)S de.er.ee to ihc itcond Charge of Im- ceitain parcel of moth-eaten luiniture 
EKacliment, relating to the Munny and lhall be included- _ 

Biiow Begums of OiiJr. After r very From this the Counfel pafiTed JB 
affefliiig introLluflion, in which he Hated comment on the right of the Begum S 
tlut the fituation of his op))iefled client the trealures contained in the Zenanaha 
.was fitch as, he bflicvtd, 110 human being of which he contended that a very fmalll 
in a civilized nation hr.d ever before expe> part indeed was to be regarded as her] 
rienced, and which he hoped, for the private property ! 

honour of human iiatuie, no perfon would He then continued the line ofhis defence { 
rt'rr experience, Mr. Law tntered in a direft parallel with that deliveied in I 
into the Hiftoiy ot liir.doft'in, front the before the Lords November x 3 , 1787, 
-Pllablillimenf of the Mahoineian religion illnftraied by a quantity of very learned 
in that country under tlic reign ot C.tnte- references to Grotlns and to Vjttel upon! 
ntir (Mahomet IV.), to flicw, that neither the nature of Tieaiies, and that of g«a-I 
.by the laws of defeent, nor by any other ranties upon oath ; which lad ohligatioii, ^ 
law extliing in India, could the mother or iiowever tn commonfenfc it might fuperadd 
3:hc w.duw of Suiajah til Dowlarltim the aiiy guilt upon viol.iiion, in the eye of/aw 
vail lums of money dcpofitcd in their wipol'ed no additional validity or inviuU- 
hands, and hoarded up in tlie Ztnanah, mlity. 

'in any other view than as Trulttes to the He fully denied the affitmption of any 
^abob, and his fen the prefeiit Afoph til new powers by Mr. Hallings when he had 
Powlah, The claims of the Company determined upon vifiting the dominions of 
upon the prefettt Nabob for a^lual Icr* th" Nabob Vizier, and alio any extra- 
yices pejtott.’.cd, wetc theiefoie one from ordinary authority delegated to Mr. 
the Bfgnms, and of courle ought to be Middleton } and threw out feme infinya- 
paid by them. tlons up n the coinlii^l of Mr. Fiancis 

His argument went to fltew, jhit this .tor endciivouiiug to we.iken by oppofition 
Piincefs, who was Hated to have been at the Cran.cii ili.tt influence which the 
(he vi£tini oi bik'in rapine, I'.noiigh petti of the nines made it expedicntlor the 
|he‘agency of her Iwii, wl<t., in iatt, G.ivcmor-Geiteial to pwflVfs. 
berii-'i guft-y fculeti ufiiiy aiid Mr* Law (hen advened to the rrnr/afa 

’ * 
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tormina heaped fo unmercifully upon mcnted with great forces he aflced, ifthatf 
Mr. Hidings. If the clothing of tlie ' was which all India knew 
Naboo'sarmywasdefeflivehewasaccufed; . * • 


he was guilty of the clothier's negleft. 
A ^ Governor-General over a mighty 
Empire was criminal if he did not defcend 
to ail the little trivial detail of trade ‘and 
contrail; nay, in the Seventeenth Article 
he remembered an allegation in which 
Mr. Uadings was pioi'ecuted for not 


to be true? which this country, to it« 
coft, knew to be true—fmce Ihe had ex¬ 
pended above a hundred millions in it, 
and. loft half her foreign dominions—in 
which, in India alone <he was Aiccefsful 
under Mr. Hattings i In like manner he 
was accufed on this Article of taking from j 
the Begum five hundred and fifty tboufandl 


iiaving provided a furgeon to cute Nabob pounds, in order to pay a pretended debt\ 
■ ■ due from the Vizier to the Compaoy»| 

Could fuch a charge be endured for al 


Behadre's wound. 

I prhisjs by no means a fair ftatement 


f«—The Charge affirms, that the Nabob 
was without food—had been wounded by 
an affalfin, who had murdered his aunt in 
O ude { and the obje£f of the Charge is, that 
the unhappy brother of the Nabob had 
not a daum (money) to pay the furgeon, 
who attended him tor the love of God 
alone. ] 

A little before five o'clock the Court 
adjourned * to 

Tuesday, February 19. 
Ninety-Sixth Day. 

Mr. Law proceeded in his opening of 
the defence on the Begum Article; and 
in very forcible language, and with his 
matter admirably arranged, went through 
the remainder ot the Article. 

He pointed out, that in almoft every 
^ inllance the Charges were refuted by the 
Evidence called by the Managers them- 
H^ves, and particularly alluded to the 
Injiillifiable means reforted to by the 
Bdanagers in examining their witneues. 
f He commented with fome feveiity on 
^ the evidence of Mr. Edwards. This gen¬ 
tleman had been in India from the 
year 1776 to 1783. In this i.iterva] there 
occurred two fevcrcdroughtY^yei this gen¬ 
tleman pafled Ms time in fi^ a ftate of 
incurious nt/cience," that he was 
completely ignorant of both, though each 
hud aAually canted a famii^e. 

Amidft an infinite variety of matter 
highly interelling to Mr. Haftings to havj 
explained to the Court, he ftated fonie tha 
came home to the feelings and commoi 
fenle of every man in England. In thi 
Benares Article it had been ftated by the 
Houfe of Commons, that Mr. Haftings 
dill certain a£ts under the pretence of a war. 
On fo wild an allegation Mr. Law com- 
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moment t Was it a pretended debt E ’ 
Wliy then had not the Houfe of Common# 
ordered it to be paid back again years and 
years ago ? But the fa£l was, tliatit was a. 
real, a free, and a juft debt j acknowledged 
to be lb by all parties, and paid as fuch. 
But it were an endlefs talk to enumeruto 
all the abfurd and contradiftory accufa- 
tions that had been preferred againft Mr. 
Haftings. Some years ago, on a very 
memorable occafion, it was admitted tint 
this was a free debt } but the recovery of 
it was ftated to be implfible 5 and a great 
leading charaffer (Mr. Fox) ftiuck it out 
of the public accounts as defperatc. Hence 
the perfecuted fituation to v/hich his client 
had fo long been fubjeft. He had faifificd 
every prediilion of his enemies as to India. 
He had preferved it in war ; he had left it 
in peace; be had improved its refources 3 
he had proved that thole who pietended to 
Ibme knowledge of that country knew 
nothing about it. Thefe weie ciimes not 
to be forgiven : he had lalJen a viffim and 
a martyr to the zeal, ability, and fuccefS' 
with which he had ferved his coiiotiy. 

In the courfe of his fjieech, Mr. Law 
thiew out an infiniiation, that the Mnna- 
gws had read one tieaty in the place of 
another. The learned Counfel -faid it 
would be termed legerdemain in him, but 
in them it of couife could not receive lb 
harlli an epithet. 

The 111 ongeft point of the Charge, which 

f oes dire6lly to the affirmation of the 
eepeft cruelty and tymnnical apathy in 
Mr. Hastings, was very ably refuted, 
and with a feeling and energy that befpbke 
the learned Counfel's own convibliun ol 
the falfity of fuch accufaiion. In the 
Charge, Mr, Haftings, having heard of 


* It was impolllble to view the Court without ftrong fentiments of r^rer, for the ha- 
vock which time has made amonglt the members of it fince this Begum Article was opened 
in 1788. At that time one hundr^ and eighty-fix Peers were piefent 1 On this day, from 
twenty-two to twenty-eight—one hundred and twenty-one changes in the Peerage, fince the 
year 1788, having taking place. 

Lsan LoooiiBORovGH (thenew Chancellor in the room of Loan TxvRLOvr,whohad 
religncd the Seals during the preceding Vacation in 1792) prefided of courfe. 
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the (.UftrrflVs by I'lie unhappy wo¬ 

men in the Kliouul Mhal> is (tated to iiave 
writttu “ that the I'everitics had btsn iuitly 

inflia-d.” 

" W-rshc,“ fain Mr. Law,” (b dead to 
every feeling < I Humanity, of julhee, und 
■ of Mercy, as to ey.nit in the li.fftrings of 
thole, wiiole inni.cencf, vwliolc I'ex, and 
4 whole Condition t,.il>adetlieni at once to be 
'iobjt.as of fi.a;igtT and of lelentment, I 
^jflioiild have no argument to urge in his 
'behalf—-niy Client would be the inoft 
'^ab.andoned Jcinon in a human fhape, and 
3 ie fbouiJ luvei, he knew, be expei\ed to 
trile in his vindication. But the whole 
was wiihinit a (hadow of ti uih. By refer¬ 
ence to the Letter in which thefe I'cveiines 
aif approved, ii would be feen that the ap- 
probation was applied to a c'.rcumllance not 
tiappeningunlil ^urfeeumontusaftei wards 
—that which was approved being limply 
the compuilbry meafme to quell the rebil- 
Jion of the Bi-gum.” 

Toucliing the not having communicated 
th's rebellion to Mr. Wheeler, Mr. Lawex- 
culed it on this ground, tharfuch communi¬ 
cations would have been inteicepted by the 
arts of the piime mover of the rebellion, 
Cheyt Singj and Mr. H.d'tings's letters are 
eonfequeutly extremely fliort, all referring 
to an ultimate explanation, at leillire, of the 
whole ti'.'inla^tion, which accordingly is to 
be found in the appendix. 

As to the throwing the Miiiillcis at 
Fyzahad into piilon, anu ioadirg tin in 
with irons, ^Ir. Law lemarked, that nl- 
though to an Englilbm.-.n a g iol founded 
always ungrattfu', .and the vu;. term fet¬ 
ters liiTift be ri’pnlfivc to hieinen, yet h 
was nectlTary to be tolii, that the E'liop. 'ii 
notion of them was not liere to be appn^d. 
Their prilon w'i>apiiace, and ihej had 
forty attendants, ^iay, u’^on tiie roin- 

f daint of one of ti em, who tound thib pa- 
ace too linali amt mcumnioilioiis for the 
Afutic luxuiy to V. hlih he had been bred, 
they were retticvid to ime or the fiiicft in 
all F ) zab.ad. 'I'lu ( ; .mfel c hefe to rrfe 
to S.ivage the poet, who woic fi.t;ci> of 
tfwenty pom’ds v e ght, while tliofc ci 
Miiiiiteisot Oiidr were butott-nopcunu.i 
wcigiit. To iti'.'w th’t the ci lfi in of frt- 
tei ing was not obnoxious peculiarly to di jir 
local prejiu'.ices and culioiiis, lie Itaied an 
infiaiicu of a Banker being lett'-red for 


feverity exercifed upon the accomplices irt 
treachery and reiiellion. 

Mr. Law deplored feelingly the wanton 
and ungrounded afl'ertions .jf this kind in 
aggi avuilon of a maU of accnfatioivi which 
Had fallen during five yens upon the head 
of the Gentleman before tMeir Lordihips — 
How w.is ha to i epel fucli calumnies that 
were intended certainly I fliould fay if 
alluding to any other perlons”) to finlc him 
forevei } 

“ It there be any of your Lonlfliips 
who lliall demand, why any legal invcfli- 
gaiion of ibis rebellion diil not take place, 
and defile me to give you the afiidavits of 
our Law, I have them nut to protlticc—• 
I h.ave no record, no parchment that fhall 
explicitly (fate the crime of which the 
Begti'Tib we affirm were guilty. In addi¬ 
tion to tiic affidavits taken by Sir JClijah 
Impf y, Ml. Hartings rooX but trree ; they 
were thofe of his olfierrs, uuder whole 
very cogiiizance the events were palling, 
events foperfcrtly matter of notorieiy, that 
in India no whiljier of a doubt as to their 
exilteiice had ever- been heard. 

“ Phiced there in the molt alarming 
crifis of our tatc, it became :v'ir. Halfings 
to let his condui^f be equalLy remote from 
tyi.iiii.ous ll-veiity and impolitic mildnefs 
and modera!;on—We mult feel the necef- 
lity that the controul of Govn nmem ihould 
be firm .and pionipt when Rebellion me¬ 
naced its power—its forbearance to pimi^ 
was vriiiinwl negleft, iis mildnefs and hul 
mamty were poliiic il ruin. We had feen' 
lately il.e dieadful rel'ult of a fyllem of 
Gove; nine.t marked only by conceflion 
and l>y mcicy—the leins of Power muft 
be giaiped by deciiive and iinfhrinkino- 
Jiilbce. 

“ Suen, I trull, will be found to have 
been the condnCr of the Gentleman befbie 
you. Leaving Ills motives and his con- 
diiTtoihe JenitinyofihisHigh rribunal, 

I I cano ! f.y for him, that upon the wif- 
tloiM 1 the honour of your Loidiliips’ 
'le Inm.hiy rcpoies with leciirity of con- 
tidi.iice.”—The Court then adjuuined. 


Ninety-seventh Day. 
Wednesday, February so. 

The whole of tins day was conCumed in 
reading IcUcis and minutes of Council 
the Begum charge, and in dir. 
debt limply, although G(.pal DoF and ilie putes betwien the Managers and Mr. 
Brttifh SeLiicine-.t .i..d i flertd to DC l.is H-diings s Counlel, whether the whole of 

:iiui \\t* VV.4^ Kon* sUa ivuvai* tfsx _... .1 . I . 





(bould 
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filovilJ be entereil as c*iJence. Mr. Slic- 
n^liin, Mr. I'ox, an-' Mr. JJmke, were the 
Min-i^Xcrs that Cvontcinled fji this point. 

The Couit .uliunrnc'.l to 
TvesoAX, Feb. zG. 

Nin£1 y-Eioiii h L>Ay. 

Mr. Law ealleil Cnpt. John Gordon to 
give his tvl>lence iipy t the JJeuuni Charge. 
This gentleman is the only fnrviving of¬ 
ficer whoie pcMbnal kiif.wJeJge goes to the 
^)ioof ot the Begum's rebellion. 

He gave a cleat and vciy mateiial evi¬ 
dence, to piove the attack he h. .d ir.vt with 
in his ni nch ; and the torces \ol-,icb, when 
ho vvouiil have ciolf.-d tlic N iil.di into the 
Begum's tenitoiy, he fount! drawn up to 
uppofe his menenger, li>me ofwhom tliirat- 
ened to fire at him, if upon an elephant iic 
/hotild perfih in croifing the i ivti. Tiie 
Nullah IS about too yaids over—irwas by 
no means diiHcult to he .1 ami fee what 
Was doing aciois. 

Upon inecrtils-ex imina'ion, vshich was 
extremely tedious, and inieifi-cted witli 
rometiincs indecent alp-riiies and ebulli¬ 
tions oiperfonal Ipieen, C.ipt. Goidon (aid, 
they weie the lame tioops on \.\wotke>' li ic 
ot the Nuliah as h.vl atiarked him on his 
march ihi". fide. Upon which Mr. Bnike 
piocecded to demand vti v acutely aiccon- 
c.icin.'iU t.f tliis vihnjuity—.md fuiiiii-r, 
■how the w Mitels coni i luppol'c fuch attack 
'(US he met w.ih in liis iiurrh, to come 
IIom the diieciion of the Begum rather 
th in the Nabob, as he was then m the^flr- 
//cu/.7rjiiri{iiiciioiu>f ibat Paramount Sovc- 
re gn, and nor upon the holden Territoiy 
gf the Begum ? 

Ami ag-in, the witnefs hiving fald, 
tbit upon his ciolling, but a Je-iu of the 
troopi lein lined, ana the iclt Had Hcd and 
difpeifed, Mr. Burke demanded liowtlieic 
N-diilis had pofrtiTe i tlie boldnel's to attack 
him when he was in toi mldable force, and 
in a panic lly fiom him when in a feeble 
way he advanced w.th infciioj nmnbcis? 

He aikeJ wh, dici leinibui fcmciit liadt 
hot been uiuained of his iejs, real or pre^ 
tended ? The anlwer was, “ from th^ 
Nabob, through Mr. Middleton.” The 
witnefs withdi ew tlieNabv.b, and laid fim- 

a “ from Aiiddl. ton.” This was keeidy 
ioweii up, by Mi.Buiku’s defiling to 
know, if the witiui-, was fiire that the 
Nabob had not been compelled to pay fur 
the wrongs done, as he laid, by aider of 
the Beg mil ? 

About four o’clock, Mr. Buike faiJ 
that he h.id fitiiflied wiili Captain Cordon 
for the prefeiii, but that he would call him 
again on the next day that the Court met. 
Mr, Law intlantly avole, and faid he 
claimed as a rights what the htwt gf hta 
Part VI. 
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country entitled him ^ exl)c^l, that the 
Manageis tiicn cu.f, exami¬ 

nation before they called another whuef;. 

Mr. Burke, Mr. Adam, and Mr. Tay. 
lor, oppofed liii•. Mr. Law, confiding in 
the jultice ©f his objection, pei filled, but 
without further h fs of time, by urging ar¬ 
guments in ftipport of an indelible iruth. 
The Cliancelkr faid, that if the Counlel 
pel lifted, they h id a right to do lb, but 
that the Managers nfight confume the re-, 
maining time of the Court by qucllions, 
and lo h.ive the pr.vilege ol purrnmg tiieir 
ci\ifs-ex unination oa die next day. 

LTpoii this Lord Sianhope aroie, and 
expitlied his luipiiie at what had tailcn 
fi oni the learned Lord; adding, that ha 
could not fufpeA the Managers to be ca¬ 
pable ot in Icandalous a proceeding, as lo 
alk frivolous queftions foi the fake of con- 
tiiuimg an examir.r.tion to the fo'lowiiigday. 

Ivl,. Buike, niitundtrilandiiig what was 
laid, ,ccincJ Li.ivl Stanhope of attacking 
the Commens^hy pronouncingilitii condtift 
lu be J'candatous. Lord Stiuinope itplici, 
by le-ilatnig wiiat li? had I'ai.i. 

i\li. Bill kc and Mr. Adam began to 
re-.argiie the point; but the Lords, fwitb 
one •'voice^ defined them to go on, which 
they did, and nnilhed witli Captain Gor¬ 
don. 

Cajitain 'Williams was then called up, 
and as his examination w.is likely to be 
long, the Court adjourned at five o’clock 
until 

Wednesday, Feb. ay. 

Ninety-Ninth Day. 

C3pt?in W.lhams was called again 
to till. B ir, and th*e Couiifelwere pioceed- 
ing with all pofTibl: di'patch in his exami¬ 
nation, when fiilt Mr. Burke, and next 
Mi . Slieridan, made obfervatioiis as to the 
re-hearing cf his evidence.—They aigutd 
and argued on the fubjecl, until the Ciiaii- 
cellor at lalt obi'erved, that they had betler 
permit the Coumel to proceed,—Thty 
took his Lordlhip’s advice fur a tew mi¬ 
nutes, and then again iiiieriupted, and be¬ 
gan an examination of their own.— 
borne progrefs was ma>ie, and Cap ain 
Williams gave clear and pointed anlweis 
to fuch queiltons as were put to him by 
the Cuuni'el,the Manager", and the Lords. 
—The fubltaiics of his evidence went to 
prove the lioitile abls of the Begum. Mr. 
Sheridan, contiaiy to all former practice, 
broke in upon the examination in chief: 
Objections were made, and the day neai ly 
I'pent, when Mr. Hiltings prayed theaf- 
teiitiun oTilieir Lotdlhips for a (hcritime. 
He faid, it was with psin, with anxiety, 
but wiih the utmoft deference, that fie 
claimed tg be indulged in a ^— 
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ble rtqueft he had to make; which re- met the unlverfal approbation of the Coun-J 
queft was, that their LorcKhips would, try * j ail thele hopes were now vantfhed, 
in their great wii'dom, put as I'peedy a and he threw himielf upon their Lordfhips, 
termination to this fevere and tedious of whom lie never had thought or fpokeit 
trial as the nature of the cale would admit, but with the utnioft l erpefl; and confidence. 

He underftood from report, that this The Manager on his left hand (Mr. 
was to be the lad day he Ihould have an Burke) had faid, that he had a Right to 
opportunity of continuing his defence defire their Lordfhips to adjourn whenever 
until the retuin of the J udges from he pleafed. Mr. Haftings faid, that he 
.their different Circuits. This was a cir- claimed the privilege of a Britifh fubje^l:,. 
cumflance mod peculiarly hard indeed, which was, that he fhould be intitled to 
He had now been five years on his Trial every privilege claimed by his Prolecutors, 
before ilie Court, and, he might fay, and he liad a right to expe£f judgment on 
eight years on his defence, and on the a criminal caufe without delay. That 
charges againd him, fince he was fiid there had laecn great and ndtoiious delays 
acculed by the Houle of Commons. It was well known, but in no moment of 
was a fpace not to be found in tlie annals vexation or impatience had he imputed 
of hidory, for any court of judicature to thofe delays to their Lordfhips. 
fit on the trialot one individual. He would explain to their Lordfhips 

He requetted their Lordfhips to con- why he was i'o anxious to finifh this Charge, 
fider the heavy expence he experienced The Gentleman now under examination, 
on this occafion, and particularly that Captain Williams, had attended year 
which attended his wiliufTcs, many of after year for five years. He came from 
whom were brought over from India, South Wales, and if his evidence fliould 
and detained heie from their naiural be only half finifhed, he murt again relui n 
bufinefs and their rei’peflive families, in April, or be detained from his family tin* 
They waited, not as ordinary witnefles til that time. Another gentleman. Captain 
do, day after day, but ye:.r after year, in Shuldham, came from Exeter; a third, 
hopes of being examined; but i'ach was Major Lumfdaine, from the North of Scot- 
the tedious procel's of the bnlinels, that land. Mr. Haftings faid, it would be 
in. order to prevent their property from cruel indeed if he fhould be under tl*e 
going to ruin, maiiv were obliged to re- neceflity of detaining thofe gentlemen 1017 
turn; and on otheis i he hand of death had folongatime. Another Officer, Colonel 
feized, and irrevocably c.dled away that Duff, whofe love of jutt'ce led him to give 
tellimony which would have been of the evidence on the part of Mr. Haftings. was 
moft eflential fervice to his defence. in England, and in that Hall in xhafecond 

He wifhed not to prels tor more than y^/iroftheTiial. He had returned to India, 
what was common juftice—what were the and had ferved the whole war, in high 
rights of a Britifh fubjeft according to the command under Lord Cornwallis. He 
Conftitutional Laws of his countryj and was vet y lately arrived in England, having 
thtrefoie bis prayer was, that the Trial left India in profound peace; but a 
might continue, without any long adjourn- war having broke out. Colonel Duff had 
Rient, as fuited their Lordfhips conveni- againoffeied his fervices, and what right, 
ence, until at leaft the prelent witncls had faid Mr. Haftings, “have / toexpeA that 
finiflied his teftimony. “ Colonel Duff will neglefthisduiy on my 

He had entertained a hops of its being ‘‘account ?” Anoihercircumftancehad onr 
the univeir.il wifh to bring the Tiial to a ly come to his knowledgeyefterdayMr. 
dole in this Seflion. By a cloie, he meant John Pcndrice Seoit, of Tandy,whofe name 
a cunclulion of tine procelo on both lidcs, had been fo often mentioned, was on the 
and the judgment of the Court. To any point of leaving Ireland, lobe a witnefsin 
other he never woiiid conlcnt, and there- this caufe, and died jnft as he was about to 
f.re it was tliat he was anxious for a leave his own houfe. “ And what right,’' 
jwlgment, whilp he had a chance for faid Mr. Haftings, “ have I to fuppoie, 
living until it fhould take place. “ after fo many examples of mortality be- 

Mr. Hafiir.gs next mentioned tlie fteps “ foie my eyes, both in the Court and 
he had taken to get an attendance—his *« the wiineffes, that my life wiU laft for fo 
Pettition to his Majefty; and he profefled “ many years to come i I had a hope, 
that he had hopes from what was lately “ fromtheunanimous wifhexprefTcdbytlic 
done in the Houle of Commons, which “ Houle of Commons for a period being 

* TS'® **^“‘*®* ^ 3 motion made on Feb. 11 by Major Maitland for appointing a Com- 
hell means of expediting the Trial of Mr, Haftings, and which was 
Mgwivto, and a Cominitcee appointed- 

** .Diat 
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** put to this Trial, and from what I knvw 
to be the fenfe of the Publick, that no 
, ** further delays would take place. Thofe 
** hopes are now vaniflied, fince it has 
** pi'ocqpded more Jlonjoty from the time 
that uoanmeuswiOiv/ds expreflfed, than 
** it had done at any former period. What 
** 1 therefore pray and iatreat of your 
** Lordfliips is, that you would be piealed 
y*' to lit until this Charge is hnilhed, and 
after the Circuits, day by day, until 
** judgment lhall be pronounced." 

Mr. Burke declared, that it was the 
Commons' willt to expedite the Trial as 
much as that of Mr. Haftings. 

Mr. Sheridan got up to Ipeak, when an 
adjournment was moved, and the Lords 
determined to meet on 

Thursday, Feb. sS. 

Ons Hundredth Day. 

This day was productive of extra¬ 
ordinary events. The Lords affembled 
at twelve; but there was no Uuuie of 
Commons . Aftei fome time the Mana¬ 
gers attended, and then Captain Williams 
was called to the bar, and examined at 
gieat length by Mr. Burke. The Loids 
retired at twenty minutes pall two, to re¬ 
ceive his Majelly, and at four o'clock rc- 
turne l to the Hall, when the crols-exa¬ 
mination of Capt. Williams was renewed. 
^The only interelling part was that of the 
'treatment of Rajah Muitapha Cawii, exe¬ 
cuted by the orders of Col. Hannay, whole 
death is Hated to have been an ottenlible 
caufe of Ajut Sing's Rebellion. 

Capt, Williams, when alked to this point, 
replicvl, titat he thought it unlikely Ajut 
Sing Utould fay, ** 'J. hey have murdered 
our Rajah, and therefore I will be re- 
“ venged;" and for this reafon, that he 
himfelf was a Hindoo of a high and moll 
ancient call, and Mullapha Cawn a Miif- 
fulinan Rajah, refiding with his banduli 
in a forell, above an hundred miles from 
Ajut Sing's dominions. 

Mr. Burke then begged the attention of 
their LordHiips to a few ^uellions from a 
Bi other Manager. 

I Mr. Sheridan rofe—Hefaid, he regretted 
tliat the quetlions he had to put, horn tlie 
nature of the examination, could not be 
few. He was yelterdayi when the Lords 
rofe, about to make a propolition to the 
Couniel, after the gentleman at the bar 
Jiad made the ipecch to which Mr. Burke 
replied s—-an honourable Vifeount, how.- 


ever, while he was fpeaking, had, not fee¬ 
ing that he was addrelling their Loidftiips, 
moved to adjourn. —^Any difrefpeCl could 
not be intended individually or generally 
(the Noble Lord laid, here, ** No, certainly 
not'") } the Managers were always refpefl- 
fully attentive to their Lordlliips, and had 
tl^mfelves a right to the attention and re- 
fpeCl of every Noble Peer. “ But,'* laid 
Mr. Sheridan, “ peculiarly intcreHed in 
** the ellablilhment of this Charge, 1 felt 
in a Arong degree the forpe of the re- 
marks urged yeAerday at your bar, 
relative to delays, the blame of which 
reds here and eliewliere—if blame be 
" imputable.—But Aanding here, as I do 
“ froi connndion and duty, to arraign 
“ the gentleman at your bar,' I am in- 
** dined to make a propofition calculated 
to lave the time of all parties. 

“ It will be remembered, that in the 
“ courfe of ycAcrJay’s examination in 
** chief, I dated that not an iota of the 
“ tedimony ot the witnefs could be re- 
“ ceivcd as evidence, being all of the na- 
• ‘ 1 lire of bearfay and That there 

“ was a link of the chain wanting, to 
“ make it fit and proper evidence— 
“ namely, the proof that fuch rumours 
had reached Mr. Hadings, and had be- 
“ come the grounds of his ailion.”— 
This link, he underliood, was to be fup- 
plied by tlie learned Counfel, who he 
imagined by inference wiAted their Lord- 
fhips to believe, that the interview which 
took place at Chunar between Mr« 
Hadings and Colonel Hannay, had pro¬ 
duced thole communications from the 
Colonel to the Governor General, that 
he had himfelf received from the lepoits 
of the countiy. If this had been meant, 
the Managers were prepared to prove the 
What he badtopropole, there¬ 
fore, was, that the learned Couni'cl ihould 
praduce this link, as a mode of avoiding 
the wade of time, in examination quite 
irrelevant, and which could not be received 
as evidence on either lide. 

Mr. Plumer contended that it was evi¬ 
dence, inafmuch as fuch reports being tlie 
res gefiec of a country, afforded a fair pre- 
llimption, that, circuitoudy or direilly, 
they came finally to the ears of the Go¬ 
vernor General. Mr. Plumer, Itieeringjy, 
remarked upon the implied cenlure of the 
Honourable Manager upon jMr. Burke's 
cruis-examination. 


* Mr.. Burke afterwards intheHoufe of Cooimons mentioned this circumftance to have 
arifen from the Loids iiaving affembled earlier than ufual, without haying lent word to the 
t Commons; the confequeDce of which was, that there was no Hoiife at the proper time; 
and that the Managers under thefe circumdances bad felt it neceffary to go into the Hall 
without a Houfe having been previoufly formed. Mr. Pitt moved, that the Houfe approved 
Jfbeir oondu^, which was agreed can, ^ 
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Mr. Sheridan that the learned 

Counfel, l»e faw, fiiifted thtir m<nind of 
yeltercl '.v—and iince thev meant to htil<i 
fuch tiUiinonv ff'*' evidence, it 

W4S fair toi llic Maiiaijc! alli’dtd to, to 
icb.itc it by. if th‘;y would, irrtlevnncy 
iimilai to (heir own.—Ot tin* compeicnry 
of either to avldnc. J'-ich evidence, it se- 
tiiained for their I.-adihip^ lo decide. 

Mr. Pliiiiie;- hcie iend icom iome former 
piocc,diiu,s, iaIilic the Mtn.'j’eis li.td .ii- 
gntd the accept:' I'ce of rumours and reports 
asetidenci on their part, having leach.d 
the uiis of the defendant. 

I'he Loid Chancellor remarked, that he 
had i.tid doAii this rule—“ That heie 
“ rhete wss a diftinft propofition made 
“ by theMmagers to the Counfcl, for 
‘ ‘ their acceptance or reieftioii—They had 
rtiefled it-—the crof!.-ex.im;nttion, 

** theiefore,'nuft goon,—I'o interrupt the 
pioceedingsi by a debate upon a matter 
“ then noqiiellion, was indecent and ille- 
“ pillar.—It they would not rtC, ive Ins 
** rule, he mu ft look to the Houie tav/up- 
“ port." 

Til > checked the Uvliv of retort; and. 
Mr. Slvriaan fain g he th-mild crch-.exa¬ 
mine Capt. Willi.iiT.s to-nioriow, ihtir 
Loidftiips adjoin Tifd t'> 

Fbidav, Match I. 

One HuxpRkD and htR'.TDAV. 

To unde: It na the drilt ot ihe >.videncc- 
given thii day, and to eiuc'di’e li'e rinis- 
cxaminatjor, it will be nc..!.l'l.ir\ Ui ftite 
fume circimirianccs that occui ted in liie lad 
ParJiainenr. 

Amidlt a very large mafs of rn'd!.-!' 
finnved into Aiticics by the i.ite Houfc ..f 
Commons, and ahamlot,,.,! by tlu m, tiicie 
was a charge, that Cf pt. Wiiii. ms, cr 
fcr'.e lotitifti Of.icer, hail L,>t.li.d Ka'ait 
Mudapha Cawn to he put to deruh ; and 
the fame ch tige calls this execution cruci 
and atrocious murder. Captain WilliartiS 
pc’ittoned tlic Hnitfc, either to bring a di- 
j«£l charge againft nim, or to give him 
fome faii-fj6t(cn for fo foul an iivuiy. 
By .111 'u pt SI lo ’he Journals of the fioufi, 
it Will appeal, riiat this Article was voud 
without tilt M'lai'hers having hud an cp- 
portiiniiy of looking into it. Capt'iin 
Williams could oiiuin no fuit of JaMi'- 
fai5tion, and liercpiel’tnttd the vtry picuiiar 
hardfliip of his fiiuatiun in a uiics of Lit¬ 
ters addielTtd to Mr, I'rancs, who had 
taken an active pait in this burincrs. 
Here the matter refted, but Captain Wii- 


atrociaus murder'' of which he ncv-;r had 
heard one wexd. 

To this bulii'.cfs of Muft.apha Cawn 
Mr. Bui ktf examined Cipi on Williams, 
who fliewed all the tagn ncls an vm.ccent 
man could do, to vipi offtlii foil! reproach 
vvhich tlic l.ili Pailiament had calt upon 
liini ; nnd it .j pe.ml \)y his ivii'.,iice, th .t 
vi.en he-rcliii.;', Midoi Luiiifi.i'iie, eaily 
ill 17S1, ill 1! f ci’inni.iiui ot C/orriiiporc,-. 
a mail of the i.amc i.t Miiiii'pha Cawn 
was dsiivcrcd ovli to liii.i :i piilonei, and 
under lenur.ee i,td(...in; ti..n he leci ivtd 
a p.ilitiie oid. r fiom Ills C'jiiv.r..ii’.ding uf- 
ficii, Colonel Hani'a'., to e.ui\ this lin- 
tci cr into extcuiii'ii, wliidi he did; and 
he (tated, that ihe inai. had (01 many ytnis 
been a ftcth.'.ou r aid j it.liei; and that 
in il'C peiiioii, fi '’.ii.n in wl.iih lie vi.is, 
he lound it abloloti Iv lu'Ct'fn y to obey 
them decs whidi he lull luc-.ivid. 

1 iiC wild'. ihiV was expanded by Mr. 
Bmke and Inr. Sheiid',ii in qutftions and 
cioi«-ij-!cltioiis UjUMi this poioi, and rela¬ 
tive to a i'cili 'll lett'r wlvch Capt. Wil- 
Ixiins h.id f, iind riir.enrft li-me papeis. 
'i he piii.cipi.l ohitil w..s to diferedit this 
letui pindiiccd to the Cciirl by thetlluun- 
fei ot Ml. liaftings—The point upon 
V hid) 'he M.iii '^eis gaiiud ground v...s 
tl '■ a' -.,-.. . iinils, ' 

Fi , 1 -- Wli.ii K.ijahs were well atfeiStcd tr.r 
the; rglith Hi ilKiei I itoi icsof ihc Jiegnms ?' 
'J lie .iiilviei v ,i>, one Rdah and a Ranny. 

iS'i ca/ul/y — In the p.irt ot ihc paper which 
mil Ills lilt li ndir.g liown of tile Raj.dis 
not to lend men .afl'dUnce, the c.iieftiun 
wc'-.t to dimend v\ho were the pci ions al¬ 
luded to > Coiiid fii-y be '.hejinejr Rnjal) 
and the Ranny i\!io wm- well atfeclcd lo 
the r.iij'Iith, or tl't. diidiiifK’.l Rai.il,s ? 

Captain Willu.ms upliel, after fome 
lu-ntation, fli.'t n was his cpinion it refer* 
rnl to tlie dijrffeeir.l, ,md noj to tliole in¬ 
clined to tavenr riit Con.p.iny’s c.iiile. 

I-'Ir. Sheiidan, in the courle of tlie 
examinaium, caileJ upon the Karncei 
Cl unit!, til know wliciher they would 
abandon thi,. ji.ij.tr, or it they muirt to tlln- 
bidh ir by any o.hci mode than that of the 
wimets .11 iIk b.ii } 

The Con: lei in I'ficd 'o the Manageis, 
that fi.ch Wii. ibiii ilcliyn. 

At livi o’lloch the Court broke up. 


liamshad tlicpieafme to heat liisMajcfty’s 
Attorney Gcneial exprefs in ihe Houfc his 
^ncere conctni, that he, as a Memoir, 
feauUi appear to call that “ » cruel and 


Rai-vruay, March a. 

0:;i! hu.'.'DRED AND Second Dav. 

"I he bulmels on tin's day commenced 
by the Lord Chanceltor’s dating, that the 
Hoiiie ubferving the unfortunate delays 
which had occuiicd by the Manageis in- 
teruipiing the examination of Mr, 

Haftings'4 
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Haftings’s witncfles, and by obferva- 
tions, had detejfnii’.ed, that in future, un¬ 
til the exdnunation in cliiof wjs lini,hcd 
the tiol's cxaininatiuii lIuuiM iKH beain: 
and ihatno n marks flioiili! he made, wlijcli 
Writ; ill i'msi: nauuv obleivarious on the 
effcil tit evidence. I'he lame rule was to 
loc ol)Il.rvcil by iheDeftn lani's Coiiulel. 

Ml. liiiike made a Ipei'ch in ciiier to 
^.exprels Ins I'ub.iiidion, and ileciau-d, that, 
lb extremely anxious w<ni: ti»e Coiuimms 
for a vciy Ijieedy dole to this a/vz-rerr- 
dented trials th.it if the D-lendant’s Coun- 
lel vvilheil it, and their Lordflnps chole lo to 
determine, they were reatiy to go on du¬ 
ring the cii cnifs ; obfei ving, that the quel- 
lions which may arileinthat inteiv.d, may 
be refcrved for their decilion. 

As (bon aa Mr. Burke fat down, Mr. 
Dad as called [.it.iUenant Shuldh.un, who, 
in reply to the feveral c]ut(lions put lo him, 
(aid, that he had been ten years in Indu.i, 
and returned about two yeai? : that at the 
time ot Cheyt Sing’s iiiiuri cilion he was 
in M^ijor Macpheidbii’s regiment at 
Cawnpoic; that it was then curtci.tly re- 
portcil, and iiniverf.illy believi-il, that the 
Begums wtic holldc to rht Bniilh Go¬ 
vernment, and had alien tied in.lii'iiy aid 
to Clieyt Sing} that he liad not then a 
(liadciw of douht as to the liulh rt Iliolc 
f lejxjits, nor hail lie now ; tli it Iv. n m iin"d 
in India nine yeais alter the event, and 
lie couhi lldily (wear that no one cirrum- 
ftance had come to his knowledge wtiirh 
led him to donbi it, nor w.is it donbud by 
anyone perfon of any del'ci ipiiun m India 
with whom be had ever com cried, and he 
had convened with gieat nnnib' is of na¬ 
tives, as well as his bj other ulhceis, on 
the fubjeiV, That i( any one wi ie alked to 
bring ltri6l Irgal proof of rheixiltcnc';ol a 
deligii (bine time ago to overtuin this 
hapjy Conitifntion, he might not be able 
to <io it, yet the fa.il was of (uch notoiKty, 
that alTcciations had been formed tin ough- 
out the kingdom to tounieract the delign. 
That the battalion to whieli he belonged 
matched fiom Lucknow to Fyzabad, and 
that the Eunuchs Jewar and Bahar Ally 
Cawn were under their chaige } th.it he 
had often (cen and couveiTed with them } 
that iliev were attended by a gie.it num- 
bir of their men fcivants, and fultained no 
hardlhips of any kind, ai.d complained of 
none } that in ordtr to in.lure them to, pay 
the balance of the fum they bad agrrea to 
pay, they had been tor a (hort time in 
irons ; that he was pieient when a (iiiiiii 
was taking the irons fn inoneuf rhem, and 
thi^ they were very little heavier than the 
gold or hlver ornaments which the women 


1 

of th.at country'wear round their ancles. 
He wi® crofs examined by Mr. Buike and 
Mr. Sheridan, and gave his .anfweis in 
the cleireit terms. Mi. Sheridan alked, 
why there fhouid be a necelfiiy for aitnith 
to take off the irons, if they were fo ex¬ 
tremely light > To which hdr. Slnildijim 
neatly replied, that unlcfs they h id been 
livetcd, flight as they were, they would 
the-n(<dvcs nave t.iken them off. 

Ml. Sheiid.in idked if ii was not known 
in India that M’. ii 'flings h.id been snany 
years impeached on this Aiticle? Mr, 
Siiuldham faid, it certainty was univei l.i lly 
known in India. This led Mr. D.illas 
to iific, if the circumllance of oeing im- 
pt-jchtd had hurt the charadier of Mr. 
H iflings ill India ? i'othisMr. S. replied, 
tl’..it wl:eii be Ipoke of Mr. Haliings, he 
Ipoke (It a in.in with wiiom he was not 
}iei( in dly acquainicd } ih.it he (poke from 
no Ibnlc of pcrlbnal favours leceivcd, lince 
none had uten confejieii } that he could 
lay with tlie uim..lt confidence, iheienevtr 
liad li«n a nnu vvliofe chaiafter flood 
higher than that of Mr. Hallings; that as 
Ciovcniui tliere iicvei was a man more able, 
no ■, as a private charafter, more amiable; 
an.i th.'it ihi': was the genetal opirion of 
li' iia, both ainongft the natives and his 
own crunti yinen, and that it was not at all 
lhaken by the Iiiipcachmcnt. 

The next evidence was Colonel Duff. 
This oflicer faid he hid been in India 
nhc lit thirty ye.ars } that he h .d returned 
to England fince the coniniencement of 
this Tiial, flayed a fliort lime, went back, 
commanded the .artilleiy uiuJer Lord 
Coiinvallis in the lite war, and atrived 
t.g iin in England two months ago} that 
he vvas in Tn.ha during tiie infuneftion of 
Cheyt Sing; that the dil'affcdtion and hof. 
tility of the Jieginns was a fadtat that time 
urivtii'.liy be'ieved } that he himl'elf had 
liiLii no doubt of it, nor ha.l one ciicum> 
fl'irce that he had flnee heaid led him to 
doubt it, nor could lie believe any man in 
Iiulbit-vcr did doubt it} that in the years 
lySt and 1781, the Company’s fltuation 
in India was moil dangerous and alaiming, 
nuich mere fo than at any other period be- 
fo.eor lince} that the troops were many 
rnoptlv' in aiieais, and that the moft ftre- 
nuous uxeition.1 were neceffary to piefeive 
Ind'a to Gieat Britain. 

With lefpcft to the Bullock contr.aft, 
Colonel Duff dejMjfed, that it was a Icr- 
vicc on which the fuccefs ot every opera¬ 
tion in war depended ; that good biillocka 
never could be procuicdby an nimiial coii- 
tiaft given to the lowcfl bidder} that 
under Mr. Crofts's contraft, the bullocks 

weie 
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were excellent, the regulations highly pro- 

{ >er, and rigiiily ei?f'oi ccil: that 6,700 bul- 
o. ks were '>y no means >00 latge a num¬ 
ber ; thai To tir tVom one driver being too 
much f/r evuyr two bullocks be tinmght 
tli.ieih'iuld •'■r t'lVa to evsrv three bullocks ; 
that wif’t teg lid to M'. ililtiogs, though 
he had tn 'U^hi Mi. I'l.nliUf'.s nad in liis 
public chiraCter doni him ’*>■’ 1-ivovir, but 
r-ither the comnuy on one occauon, yd 
that cirrumlt nice ihould not prevent him 
fiom doing iiiltice. He lud many ycai s 
ao-a conciiritd wiiii i’ome iiundieds of his 
biother officers in tranimittiiig to Mr. 
Mailings the lehle that the Army enter¬ 
tained of Ills gicat merits and public fer- 
vlces) that,he knew the opinion of India 
to be very highly in favoin of Mr, HalVings, 
end rliiif rotiiing which iiavi Itappeiicd 
during tUis'rrial h.id changed that opinion, 
hut quite the revci fe j that no man (food 
higher in the general eilimation, or had 
pel formed more imporvant lu \ icc? } that 
tUe people ot India, Kuropeans and nati\e>, 
looked upon Mr. Hallirgs to be a veiy 
^reaty atul a very iujureJ man\ .and, 
added Coi, D iff, this ts tuy opintou too. 

In the cron.-rxtmmution, C.olo.i(.l DiifT 
was very poinied M'. Sneiidaii idked 
him, to what mifmai.cgement it was 
owine, that t’ne anny havl ijcen lb much in 
srrenisin 1781 and lySi ? The Colonel 
replied, to no mifinanagcment at all, but 
owing to the \cry large Uims lent by Mr. 
Halting' to liipport the war in tile Carna¬ 
tic, ami on the fvldabai Coall- He was 
Silked, vviien he heard ot tlic ditaff'e^lion 
ot the iJ’. glims ? Hr l<iii, us imin atuer the 
revult rd Cheyt Sing as ihc news could 
arrive—and thatheliad heaid il le,heatedly 
I'lnce, and liad not a fli.ido .. of a doubt m 
his mind on the fobj-rii. in itp.y to Mr. 
Bui ke's qucltions, he laid, th ii die Biiliuck. 
Contrail met the waim appiobatiun ut Sir 
Eyie Cooie, the Coniinamlcj m Chi f m 
India, and of Geneia! Kibbsrt, the Pro- 
'vincial Commander in Chief.. 

Major Lnmf.l.iine w.is next called, and 
gave the I'.inie pointed evidence as to tlie 
e.viilence otilie Btguinaduafftit’rin, which 
lii. laid was a tact univeiially liclievcil in 
jlmL’.i, and never doubted but in ICng- 
jii'.d. lie l.nd, that notl.ii g could be 
in alarming as the Uate ot the Hrniih ism- 
pirc in III. tin .it the dole ut 1781, and in 
ihe hi'l m ii lli' ol 1782 i tiiJt It was liis 
fiiiu opinion the ti^uteiice of 0111 Jiidian 
etomimon depended at ti'.iit time on the life 
a)f Mr. Haitings'; that the aimy with 
whicii he was adiiig was iix and .I'even 
months in Hriears ; that Jieis Confident the 
31 'injb.jnuii have been dilbanded, without 


fore atlillanee, in a very fliort time, thalf 
diilrelTes were arrived at fo great a height; 
and that the brigade under the command 
of Colonel Sir J. Cumnung could not 
move for want ot pay { that in February 
1783, they were relieved by the Vizier 
having paid tlte Company a large fum of 
money, which, as he undeiilood, was a 
part ot his fatbei’s treal'ur^s that he had 
t i^en fioin the Bigum at Fyzabad; that ^ 
without fitch a IcMionabie fupply, the moft 
ruinous effeds would have followed ; that 
be Ind lerved In India until the cioic of 
Mr. Hatiings's a.>lin.ni{tiaiion } that no 
man ever (loud higher in the opinion either 
of the natives 01 or his own countrymen, 
or was muie elleciiitd titiier as a public 
Of a pi ivaic charafter. He faid, Muftaplia 
C.iwii, the man wiiofe de.sth was termed 
by the late Huuic of Commons a crncl 
a d atiMcious mui Jei, whs tent a prifuner 
to him in May 1780, by order of the 
Nabob, and under lentence of death } that 
he received very ilriCl direclions tor the 
guard of his pet ion ; and when he delivered 
over tile command to Capiain Williams 
in 1781, he repoited Mullapha Cawn as a 
pnfuiici (ii.dc'i ic-ntcuee ut death. 

Mr. Bu'ke put a variety ot queliions 
to the witness; as fur intlunce, Who ap¬ 
pointed him ? The Govci nor- General and 
Council.-—Who Colonel Hannay } The 
fame- perfoiis. 

We obl'erve this, hete, becaul'e the 
Cuur.iel attii'ined li not to he a/tfri^—and 
Ml. B'uike tompimncii, t!\ai they were in- 
Uiiiidi.ig the witnei!- by tlvc lemark, 

Cuhuiet H tniray having been dilmifled 
the N-ibab’s I'-.! vicl, and li.e vvitnels having 
l.iM t.'iai tiie Liiglilli Governnient hadun- 
q-ueitioii.ii'ly grc.itinlluencc in the \’izicj’s 
(.Vnut, IMr. Burke- deliicd to know, thi« 

• cirtiiiiiitiince conlldeicd, whether it was 
likely tl.e Kubib would dlliiiiis liiiii vvilh- 
outlo'iie lu-ino'.is cauleot dilplealiirc 

I he witncls knew rii.thiug of c-iufes 
iiioviiig il,t Jvanob to djiniil's liis fervants 
—but Ihuiihi hippole not. However, he 
i.i..ii;ined fiich caiiles mull have ceiled, 
.-'.1. he knew the Nabob had atierwards lo- 
Jicitid the Colonel's re-ap[K>tntment. 

Mr. Burke then dem..iKicd to know 
wV.etlier I’le M.Jor knew any thing ot a 
krfer, wht-tem the Nabob had written, 
liy tolcmn ndjuralion before the Holy- 
Pi ouhet, “ to fly his tc-iiitory, and go to 
tlie C(ini}<any s fctticnieiit, if Colonel 
liuituHy c.in.t- near him V' 

The witnefs never he-nd of it, nor of 
any Iciitib to that etreCI. Mr. Burke 
then vv.ihed to read the letter, and worded 
his quoiiion upon an altumpticii of a falj'e 
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namely, that Hannay was appointed man called. Mr. Dnll^ afked him a v«V 
by Governor-General and Council.— few queitions, and his aniwers conHrmed 
Mr. Burke (hewed that the witnefs had the evidence of many other ref'p'flHble 
fo, and that he was right in refrednng witnelTes, as to the univeiial belief ihat 
the memory of the Major, lince there were obtained in India, of the difaffeftion of the 
memories of fuch a nature as to need the Begums. Mr. Wombwell allb gave a 
produ£lion of the obje£l of interrogation, very clear and weighty evidence as to 
to recall their recolle6lion from oblivion generalities in favour of Mr. it 

—He inllanced the unfortttnate viemory of tended to (hew the provident wililom i f his 
yMs. Middleton, which never recalled any Adminiilration, and the reverential efleein 
thir^ without this proceJs. in which he was holden by the Aiiatic 

The crofs-examination then went upon world, 

Getni Roy’s expulfion by order of Han- In the courfc of his crofs-examination 
nay. Major LumfdJne hinifelfdiove him the Coiiiifel remarked, that Mr. Wonib- 
from his countiy by taking his (ort.—By weil had been latterly ill, and that thereby 
the Cabouliad fettled with him he had his memory had partially lufFeied—fo that 
paid 30,000 rupees rent, which Hannay when he came to bo pitffed by Mr. Burk# 
inllfted (hould be doubled—bis lands being and Mr. Anftriuher as to the tranfa£lions 
worth 90,000—He retnfed alTent, and which weie alleged to have happened when 
fulfered expulfion.—The plundtr of the that Gentleman was at OtiJe, either as 
fort fold for 50I. (lerling, and was given Treafurcr, Accomptant, or Auditor of 
to the widows and ci tldren of the 100 Accounts, he refei red to his documents of 
Sepoys loft in taking that place. Mr. olEce delivered in to the Company for 
Burke then defirtd to know it any pro. particulars with which he could not charge 
vifion had been made for the Zemindar’s his memory, and for which he feemed to 
wife? Aofwer—“No; there was no take unneceflary (hame to himfclf that their 
cattle upon his eftatc to fell, and tlie wife remembrance was no more, 
was fled, I foppole, with hei hu(btnd.”— Mr. Burke demanded of Mr. Womb- 
Wc muft therefore fu|)po(e that the cat- well the amount of the one and a half ocr 
tie were taken with him—for, to produce cent. commKfion upon the receipts of hit 
thrice the value of his lent, he muft have office. He readily anfwered, that he 
whad cattle to labour tlie land. received it only about a year and an half, 

1 Major Lnmidaine, when (peaking to the but it might be 15,000!. in the year, 
character borne by Mr. Baitings in India, The Honourable Manager v> iffied to attain 
(aid that the Natives and Europeans held fome fnppofcd private acceffions to this 
him In veneration, and in as piofound rc- fplendid appointment; but the witnefs 
fpefl as could attend upon any man. candidly affirmed at once that he hael 

Some queitions in the courle of the day nothing to conceal, and that what he 
wci£ put to Colonel Dutf, as to -Ins received was all of it matter of of&cial 
knowledge of pr.fentj received by .Mr, record. 

Haftings.—He was not in his confidence. Of Major Palmer’s lift of Salaries, 
and knew nothing of the matter. Penfions, &c. paid in Oude, Mr. Womb* 

The Court adjourned to well ratified (bine, but was confident the 

Friday, April 12. gieaterpait were not paid by him while lue 

One Hundred and Third Day. was in office there. 

Major Linnl'daine was called up and Mr. Burke kept Mr. Wombwell two 
examined by the Counfel for Mr. Haftings, hours on his crofs-examination as to 
with refpeff to the fituation of the province (alaries or penfions that he had paid to 
of Oude, at the time in 1781 when the Englifh Gentlemen in Oude, from thci 
f Begums were charged to be m a ftatc of Nabob’s Treafury ; queftion (ucceede;! 
rebellion. His evidence went to prove queftion, until the pstiesce of everybumaa 
the affirmative. being prefent appeared to be entirely ex> 

Hiscrofs-examination was finilhed about haufted; many of the Lords (liewed Ifrong 
half paft two, Mr. Burke being the only figns of impatience, and the Archbilhop of 
Manager who alked a queftion; and, to York declared, with a very ftrong and 
men of common conception, theie was not pointed emphafis, that the condu£I of Mr. 
one Angle point on the crofs-examination Burke was illiberal. To this remark no 
which could, under any poifible conftruc- teply was made | and, Mr. Wombwell 
tion, apply to the cafe of Mr. Ha* being difeharged, at half paft five the 
^ings. Court adjourned. Neither Mr. Fox nor 

Mr. Wombwell was the other Gentle* Mr. Sheridan were prefent. 

Thursday^ 
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One Hundred and Fourth Day. 

Mr.Plumcr.indcffnccot Mr. H.iltings, 
eal ed Mr Au' ioI> wlinlc eviileiicc was 
hri’fly as follows:—In i77obo\Vv'nt to 
InU a a Wliter—in 1775 f>c became Se» 
cretary to the Board, and ontinued f» 
until he left India.-In 17S1 the Bengal 
Treafury was infolvent on iccount of tue 
valf fcxpenccs id ttie war} every mode of 
ra:finir monty Ity loan was exliaulled, and 
it was mil) from the tributary Powers that 
relbmcos l oiiUl be drawn ; Tnat Madras 
and B mh.iy wete dependent on Bengal 
for leiniHaaces by bills, which frequently 
remained unpaid a long time j and that 
thoil- P.elidoncies wete likewite in greet 
diditfs, Hyder A iy being v.t tive gates of 
Madras, binning and dcvaflaiiiig the 
country. This was the date of atfans 
when Mr. Halbugs demanded aiTiltance 
from Cl-.eyt Sing and the B-gvims; who, 
tnrte.id of alfoiding any, aflmlly cieated a 
itb-;!lion tn Oude an 1 Ben '.res. Relpeft- 
i..g the icbcllioiis dilpolltioii of the B'.- 
gtims, Mr. Anriol r.e-e’' In-ird any 
doubts by any of the ^.I^;;'llL^,iS of tlic 
'Board or other pciforis, nor hail lie any 
d*ubts of the tadt’. M.'- Stabl':3 had 
inide a inimitf lelpeding the afTiiis jf 
Oadt 5 but upen crofs-txaminafon by 
Mr. Bui Ice, it wat not the opinion ot ilio 

witnefs thatitexpreiredanydi-'Uiir as 10 the 

dilafFcdbon of the Ikginns, T!:c lalt 
qtieflioii was, “ Wh it w.is ilie conduCt 
»nd charadfer of Mr. Hading®, as Ciiijf 
Govfroor of In liar” Anl'ver.—“ No 
man that evtr lived knew the .lu-iii of 
India io well: a; i gtcal '.it'i'.ii; ulh'.er, iu; 
ever exerted h'lv’nif to n’lpii''.'- I’le eonii- 
try, to make the m.li\'J:nls c.i nt..:table, 
’at the frme time to pioiuoie tin in eicit of 
his cmplovcis and the Moihci (.'n'lnti y. 
As a prin.iie iiinn, Ins fmcetit; to liis 
fiiends -.'ndhis bsne'.ole:tce tu hisinferiois 
wete pioverlii.sl. 11:“ char.ty w..s un- 
boundtd; and, with a v-'ry few excepthm^, 
all ranks of people in l.'dn adored turn at 
tiie faviourof thecountiy, and gi tat and 
^ virtuous a charafter as ever existed. ’ 

Captain Syme proved, thit Mr. Scott of 
Tandy, in Oude, who ceuld have givta 
.full proof of the tiaitorous ileiiijf.s of the 
Begums, died laft Febiuary in Ireland, 
juft at the period when he was prep iring 
^0 come taEnglandto gije evidence oi>im 
'ihis trial. 

* Mr. Paxton proved, that Major Mac- 
j^onaid, who w;is Ibme time in Rnglaud 
to give evidence to the fuina eflcdlj .vai 

fctarocd 


Mr. Wright, Acconiptant of the India* 
Hoiifc, proved, tliat Sujah ui Dowla, when 
he died in 1779, was indebted to the 
Company in the Itim of four hundred and 
fifty thoufand pounds—that t}te fums 
dravn from Oude up to the year 1785 
amounted to four millions} and he deli¬ 
vered an account of the expences of the 
wa-. 

Mr. Hndfon, from the India-Houfe^j 
proved, thattlieie was no document in the 
Houle, or in tits coi refpondence of Mr. 
Brillow, the Retident at Oude, to prove 
that tite Begums ever claimed the Jaghires 
dating lite, but that they were always 
coniiJered as granted during plrhliire. 

A nuiTiber of documents wtie afterwards 
read, and at live the Lords adjourned. 


Saturday, April zo. 

One Hundred and Fisth Day. 

The Cmiit on this day co:npli'iLd all 
the evidence on the B ;nni Cintige. The 
day was fpant in producing a gicat mim- 
hcr of iiit'l'i extftds fio.n miny of 
which hai. hec 11111 bv the M in ig r • 1 and 
the mnainiier was no’v g'vu’, ihit lae 
Lortls mnrht have the lu.'jc-l't complete and 
ungaibi**ii hefott them. 

Ml. P'u'iHr very in-'ttly upTi'^vl the 
cvu|..nre 1 m- was cir.iiii;’,, hint ol'ferved 
in-oii m itrm an 1 ii 'tuun .'.d alT uioiy 
of ij‘. Al l lai;-!'., a-, it was eiii'.-ie on the^ 
minute-, of evidenre. He obl'e.ve i, that 
they hal ititel, that ai'cr tin- mouth of 
Sepi.in') i i ;'-l t, noftati* iiecidi'y ex-u-.d in 
Irdii. Mr. I’liiinci loid, he woui i jiio- 
diicc evidence to piovi, tun to: two years 
liilaLpunt to thi\ pniod, the diitiei', -was 
of tile tnoll feiious name} tliat Midi.is 
and Boii»b,iy, receiving no pecuaiary .dlitl- 
ance trom Jingland, at they hid d.,nc in 
tile late wtr, de-p-.iid'J cniirtlv on Bengal, 
and ovv';d tiicir pid'eivJtioA folely to the 
(xcrii ms of Mr. Haftlugs. Mr. Plnmer 
tnen piviJuffeJ a variety of chicumcniary 
ttr'idcnce. The only part woithy atien- 
liun was Che o{iiiiion of Sit John Siiore 
(wnj now fucceed» Lord Cornwallis as 
Governor-CTcncr.i.l), tliat the J.ighires 
gi lilted to the B.gums by Sujah DowhUi, 
the l.ile Nabob, weic refuniablc at pleafure} 
and that fiich Ivad always been the Ma- 
hammed tn law in t'leempire of Hindolian. 
This being a point of gi eat importance, to 
juii {■; M'. lijitmgs in I’eizing thofeeiUies 
to-anfwer the prelvnt Nabob’s debts, Mr. 
Burke ol.jeded to its being r.'ad. He 
laidi, thii the Cominuna had nothing to do 
with Sir John Shore’s appointment, bi'it 
that the Miinagets knew that he was iin- 
p;ic..ud in the crimes charged upon the 

prifoDcr 



I ^ J 


ftrifoher at the bar, under whom he had 
fair many years managed the revenues of 
Bengal; that the Managers had arraigned 
his conduit; that he had written part of 
Mr. Haftings’s defence, and that he knew 
nothing of his knowledge of the conrtitu- 
tion of India; that as to his being ap> 

E ointed Guvernor.General of Bengal, fo 
ad Mr. Haltings four feverai times by 
the Legiflature, though the Commons had 
lince thought it right to impeach him.— 
No anfwer was given. 

Lord Chancellor.—** I take it to be the 
tule that the opinion may be read, fubjeil 
to the obfervations of the Honourable 
Managers when they make their reply.” 

, The laft head of evidence went to prove, 
that Sadit Ally, the Dewan (M'nifter) to 
the Begums, was likewife a tra tor; and 
that he inlllgated them to lebel againlt tlie 
Company, in the yeai-s 1781 and 1781. 
This proof was chiefly grounded upon his 
former conduct in the year 1776, when he 
liad clearly evinced the fame difpnfition. 
The papers were read, but SirGilbert EI liot 
ilronglyoppoled their being entered as evi> 
dence. 

After a long argument, the Lord Chan¬ 
cellor took the opinion of llv-' Jutfges; and 
ordereil the whole of thofe documents 
relative to Sadit Ally to be ftiuckout.— 

And here ended this Jong Defence to the fa¬ 
mous Begum ch3rge,in theopcningofwliicli 
Mr. Sheridan, in Ins three days Ijjeech, cap¬ 
tivated, allonilhed, and enraptured the polit- 
eft and belt-infonned audiencein the woiid. 


Onb Humurkd anh Sixth Dav. 

Thursday, Apni 25- 

Mr. Burke defired that an ei nar which 
had crept into theii minutes nv.glit be 
fcorre£ted. It had been infeitcd in them, 
that the Mmagers had alfctted their right 
to ftop the examination of wiindf s; but 
they liad only fiid it was their right 
to propofe, and their Loidlhips to deter¬ 
mine, when it might be projier to adjourn. 
—This error was allowed to be ameiidrd. 

Mr. Plumer ilien pioceetled tofumup 
the evidence on the Begum Charge. He, 
in a very model! exordium; protefled his 
inability to give force to the truth their 
Lordfhips ha<l heard, neither could he 
fuppole, th.at .any weight would, from his 
coniequence, refult m addition to the 
flrength of argument. He began by 
reminding the Lords, that nearly eight 
years were elapled fince the Charge waS 
firft brought forward. He tjuotcd thofe 
(Irong, forcible expreflions of Mr. Sheri¬ 
dan; deferibing Mr. HalUngs as the molt 
cruel, fa'ithlefs, tyrainnical,' and corrupt 
mRD, that any age, dr any Ration,’ had 

Part VI. 


produced. After ^reirlarlcinf tJpon th 
gre.tt refponfibility which Mr. Sheridai 
had incurred by bis aflertions, it Ihouli; 
be his humble province, he faid,to exami.ae! 
whether faffs or evidence would in and 
degree jultify fuch language.. He faid, 
that if ever man's general charaffer could 
be known, Mr. Haltings's muit be; that 
the unprecedented, and alarming length of 
this 1 rial had enabled the Managers to 
obtain every information of every kind 
from India; that they were tliemfelves men 
of the highdt talents and infinite indultry; 
that they wereafTiifed by able and laborious 
Counfcl; that they reprefeiited the whole 
people of Great-Britain, in whole name, 
and for whom they profeciited. Added 
to this, it was well known, that truth was 
flrengthened in its operations in the human 
mind by time. But would there be a man 
now found hardy enough to fubferibe to 
that charafler which one of the Manager* 
had given of Mr. Hafiings?—He would 
venture to aiilwcr. No, not me. Tbeic 
Lordfhips well knew the opinion and tliA 
voice of India. The proceedings daily 
held on thellateof the Eall-India Company 
I'ulliciently (hewed the fenfe entertained at 
home of the advantages refulting from the 
long Adininillration of the Gentleman 
now under trial before iheir Lordfhips. 
Gieat weight was laid upon the cnarge 
fit was nuvv to combat—if wtiat was 
alleged in the feeond Charge could bb 
jnoved in the ftrong language that had 
been applied to Mr. Haftings—“ All rhj: 
Ciinii;. that Hillory ancient and modem 
had collefted—the extenfive field of moral 
turpitude, could not difeover any thing 
that iiiigiit comp.ue with the Guilt of the 
DtfemJci.’' 

The learned Counfel v/as by no means 
awart of niticli difficulty in his talk—he 
was ctinfidciu he fhould clearly demon- 
Itiatc, that th'' whole Charge originated in 
ct.^or, and by perj^etual erior nad been 
endcivoured to be eftablilhcd. ' 

It lelolved itfrll', Mr Plainer-thought, 
natur.illv into two heads, each of which he 
fli-nild exaip.ine minutely : 

I. I'he Relumption of the Jaghires from 
the Bi'gum. 

a. Idle Confifeation of the Treafure by 
the Nabob. 

Mr. Pluiner, through an amating va¬ 
riety ot cvidetictN followed and concentred 
to a focus, the light that could be thrown 
upun the mttire ot Jaghires. A qoeltion; 
he laid, 'had Ken put by their Lordfhips 
to tiii' Manage! s fxjeahdgo, as to the 
tenure by whicii the Begums iield their 
Jagltiies j to which one ^ the Managerit 
without any heliutlon, leplied, that th; 
H BsguoMi 
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■begums, and their Minlftert, always the general piinciplea by which landi ait 
i comcnded they were for life. holdcn, it is competent for the Govern- 

Mr. Plumer raid, he never could fuppofe itient, the interell of the whole State de- 
■that the Managers or their Counlcl in- manding it, to lands, upon raaking 

iended to deceive their Lordflrips i that he a proper cowpeniatton to the dirpoflefled. 
him(i;lf believ*^ they fpoke tiuth; but, Upon the feconti bead, the re»jf/rari«a 
"•fter a nnoft accurate fcarch, he could not of the Treaiures in the 2 Senana of tht 
£nd tlrat they had at any one time fo Mum;)- Begum, Mr. Plumer proceetled 
contended. But, not fatisfied with this, to piove, that they were lain by wiib 
lie had called the proper officer fi cm the miierly fcdulky by Sujah Dowlah, in the 
India-Houle, who had expiclsly fearched latter part of his life, to anfwer an emer- 
. the Records, and who depoled, upon oatb^ That the Begum never did re- 

. that he could not findone^ngle iajlantef in ceive them as zgif} from her late huftnnd, 
wbielt either the Bfgam or their Minillers but that they were the property of the 
contended that they were for life. In a State. The law, if the property had 
mail feeling manner Mr- Plumer then belonged to an individual, gave, her, at 
called to the rccolicilion of their Lordfliips widow, only one-eighth ot the Aim f 
the treatment which Mr- Haftings had that, however, previnully lubjeAed to the 
received from the Managers. Though difeharge of ail juft debts of the deceafed, 
the multiplicity of bufioefe that he had to The Counfei, by a very moderate ftate- 
traniaR was well known, yet if in the mts', made it appear, that Sujah Dowiaft' 
perulal of hundreds of volumes of im* owed at the time of his death Two CrortM 
portant matter, a miftake of the moft of Rupees, the full amount of the trealurc 
trivial nature was found to have been to which (he laid her claim, but which (hs 
committed by him, n» allowance was made held only in truft for her ion Afoph ul 
•—Falfe, falfet ftdJkY was repeated, and he Dowlah—The young Pi ince, when prefted 
was compelled, day after day, month for the payment of the arrears due to his 
^er month, and ^ year after year, to troops, very naturally replied, that k was 
hear the fouleft invectives uttered, becaiife not in his power to pay them, his inotber 
he hadmade, on fome occafions, the moft having feized thofe treaiures which, accu'i. 
hiconfiderable and unimportant miftakes, mulated by his father, ihould have been deli- 
by Gentlemen who had roundly ajferted, veredtohimforthcemergenciesoftbeState- 
sn a Court of Jufticc, that certain dcciara- The Managers had talked of fuhorna- ' 
. Mns abways were made, which, upon the lien t^lettert^ and had treated the teftimony 
wleft inveftigation, were, as it now ap- of Sir John Sbote with levity and fcorn, 
'geared, never made at all- as the confederate of Mr. Ualiings—Mi. 

Here Mr-Plumer faid he would leave Plumer leroarked that this Gentleman had 
this iubjeA to the rcfle&ien of the Mana- been ib highly efteemed ell'ewhei-e, that hs 
gers tkendelves- had been lent for by Government,without 

The aggravatory mattes of site Charge any ibiicitation he believed on his own 
was, that ihele Ladies, the Begums, were part, to Aiccced Marijuis Cornwallis in his 
fiom zxA patijie\ that they were fuperior important ftatiori. What they had laid of 
to ail nuorUty concerns, and indeed re- the correfpondence of Middleton, they 
fembied ** Saints enlhrined in fome Sane- could hardly fay of that of Briftow,. and 
;luaiy,** rather than the luibuient lUbele, yet every individuat fpoke and wrote the 
who pointed arttlleiy againft power, and fame fa£ls, namely,that there was no right 
batted againft Alial afteCtion- in the Be^tm to the treafiires,. and that. 

The pat\fi« difpofltions of theie Ladies anftcad of any peiTecution on the part of! 
were viGblein the Body of 10,000 Troops the fon, the mother had repeatedly mani- 
whith they kept up. The piout averiion fefted her averfion and jealoufy of the 
io all worldly concerns would be beft young Vizier- 

demonftiated in their expreffions. In one Mr. Plcmer next alluded to the very 
place their threats ai'e vehement—" If I extraordinaiy evidence given by MivGo- 
' atm expelled the Land," fays the mild ring for the profecutton. Unaccountably 
Lady, f * ril make it unfit for any other indeed, he had twen examined as to hia 
Creature to inhabit-" And in another knowledge not of the widow of Sujah 
iaftanee, the pious Saint prays to Gob, Dowlah but of Serajah Dowlah, the father 
** that no other Sod may ever be at r^in of Meer Jaffier. He was alked how the 
it." widow Jived, and upon what? and he 

If there had even exift^, what was anfwered, " Very magniJietnUyt and he 
denied, an ex^ls grant of the Jaghires fuppoled upon the treafures tbiind in her 
&tr/{^,'Mr. Plumer contended, that from loHonss."' New k-waavery well known, 

Mr. 



Mr. Plumer ftateJ, that this Lady had a 
fo*"-her joimure, Wkiich, after the 
<ka^h of her hufband* was continued to 
hiYi and upon this Ihe livedj and might 
wtU'Iive magniliceiuiyi—and yet “here 
** is a gentleman comes into Court, and 
*' upon his oath affirms it to be his opinion 
of a tranfaftion, twentyyte^s hefinrehe 
came into tbit country that the perfon 
lived fo magnificently, he not only knows 
upon nubatf but nubtre even it was left for 
her. 

This feemingiy well merited reprobation 
was moll vigoroufly applied by tl:e Coun« 
fel; who, having thus cleared away ob- 
ftruflion from evidence^ began to defeat 
the force of eloquence. He declared on 
the fubjefl of the fiegnm's title to the trea- 
fure, that he had fought every conceivable 
proof of legal claim ; there was no detd of 
gift, not a •witne/j could be found of the 
bequeft. TbeManageis indeed defpiled 
fucli poor, confined, groveling claims; 
they could bellow one in a moment.— 
With a fancy that could 

——give to airy nothing 
A local habitation and a name,'* 

fliey, by one dalh of genius^ had eflablifhed 
a title incontrovertible*-that of ? Saint to 
a Relic. 

** The eye, in a frenry rolling, 

•* Had glanc’d from earth to heaven,’* 

and found it in the clouds. Sorry indeed 
was the Counfel that be was obliged to 
grovel upon the earth, immerfed in the 
paltry prailice of Weftminfler-Hall; he 
was not one of thofe 

“ Quifque Pindarum ftudet jemulari.'* 

Having diverted hiinfelf with this Tally, 
and put home a farcafm upon fame who 
. could live, with no means, magnificently, 
he concluded this firft head of the AthjeA, 
before the exiftenceof the exprefs treaty 
in 1776} meaning to refuine it, and fhew, 
on the next day, when he meant to dole, 
that the right which the Begum enjoyctl 
under our guarantee, was wholly done away 
by her conduit during the revtdt of C’heyt 
Sing; and as to the idea of dif refs 
ed by her, it relied only on the imagim^ 
/ion of the Managers, fince it was a 
certain fa£i, that Aie was left in poflefTion 
of above one million fterliiig, even after 
the feizure in 1781. 


One Hundred and Seventh Day. 

Tuesday, April 30. 

Mr* ^hun«r proceeding to (*um up the 


evidence on the 'rrial, confidered thi 
Charge again ft Mr. Haftings on the re« 
fumption of the Jaghires, and faid, that he 
would now difeufs the remainder of the 
Charge in a new point of view. The. 
firft was conlidered as a matter atifiiie 
between the Begums and the Nabob; th<- 
prefent was to be viewed as a queftioii be¬ 
tween tlie Begums and the Britilh Nation. 
As be hoped to have convinceit their Lord- 
Ihips, that there was no juft caufe to com¬ 
plain of any injuftice in Mr. Haftings on 
the former account, he hoped ftill lefs would, 
he be found to be blameable in the hitter; 
as the Begums, and not Mr. Haftings, 
had been guilty of a breach of Treaty. 

He then gave a ihort, but clear hiftory 
of Oade, from the death of Sujah Dowlah, 
in January 177.5, reading, as he went 
aluifg, a variety of Extrafts from' Mr. 
Brirtmv’s Letters, which ft.ite<l the extremo 
diftrefs of the Vizier in the two Hrft years 
of his reign, and imputing tliole diftrelles 
/olcly to the condiifi of the Bejj'uin, his 
mother, who got polVeiriou of more than 
two millions fterling, the public treafures 
of the Slate, while the Vizier found in 
his cwn Treafury about fifteen hundred 
pounds fterling, but was encumbered with 
public ilebts of his father nearly to tho 
amount of two millions fterlin.g. 

Mr. Plitmer next read a variety of paf- 
fages from Mr. Brillow’s Letters, many 
of them given in evidence by Mr. Sheri- 
d.in, and all proving, that inftead of her 
being a Saint enjbrined, Ihe was a woman 
of inordinate ambition, and of a moll 
violent temper.—Mr. Briftow, in one of 
thefe Letters, fays, that ffic declared (he 
would rather throw all her money and 
jewels into the Tea, than give them to her 
fon.—In another, that if the Englilh would 
remain neuter, let the Nabob take money 
from her if he could—he would then fee 
the confequences.—In another, that her 
annual income was feventy thouland, and 
her annual expences about fifteen ihoufand 
pounds a-year. 

Mf. Plumei contended, that the only 
unjuftifiable aft committed, was, tie 
making a Treaty with fuch a woman, lb 
difadvantageous to her fon, the Vizier; 
that both Mr. Briftow and the Supreme 
Council mei-ely juftified the Treaty on the 
ground of necejfity, at the onW meafure 
which could lave the Vizier from utter 
ruin, when he was furrounded by a 
mutinont army, without any poffiblemeans 
of reli^ but from tlie treafures of lus 
father, which his mother widtheJd /rota 
him. ' 

He 



living cltarly ll.|wn that tlicr« was not 
’ tae Letter fiom Mr, BrilVow which did 
not ee.npteally cut np by tlie roots every 
' ftflcrtion that the Manager (Mr. Slieii- 
^ d-an) had ventured to make, Mr. Plumer 

■ admitted, that impolitic, and even unjull ."is 
Mr. Briftow’s "IVeaty was, it ftill was 

’ binding upon the Britilh Nation, T.hat 
• in that light Mr. Haftings viewed it, and 
ii' bad lepcatedlyexpreffcdlo between the year 
1775, whtn it was m.ide, and the year 
J7S1, wlien it was broke ("not by the 
Btitifl) Nation, but by t'icBei*inn) in her 

■ behalf. The only rein.nninf; qneftion then 
was, Wh. thcr his conduct, during the 
rebellion of Cheyt Sing, did or did not 
juftif’y our withdrawing the guarantee ? 

Mr. Plumer, in this p.utol his I’ummary, 
laid open a icene of mirrepiefentatioa ot a 
moft exitaordinary nature. He noticed a 
declaration which the Managers had enter¬ 
ed upon the Minutes of iheii LoriUhips, 
viz. that touching the rebellion of the Be¬ 
gums, the whole was a p^lot of Mr. Had - 
ings, and that every leiliniony originaicil 
in his conjpiracy againft them; — He had 
fancied the Charge, that he might' have a 
retence to wreak a diabolical malice; he 
new their innocence, but be had dctcrriiln- 
fcd to make them guilty. The Manageis 
faid they were going to prove this to the 
entire i'atisfa^lion or their I.oiddiips—But 
bow was this ferious, this hea\ y Charge 
proved? Truly by rumour; nay, the 
rumour of rumour.—Hr re Mr. Plumer 
read the names of all the peribns, many 
of them officers of the higheft chamber, 
who (iecl.iied th.it, at the time, nor now, 
svas the le fl doubt entcitained in Jiidn 
of the hoflile ails of the Begum. He 
ohtlrveil, that the >lan:igei jhijted his 
gro'i/id, iul’t as the aiguinciu of tlie 
moment letulcrcd it cmivcnirnt to him 
to do to—At one titr.e the Begum was a 
tcipiefs nvtv.'tan, whuin wc had condemned 
foi High-Tiealbii wuhout rlv- Fuimof a 
■ I'ri.d —at another Ihe v, n Priiicefs, with 
wh.im we had a Treaty, and our breach of 
that Treaty was a ci'ine. 

<)1‘ uU ihisma'is of fallacy, Mr. Plumer 
Aid he would ftiip thi; chai'^e. The only 
qucffion then was, Whetlui, at the moll 
ciiticai momert (iieat.Btevirknew 
!U India, Mr. Halt •ng'; \va>: or was not 
■grounded,^ ;.i dtpriving the of a 

large f.ealui j which Ihc vva^ t.iiplovino- 
for onr dcftiuilion? He quotci! ancient 
writers, be quoted the aiilhurity of (rrea’t- 
Britain in the late general w.ir, to jullify 
the conduct of Mr. Haftings. 

After a variety of rem uks, he con- 
dudeJ, by raoft happily cxpofiiig liu grofs 


inconfiftency and injuftice of the 
gets; for he contended, that in tins caufe 
he flood preciftly upon equality with 
them. They were the Profecutors, he the 
Defendant. He obfeivcd. that they’ firtt 
evidence was a Mr. Holt.—He, with 
ingenuoiifnel’s (the attribute of yi tth, 
being oiily 16 yearsoi,. at the time w.icn 
he was in Oude), upon bt ,ig demanded the 
general flare of the country, doubted his 
capacities of language for fo wide a detail j 
he bi-gged it might be broken into p.trt8. 
It was done lb, and he gave a complete 
hear)ay evidence:—He had no reafon for 
belief either of affirmative or negative j 
it might and it might not. The deponent 
had no peribnal knowledge to allure his 
mind; and thefirfl jo pages of tlie printed 
evidence wcie fille./ by a Jay and an half 
of painful query, and affiftod remembrance 
of profound unacquaintance with the 
l’ibje6l. 

But Rumour, the Managers flated, was 
admilUble evidence, when it was the com¬ 
mon fame of the coiintiy, and cred.hle 
tfjlimony, an.l they chimed i r .iftum'.d a 
comp, ttnee to inienogate upon fiich rc- 
poi ts. Tins witntfs h.id laid ten per funs 
told him a ciicumltance; upon which the 
Managers had .ifked him, whether each of 
thfe ten peifirns had cominunicated the 
ni.'itter as a etuer.il tumour, or jiaiticulir 
opinion^ Then indeed their Loidlhips 
had inteifercd, and laid, that to interiogate 
a witnefs ujxm auo.her perlon’s opinion of 
a rumour a l.irlc trp hard. 

But, fail! IVfr. Plumei, we d'd not objccl 
to this adiminiiilily of common fame. V/e 
thought otily ih It wh.it was given to aceu- 
fatic)} would be allowed to dcfaicv, out 
NO :—the aileg.uions of cli.iige .11 e main- 
taineil by credthle rumours, and i!ic evi¬ 
dence of \ indicaiion Is always loofe bear jay 
report. "1 he (.ounfel then proceeded to 
remark upon the vaiiety of teftiin,mies, 
all corroborating the rebeition of the 
Begums, and einiiiierated feventeen dif- 
fcient pl.aces wherein the fad was known, 
at the tune vvfien the profecution declared 
the olleiice was a flclion only txilling in 
the bieafl of Mr. Haftings. He then ran 
over the names of thele Conl'piiators, and 
expuilcd his aftoniflimeut, that the lebel- 
iiou of the Begums lliould have never, even 
tothepttfent hour, been doubted in India, 
and the matter which was only known to 
Ml. Haftings, which he contrived, and 
which never did exill, flioulcl have fo tin- 
ifccoimtabiy be-en every where credited at 
the lame time. 

credited the report, was 
i 'i* Haftings utlone u> be incredulous ? 

J>id 
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PUl It not become him to upon uni- 
verfal report ? No, lay the Managers, 
reports arc only fit evidence for this 
Iiighcll Court of Judicature. L^gal in- 
veftigation upon oath is for the burry field. 
Deliberation may be prompt, and Prompti¬ 
tude deltLeraie. 

Thetr Lordflilps, perceiving here that 
Mr. Pluincr would be glad of more time 
to complete his Jilcufllou of tins Article, 
ftdjousneJ. 


One Hundrid AND Eichth Day. 

Thursday, May z. 

Mr. Plumer rcfumcd his defence of Mr. 
llallings upon the fecond Charge, which 
heopLiiad with calling tlie attention of the 
Loids to TWO cxtraordinai V propolltlons, 
each of them containing two heads, 
placed upon the minutes by liie Ma¬ 
nagers. 

The fiifi was that toucl.ing i!ic fiHion 
of the PjegiMiis'Rehtllii-n. Tli.it they did 
not only uti nflirt the P.cbd Ciicyi Sing 
agai'ilt tlic authoiity of the Eiiglifh, but 
that they acluaily lent every poliible aflif- 
laiice to our aid in the peiilous cot.dition 
ill wlitch wc thill j and that .Mr. 
Ilaftiiigs liiuileH’ admitted th;>. 

The fiumd afHjmcd, ih-:, the Nabob 
was the dd'.ifrcr.cd pet Ion ; end that the 
TOO'j Najtebs lent to the allift.tnce of 
Chey. Sing came from Luchnow, and not 
from Fyaab 1, the immediate tefidence of 
the Begtimsj and this was proveable from 
Mr. Ilallings himfelf. 

Ml, Plumer faid, he believed of all the 
cxtiaordiiiary pofitions made in this ex- 
traoidiinry cafe, the two alluded to were 
the m'jl exit.101 dinaiy. 'I'lie Counlel 
lead fiom a moil elegant letter of Mr. 
Hadings, which in point ot fbice, as 
well as beauty, has never been excelled, 
his lenliments upon thtl'c lubiei'ts. So 
far from the afl'ertion ot the Managers 
being edablillieJ by this paper, the liiiejl 
comrary was finely m.ttiiftlted. 

Ml. Haitings cxpiclsly exculpates the 
Nabob, and acciii'es tht Begums. lie 
affirms tliat the N.tbob lus a6led nobly 
towaids him—that he isfatisfied he has an 
liniieft mind and that altliougli his Mi- 
nillcrs wcie tlil-QVfled to the Britifli, yet 
he was convinced the Nabob was fincere- 
ly a friend to our power. He notwith- 
itanding alludes to doubts once piudently* 
implanted on his mind, but which his 
late generous condufl, had completely 
eradietted. ^ 

The le.trned Advocate then proceeded to 
arrange and dilpl.ty all ihof'e proof* of tlte 


Begums difalfeflion*^ which have eoitia 
out in evidence ; and he accredited thofe 
proofs by the fubtle tefi applied by Uume 
to the efiablifliinent of a miracle, tis. 

" When it was lels polfible f.ir the evi¬ 
dence to be erroneous, than the matter 
to be a fallacy.’* He dwelt upon the 
number of deponents, and the ubiquitf 
of the common knowledge of the per* 
iidv. 

Mr, Plumer here read a number of Ict- 
tois written by Colonel Hannay in Sept* 
teinber lySi. In thefe be mentions 
pofiti'vciy, that tlie Begums took an 
attive patt in favour of Cheyt Sing. He 
mentfons being ciedibly inform^, that 
a body of tioops had marched from Fyza* 
had, tu reinfoicc Cheyt Sing, in Septent- 
beriySi. , ^ . 

Mr. Plumer read next the evidentt 
of C iptaiii Wade, Captain Burrell, Cap¬ 
tain Bicy, and Colonel Popltarn. Thi^ 
gentlemen all fwere, tha ist the aflion of 
Patna, iDmeof thefetrorts were wounded 
and talvcu piiioncrs.—Tint 'they had 
converfed with them, and I tad been cx- 
prefily told by them, that 1 ley were en- 
tcitained by the Begums oidcrs, who fent 
iliein lo Clieyt Sing, where they had ar- 
ri\edllic- d..y befoic, having each received 
tworuptes advance for their fervices be¬ 
fore they let: Fya.ibad.—That wliat they 
llaied in their evidence was matter of pub¬ 
lic converfatioii in c.amp, and of umver- 
lal notoiiet).—That Mf. Hattings mult 
h.ive heaul it, and, as Colonel Popham 
depofed, h.id icpcated.ly talked of the Be¬ 
gums difjH'eftion in the month of Sep¬ 
tember.—Colonel Biair alfo fwore to the 
notoiiet) of the i'a£l. That in India no 
doubt ever was entertained of the truth of 
it j nor had he, or any of tlie other Gen¬ 
tlemen ever hcatd a doubt of it until they 
came to England, where alme a doubt 
had exifted. 

He next .idvcited to the ilrong evidence 
of Captain Williams and Captain 
Gordon, and to the pointed affidavit 
cf Major Macdonald, who being in 
India could not be examined at their 
I.oidfhips Bar; that, centented with thefe 
evidences, they had called Gentlemen of 
great refpedabiiity, who liad lately re¬ 
turned from India. Colobel Diifi*, an 
officer of very high rank, who had not 
arrived fiom India almve thiee months, 
had folemnly fworn that he heaid ofythe 
hclfile affs cf the Begums at the time 
titey happened ; that he was fure the fai 5 t 
of their dii'affetilioii never was doubted in 
India. 

T0 oppofc lo the flrongefi poflible eyi- 
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^iKc th?t the jiitnre cf the cafe would 
'•dmit of, nothing had been offered—jio- 
thjng could ie offered but a bold un- 
Ibuiuled affertion of Mr. Sheridan, that 
M» • Jdafliiigs hrventfd tliis talc above 
‘pwo months after all the falls overe inewn, 
to winch lb many gentlemen had poh- 
tively fworn } and his obftrvation, that it 
-would be fo nueak, abfurdt and foolt/b, 
in the Begums to think of leliffing the 
Pnglilh, that it couW not be credited for 

JMr. Plumer faid, it was nothis bufinefs 
to prove ;hat all men always a^ed with 
prudence and propriety. He had ffuted 
faffsyi\ash wereindiiputablc, and proved 
•thefall'ehoodof the charge. Butheconfeffed 
that one of the Managers had, upon being 
hardptfffedf had recouife to an_argument 
of a very lingular nature. He faid, that the 
Commons v/eie obliged to go into the e»e- 
my*s camp for witnefles, and therefore 
weie er.iitltd to indulgence—a declaration 
in the higheft degfee honourable to Mr. 
Haftings, while it ihewed to what dijhe/s 
his accufers wpre driven. 

Tlie voice of India was undoubtedly on 
the fide of Mr, Hatlings. Even the Be¬ 
gums theml'elves remained iilent and quiet 
ipeflators ofthiscaufe. No one information 
of any kind had been received from the 
nati-jrsof India, that tended to fupport 
Jinplc afferiion made by afingle Manager. 
The Tytlint, the Oppreffor, the Captain 
Geneial of Iniquity, as Mr. Haliings 
h.:d lb ut'itn been called, was the ui)je6l of 
the love and veneration of the people of 
India. His coynttyrtien jcineil ns one 
man, in npeiling the unjutt attack that 
h.id been made upon him. Except, there¬ 
fore, the Managers could peifiiadc their 

Lv.rril’ups, that more ‘^f India 

has cjuuained in that box, than thole 
pofr..fied who had fpent the bell pait of 
their lives in India, or except they could 
Ihcw tiiat Gentlemen of tne motl irte- 
proachable ch.iiafters had ptijuied them- 
li'vib, they had not ground to lijnd 

'J'he leading Manager in this charge 
t,Mr. SlrL'i'idan) would not believe a 
fyJldde as to the cxillvnce aj a plot beie 
to imdtru'ij'.c the ConlUiution. It was a 
M.re Arili’uciatical tiick; but India was 
the tiue center of aii plots, und Mi. 
H.iftings the inventor of them. 

After expolihg the inconfiftcncy and ar¬ 
tifice (ti*plsiyt-d in the profecution of this 
Aiticlc, Ml. P'.untcr laid ’there weie but 
two poims more to touch upon, but thole 
he wSa .rfi ;tiu would take up more time 
tlmn the Lords couid give him ip-day. 


but that he would go through them at 
the next fitting. 


One Hundred and Ninth Dat. 

Monday, May 6. * 

On this day Mr. Plumer clofed the Turn- 
mary of the evidence on the Begum 
Charge. He began by thanking their 
Lordfh'ps for their patient attention. He 
laid, that what remained to be dilbuITed * 
was rather a-ppendant matter than import* 
ant as a Charge; yet it concerned the ho. 
Hour of Mr. Mailings that it Ihould be 
completely refuted. 

I'hc fit ft abfurdity he would point out, 
was this : That in pne part of the Arti¬ 
cle, Mr. Mailings was accufed of com¬ 
pelling the Nabob to feize the treafures 
and the Jaghires: In another, that the 
Nabob bribed Mr. Haliings to allow him. 
The Nabob, to do thofe a£ls. Another 
flrangc and ahfurd aflertion of the Ma¬ 
nager (Mr. Sheridan) was, that what* 
ever the ncceffty might have been pre¬ 
vious to the 19th of September 17S1, no 
ncceliity exifted fubfequent to that peiiod, 
on which the mealuic of feizing the trea- 
fu res could be defended. 

Mr. Plumer, in the ftrongeft terms, 
expieffcd his aftonilhment either at the 
grofs ignorance or the artful mifreprefen- 
tation of the Manager. There was not a ' 
boy, he laid, in India or in England, 
who pi etended to the llighteft knowledge 
of the Hillory of India, who did not 
know that the dillrei's of the Company’s 
affairs w.is ct)nlidcr.ibly increa/ea after 
1781. To put this mutter out of all doubt, 
Mr. Plumer read a variety of £xtra£l( 
born the Letters fiom Madras and Bom¬ 
bay, exprelfing the warmell acknowledge- 
ments to Mr. Ilalliims for the great re¬ 
lief which he had alrorded them, Hating 
iheii- inirrn/Ld diftrelTes from the continu¬ 
ance of tilt war, and their foie reliance 
on Mr. Mailings for their future iiipport. 
Mr. Pliimer pxit this fo llrong as to con¬ 
vince his heaiers, tliat if the Manager 
wis not ipnorant, he was Jomtthing 
•anaf,. 

fie next txpefed the fylanagevs grofs ig¬ 
norance or niifrtprefeiitalion tff the wliolo 
hiilosy of Oude. “ But, thank God,” faid 
Air. Plumer, “ the hour of, deiujion is 
pour ly." Tlieii Lordiliips had now be- 
^ tore them the whole hilloiy of thatcoun- 
^ try, by which it was evident, that fioin 
the Nabob's accillion in X775, down to. 
1781, he experienetd the greateft diftrefs, 
owing to two caulcs •, the one becaufe his’ 
mother withheld from him tlie treafures of 
tlte State—rthe other, as the Alarqui* 

Cornwall^ 
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CornwaIl 5 s has fince faid, ** to ths cha-, 
rafter of the Prince^” whom he defcribes 
as carelefs) inattentive to huilnefs, fwayed 
by favouiites, and exceedingly expen- 
£ve.—But fuch were the coniequences 
of the treaty of Cbofiar, that from OiuU, 

« country affirmed by Mr. Francis in 
Nov. 1781 to i/e ruined beyond rcdcmp~ 
tioM, a country from wliich Mr. Fox 
would not receive a b.ilance of 790,000!. 
due.iPthe Company in Nov. 1783; yet 
Mr. Plumer repeated, inch were the cun> 
fequenccs of Mr. Hillings's exa6V)ons, 
that between 1781 and 1785, appealed in 
t<vidence the I'um of 4.,aoo,oool. This 
was one great rcfource, he laid, which 
earned us fuccersfidly through a war, in 
which Gieat-Britain could not, as Ihe had 
done in the late war, afford Mr. Halfings 
the affiftance of a fliiiling.—Alter expofing 
the folly of.lhe accul'ation in this initance, 
he proceeded to the bribes, in which he 
pointed out the cor.tradiftions between the 
tvidence and the ebarge. 

Mr. Plumer next proceeded to prove 
from cvidenc ', that Mr. Slieridan luiglit 
juft as well have chaiged Mr. Uaftiugs 
with being the author of the (beailtul 
inalTacres in Paris on the ift and sd of 
September, as of thediftreftes of tli.* Khord 
Mahal in 178x3 and then pointed out the 
grofs inconfiftency and &Uehood of the 
Charge. 

With infinite ability he next expofed the 
outrageous prejudices of the Managers. 
He laid, that one of them, Mr. Adam, had 
applied a grofl'er expreilion to Mr. flalU 
ings than ever was ul'ed in a Court of 
Jurtice, even with proof oj the fad before 
it. He had faid, that Mr. Haltings had 
put a faife date to a letter, and, conic* 
qiiently, toufe Mr. Adam’s polite expicf. 
lion, had written a lye. Their lundlhips 
might recollect the confeffion, which en- 
liied from Mr. Haltings* s being unable to 
lit filent under fuch an acculiition. 11 nvai 
appealed that Mr. Haltings was peiteftly 
correft; that the letter was fent when 
dated, butthathe, John Macphrrlbn, with¬ 
held ilfrom the Records. All thcle cir- 
fuinitances the Managers might have 
known, if their anxiety to difeovev truih 
had equalled their eagernefs to con¬ 
demn. 

He next proved that the Direftors had 
fent no orders for an enquiry into the faft 
of the Begums’ rebellion j and it beingnow 
five o’clock, and a great numbei of Mem- 
ben of the Houle of Commons, with Mr. 
Siindas, coming down, he took the oppor¬ 
tunity of. placing the inconfiftsiKV, ab- 
furiiity, and injulfice of the impeaenmetir. 


in terms fo ftrong, that he exerted the atfen>« 
tion of all his audibirs. He (kid, that 
Great-Britain was a nation famed fjr her 
regard to Juftice throughout the world— 
but the nation and Mr. Haftings were 
both upon their trial, and that both inuft 
rife or fall together. Their Lordlhips had 
in proof before them what India thought 
of tins long profecution. Twe-./ve years 
had elapfeJ. fince Cheyt Sing was expelled 
from Benares, and lince the Begums weit 
deprived of a part of Sujah Duwlah’a 
treafures. The nation had enjoyed the 
benefits of both—It Ind taken the money, 
and expofed them by Impeachment.— 
There was no ciul of tire ablurdity and 
injullice of Great-Britain, provided the 
Articles againll Mr. Haltings wereyoirWri/ 
in truth. But thank Goi>, the honour of 
the country was in no danger 3 3 fix years 
tnalhni no other effeH than tiiis, to fliew 
to the whole woild the grofs ignorance of 
thole who firft fet the profecution on foot 
—to call forth theteftimony of all India in 
favoor of tlie acciiled, and to induce the 
piolee-utors reluftantly to confefi, that in 
all their ideas as to India, tliey had been 
miitakeii. Mr. Plumer put this in eveiy 
poffiible point of view, and left this impref- 
lion^rwf^ in the minds of thole who were 
prejiuliced agaiuft Mr. Haftings (if any 
fucli tlwre be), that the nation participated 
in any iujapty wiuch might attach upon 
him s but he aj lin and ag.ain repeated, 
that he was confident the judgiuent of 
their Lurdftiips would vindicate the honour 
of the nation, aiul of Mr. H.tllings, both 
etnbarked in a common caufe. 


Oni Huni>bku and Tcntu Day. 

Thursday, May 9. 

The Court did not aftemble on this day 
until a quarter befors three o'chet. 

Mr. Dallas immediately rofe, and ar* 
refted the attention of the Court for two 
hours and a half, by one of the fii ft fpeecties 
ever uttered in a public aflcmbly—never 
once deviating from the fubjeft l>efore him, 
nor venturing to make unefingle alfeition 
which he did not piove, either by evidence 
already adduced by the Managers, or by 
documents which he read, and propofed to 
enter hereafter. 

Ue leminded their LordOiips, that he 
was now about to anl'wer a Cltarge, or 
Charges, which had employed two wkett 
years in the profi-ciuioii, and upon whiclt 
the Managers had fiHiken ftni'endayi in the 
opening and the clolb. Tne Charge was a 
conupt Kceiptof iiiuiiey—and in return 
for luch receipt, the foimiiigfuch' arrange- 

meou 
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ments for the colle^fen of tlii Rereniics 
as brought oppreffioa, ruin, and dijlruilion 
on the natives ot Bengal. Trt every part 
of this Charge, Mr. Dallas faid^hc would 
give that diU and complete anlWer whiVh 
Ihould fatisfy l!ie mind of cvei y free and 
candid man. After placing the pievious 
matter in the cleared poii't ol view, he 
proctedc'd to examine the Jevei.d ailrga- 
ttonsin the Article; and hceinrtated tlieir 
X.ordlhips to go .ilong witli him in coidi- 
dering the inimenle extent of the Charge 
made by tlw Conint'jns op OreAt jx'iiutt', 
and the poveity ot the prix^t by which the 
Chatgewas fupported. Ko man would 
lay that/twf been given 

to procure earidence of the guilt >t Mr. 
Ha/tings, if he had been gmhy man 

would lay, that* talents and pevj?ve> ance 
were wanting; foi he was as ready as any 
man to do judice to the abilities, and to 
the indujlty of thole who weie oppoled to 
him, as any Gentleman could palllbly be ; 
yet, though armed as they were with alt the 
fOliver and atithoiiiy of llte conntrv, he 
was ready to meet tneni boldly in i.ont, 
and to Ihew, tliat.from the (iilt dlegation 
to the lart, their Chtugc was utteiiy un¬ 
founded. 

Mr. Dallas then ftaieJ, that they ft*, cut 
by afl'erting as a /a^l, what a very little 
attention to the Company’s Recuicis would 
h.tvc provetl to be totally unfounded; 
iiaiiiely, that Mr. Hailings had fticctedcd 
to the Government of Bengal in 1777., 
determined to aft corruptly, »nd therclore 
he had negUfted to take iliat oath which 
all his picdcccifors had taken, 'f'he ftlfe- 
hood of tliis allegation Mr. Dallas ex- 
pulcd in the molt clear and toilviiicing 
iiunner; not by oratory, but by a re. 
fcreiicc to otiginaldociimcntc. 

The next point in Mr. Dallas's fp;ech, 
w?s tlie difcoasery and detettion of a v.'ll 
Jitafs of milreprelentation- Here he could 
mt be milbkcii, fvu* he read faithful ex- 
trafts from Mr. Burke’s fpecches, and 
compared them with the evidence that Mr. 
Buike produced. 

Fiom the Ipcech it appeared, that Mr. 
Builce it.pielciite(l Mr. liadings nut only 
as the molt corrupt, but as the moll ciuel 
and unprincipled of human beings. 7'hc 
date cf all this corruption was luppufed to 
he in the year 1777. As there was no¬ 
thing like e^vidence to juftify fuch wild 
lexpreflioiis, Mr. Dallas faid, it would b« 
right to ccnfider what Mr. llalVings bad 
been up to that period. In the molf chalte 
and inodeff language he proceeded to (fate, 
that in 1749 Mr. Mailings went a Writer to 
Bengal; that, after filling the higiieft fitua. 


lions there,' that of Goverrtor okceptedi 
after h.iving been concerned in all the im* 
portant events which happened betweeri 
1749 and 17^5, he rctuined in that year 
to ifingland; that in 1769, he w^as ap¬ 
pointed fecoiid in Council at M.tdr.as, and 
was removed, and fncceedcd to the G overn- 
ment of Bengtd in April 1772. T.hat 
much chmour ha^» been raif;d in England 
00 account of the fortnrrs acqui^d ill 
B'^ngal, and the various chmges ‘ 

taken place belwcct.; -756 and 1765— 
That .u counts had bjen puliliflied of the 
ievcral fuins g lined by individuals in tiiat 
period, but ilia anioiigft rluir names that 
of Mr. Hillings was not to be found. 

—-'J’liat this circumltaiicc, and th& high 
opinion entiTWincdof hi.s abilities by Loid 
North, induced him to propofe, m 1773, 
that Mr. H.titiiigs Hiould be appoinietl 
tTovernor-Geneialof Bt.ng.il for f.veytaii 
by ihe Legitl.iture ot Giv.t Britain. 

Tliele circumftances, Mr. Dall.is faid^ 
he did ii'it mention as a againll any 

fre-isedJail Ivit the Manage i had proved 
no Jafis t it w.is tltercfoie lr.!f 10 ojipofe to 
the mor.fiious aol’urdities which they had 
Ventured to niter, what was the eftablWied 
th''ia.ftcr of Mr. Hillings up to 1772; 
and he would put it to any candid or 
honourable man to determine, whether; 
upon Itich flimfy reafonint^s as the Mana¬ 
gers had ffiiacti, ili.ir Lordfhips would bft 
induced to think, that in one ntomrnt Mi. 
liallings fliould ttfuure a cliaratter totally 
new, for to lucl. an abfurJ extent did tlte 
chaigrt g>'. 

Air. D.iIIas then proceeded to Ifatc the 
un t.v.impled ciueliy wiili which Mr. Hall, 
ii'.gs had been treat.,‘d. He examined and 
lef'.ited, fnnit by point, the allegations in 
the Cn.trge, as fai as he went. He quoted 
leceral paits of Mr. Burke's fpeech, and 
fifttd the evidence in Juppott of it. He 
accufed him of a moll unwairantablc niif- 
Ifatcmej.t of fafts—of taking the beginning 
and tneclofcol i he fentence of letters, with 
a view of totally pei verting the feme—of 
making affeitions, that, fo tar from having 
a lhatlow ot foundation in fail, were con - 
trailfited by In's own evidence-—and lie 
repeatedly p/edjedhis charaiitr, well aware 
as he faid lie was ot the (actednefs of the 
pledge, for the trutli of all he had ad¬ 
vanced. 

Ehe circumfiance pfefled very much by 
Mr. Bui ke in his opening, and dwelt upon 
by Mr. Fox in lamming up, was this— 
*1 hat when Mr. H.tiimgs i'ucceeded to the 
Govemmciu of Bengal, ht negleftcd ta 
take aji oath tftablilhed by Lord Clive in 
Septri^er 1766, as an oath to be taken by 

all 
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fucceedlDg Governors; that Lord Clive 
* himfe^ had taken this oath in the mode 
prelcribed, namely, in ihc Town-hall of 
Calcutta, befoie the Mayor and Aider- 
men; ant) had before them alfo ena6)ed 
the Penalty Bond, by»wliich he bound 
himielf not to receive fur his own nfe and 
iKncfit any prel'ents, and in return he took 
ene atiJone-eighth pereent. in the revenues 
Bengal, in addition to his fdaiy and 
allowances, and this was to he the perqui¬ 
site of iuture Governois. Heie the Ma¬ 
nagers inoll: nnaccoiuitabiy Slipped their 
evidence as to this oath, and OiiunaccDuata- 
bly gave evidence of another oath, as it it 
weie this oath of Lord Clive’s, though that 
other oath was totally dilUnfl, But Mr. 
Dallas faid, that he fliould lupply tlu Ma¬ 
nagers omiffions, bteaufe in every iiiitnnce 
he wiftied their Lot dihips to have the lub- 
jeft cttnplete before them. In January 
nbj Mr. Veielft fucceeded Lord Clive, 
and immediately took tlie oath of ollicc, 
namely, tliai of fealty, allf^iaiite, and 
/i/e/tVy—this the Managers had given in 
evidence, thereby a belief on their 

Lordihips, tliat this was theoaili prcl'entcd 
by Lotd Clive; but had the Managers 
been defirous of dilcoveringand ftating the 
truth, they would have known that three 
weeks fublcquent to the time of taking the 
^oath of ollifi., Ml. Verflrt went puhluily to 
the Town hall, and then, bcfoietlieMayor, 
Aldermen, and Inhabitants, took tlieoath, 
and executed the Bond, in the fame public 
manner as Loid Clive ha<l done. 

In December 1769 Mr, Caitier fuc- 
c.cded Ml. Verellt, T!ie Managers had 
euteicd evidence to piove, that he allb took 
tlie pielideiicy oath; tliat is, the oath of 
fv ally, allegiance, and fidelity, at the Coun¬ 
cil Board ; but the tail was, that he never 
did take that oath, noi eijecuteihai Penalty 
Bond preCcrlbed by Lord Clive; nor was 
jt at all neeelTary that he fliould. 

In February ijji Mr, Haftitigs ar¬ 
rived ill Bengal, The Managei s had en¬ 
tered as evidence, that he took his feat at 
the Council JJoaid after the cuflomary 
paths had been adminiltered to him. 

Having thus detciUd and expofed the 
fallacy praftifed by the Manageis as to 
this oaih, Ml, Dallas faid he would next 

f rovc, from their own evidence, that Mr, 
lalUngs had taken an oath and executed a 
deed the fame in fnhjfance as that pre- 
Iclibttd by Lord Chve. Before he left 
Kngland in 1769 he bound himfelf by 
Covenants not to accept prefents for his 
own ufe beyond a ceitaiii aisount, and 
before he took his feat in Bjiigal tht cul- 
toiwary oaths were adiuiiiiiteicd 

IVrtVI. « * 


namely, of allrgianei ^d fidelity; there 
was, therefore, nota fliadow of giuiiiiU foe 
the charge urged by Mr. Burke, and 
fupported by Mr. Fox. Mr. Cartier, his 
predece/Tor, had not taken the oath pre¬ 
lcribed by Lord Clive, ami fiom wboni 
but his predictffor or the Public Secretary 
was Mr. Haifings to know what oaths he 
was to take in iiicceediiig to office ? The 
fuccefloisof Mr. Haltings, Sit JobnMac- 
phrribn and the Maiquis Coriivv.illis, bad 
not taken the oath—a plain jiroot that it 
was not deemed ncccflliry. He again re- 
peated, that the coiitumding the oath of 
ufilce with the oatli prefciibed by Lord 
Clive, for the exprefs purpole of alTerting, 
that the moment Mr. Hallings took the 
chair of Bengal, he was detenninccl to a£t 
coirupfly, was one of the moll flagrant 
nuTrcpieicntations that ever had occurred 
ill the profecution of a criminal caiife. 

Mr. Dallas dilated at fonic length on a 
very cuiious part of Mr. Biiike’s fp cch. 
Mr. Bui ke had rel itcd as an bijiorical/aii, 
ihat wIkii Mi. H.dlinp,s icci-ived oruers 
from tile Di.'trtors in S'71, to arrelt the 
pci foil of Mahomed Kcza Cawn, and to 
bring him a piifoner to Calcutta, he had 
dune It with a promptitude and in a man¬ 
ner that fhewed his cuielty; that tliis wife 
and upright Mngiitrate was ftixed when 
fitting ill ms ganlcn,- dragged to Calculta, 
and kept iveoyears iind^i trial. 

From th^ evidence given by Mr. Burke 
himftlf, he could fully refute fo foul a mif« 
lepreltiitalioii. By tliat evidence it ap¬ 
peared, that the Diieflors, conceiving Ma¬ 
homed Rera Cawn to have ciiibez/led 
millions of llieir pioperty, ,iiid to have 
been a principal caufe of the fimine, had 
lent ortlers to Mr. Hail.tigs, and to him 
only, to arrelt M.ihunied Ke/.a Cawn, and 
to bring him to a trial, pointing out Nund- 
coiiiar as the fitted peifon to deleft bis nial- 
piailices. 

Itappeared in evidence, thatMr. Haftings 
fent Ills oislci's to Mr. Ssmiiel Middleton 
for the peifonnance of this li t vice, defiring 
him at the fame time to exrciiie it with as 
tiiucli iciid.rniis and delicacy 3$ he could, 
conlilleiit with the nature of the lei vice. 

It appealed m evidence alio, that Mr, 
Hallings luuilc'f wrote a letter to Maho- 
nie.l Reza Cawn, txprelfii'g his concern at 
having received fuchordeis, but the necef- 
fiiy tliere exided for his obedience. It 
appeared in evidence alio, thr,t M>. Had- 
iiigs was not in any degree bianieable for 
the length of the enquiry; on the con- 
traiy, that he had liimiell repiefenied it to 
the Diretfors as a very heavy grievance, 
* ihg i^iult lying ibkiy with Nundcomar, 
' I - . wll9, 
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who, for ten moiilhs Aicccfllively, hid 
promiled evidence tlut fliould cif.iblifh the 
fails alleged againft Mahomed Reza Cawn 
—Thaiin theend, Mr. Hallings had given 
his opinion to the DireCti rs, that Maho¬ 
med Reza Cawn ought to be acqu'ttcd-- 
which he accoidingly was. 

Had Mahomed Reza Cawn lived lo this 
day, how dilFirejit would he have I'cL-n hi? 
own fate, and that of his Judge, Mi. 
Hidings. The latter had been two years 
in a date of accufation, and fix yeais on a 
trial before their Lordthips. In that loftg 
the defendant had lieard nothing but 
the mod cruel and intuiting language j no 
fentiment af regret at the unparalleled 
length of the trial, or of concern that pub¬ 
lic du'y compelled his prol'ecutors lo fupport 
ftich a mifs of acculliiion. 

He then idvci ted to the drange and ri¬ 
diculous language held by Mr. Burke 
relative to Munny Begum, whorn the Ma¬ 
li Jger had dtl'cnbed as a woman of low 
bill’ll, and a comvnn Projiitute. Con¬ 
temptible as the evidence was, it is the oidy 
evidence or. which fuch an adertion w.is 
• mole. Ml Dall.is flid he would .illow, 
it Mr. Burke pieaiVd, thai Munny B.giiip 
W.1S the daughter of a low woman, nad 
bteii fold for a dive, and was aflaiicing- 
giil. riie Kiighlli ntvei knew her in any 
of thole cluraiUis. It was inoie tli.in 
thirty vinis ago that the was the win <.f 
JVJur j.dfur, ielt bv h n- ni <ii.iij’rot li-;, 
wnen he dii-d in hn Ion 

aj'poiiiied by Mi.r J iifin' t.nc N’.bob of 
ami iiL'i attnl.inon tla vVi.lencLby 
wl'icli Bold Clive (who iltitnlies her as 
J.'ffui's \v idow) acc'pit'ti hg.Tcy of fii'e 
lacks of rupee?, wlir.li torms the miliniry 
turd jjf the Conip iny, Hy Iv'[r, Veielit, 
jMi. C.irlii'r, .ml *.ir. I ladings, by Sir 
John Macphcil’m rod (be MiHpiis Corn- 
w.ill.s, tills J.iily has belli treatetj with 
cvc.y iclpcct di.'.i it w.is p fii'ile tor tlicm 
to thtw her, and evtn M .honied Reza 
C .iwn deicrilKS lui, after the deitli ot her 
Ion, il'.c N.il'ob, r..s iqn'il in laok to the 
inoilier ot the pieieil N ibob. 

Ml. IDall.is i.eM took to (iieces thecharge 
of impiopeily appoin iug Mniiny Begmn 
to be the guai\li:iii ot tile Nabob’s nnnoiiiv. 
He heie evpoled a molt tinwaiiMiitabJe 
fallacy prafliild bv the Al magei s. Jt was 
the lenfe and I’pii-l of ilie Direi tm s’ ordei s, 
in 1771, ihat the Bngiiili, in other wo-.Is 
Mr. Iladiiigs, Ihould take the Govem- 
nent. In debating on this InliiiLt, .Mi. 
Hadings delcribes vvhat ilm po.vtr of a 
Naib Subah was, thinks it too great, ami 
therefore concludes, tli.it the vciy name as 


well as the perfon of the office JhouIJ 
aboUjhed, *1 he Managers read Mr. Haft, 
ings s defeription of the powers of .a Naib 
.Subah, J[Hpprefs the determination for 
tl'.efe abolitions, and then enter the refolu., 
lion for Munny Begum’s appointment, in 
order to thew to nvhat an important pojl 
that woman had been railed. Perhaps a 
moie audacious attempt to miflead a Court 
of Jufticc never was praftifed. This waav 
not accident—it was defign. The muti« ■ 
lation was obvious to every one. 

Mr. Dillas next proved, that the fum 
received by Mr. Harfings could not, under 
any pofliblc conftiUiSlion, be called, as the 
Charge iLaied it to be, abiilie for appoints 
ing Munny Begum the Nabob’s gyardian; 
and )cl if it was not that, it coiiid not be 
ciiniinal. He illiilfrated this by a fine 
peil’on.al appeal to Mr. Fox. He faid, the 
ciilfoin ot giving a fptcific fum of money 
for ftitcrtainment to mtin of rank when at 
the Court of a Prince, was cllablilhed 
from tiiii'; jmnieinnrial in Intiia. The 
piidi.’rrd -rs of ^Ir. I{.i(l:iogs had rectlve^ 
if wlien they were .11 hloorjhrdahndy and 
as often as the Nabob of Bengal came to 
C..ilciKti l;i‘ uteivtd one thoiiiand lupecs 
a-d.iv liicie from the Company, for egler, 
f.iiiimeiu, as the terir* ^nujert was tran- 
(lue.B If the c'lftotn w.is improper, it 
IT...'Ill hi .tb.iliiiKil; but how a rompliaiicey 
will) M ill iTtt foiild bi-conlfimd a hi if h 
c-:;r , i j was ai y ioj,, to conceve.— 

J 1.11 I/.'-i'ii(hi|i.s, .11 ihediltancL of 

fiom the fhiie of the tianlailion, 
re now to dcfermme that point. Tr 
.ajijicared, Mr. lAall.as (lid, fioin the Re. 

I'oi fs of ihr Coimnlflioneis of Public Ac¬ 
counts, that lialiiif'-, to an cnoimous 
.iinourit ii.id reniained lixyearsin the hand? 
ot P.'.v m.iltoi s, or the ej.ocuinrs of deceijl'ed 
P.iyinalfers. It niigij' be a ijneftion, whe- 
liier the iiuirtlt acciinng from tliolc b.i- 
Imeis, and amounling lo many htmdied 
tlii'iil.ind pounds, fliould not belong to 
till-jiiibjic, as they would to indivi.ln.ils in 
tile cafe of a piiv.ite fiiift; hm no man 
wonid think of impeaeliing .1 Pay mailer 
ot :: lii.'h ciinie for following a long ^ 
eft..l-.liniL-(l pi.,6lice. Mr. Crodis next 
prove,1 the fitne/s of Munny Begum for 
file i.fiice to which the Council had unaiii- 
nioully app mited her, and expreffed a 
wiili, thit the Min.'igers had had the ' 
en tdour to enter ibr thanks and approba- 
t.wi tiMiiliTiiited to Mr. Halliiigs, both for 
tbit a|)p.,intmeni, .aii.l the ariangemenis 
that he foimcd i-i he 

r ijiielb'd of tbeir Lordihips was, to look 
to c.acli fubj'.cl complete, and lo ri‘je.'’l 

tlie 
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Hit garbJeil and inutilated accounts which 
• tended only to millead or to con¬ 
found. 

One HtoDRED and Eleventh Day. 

Thursday, May i6. 

Dallas refunied his refutation 
w the Xhird Charge. —- The learned 
CotinlU treated the vai ions matter adduced 
^.with great logical acuteueis and methodi¬ 
cal exaftnefs, prefling the llrong points 
of his argument with much force and 
dexterity. 

He examined the allegation of Mr. 
Crofts’s appointment—He Ihewed, ihat 
lb far from its originating in Mr. Hallings, 
with a view to con upt Agency, tlie no- 
Inination ot that Gentleman was ellewhere 
the Defendant merely aflenting to the 
appointments; and that, inftcad of the 
allerted incapacity of that Gentleman, 
the llrongcft teftimonies of his abilities 
might he colleilwl tiom thole in habits of 
oppoliiion to Mr. Haflings—They all 
Ipoke or him as a man of chat a6ler and 
talents. 

The next head of allufion was to Nun- 
ducomar, whom it was afl’iimed Mr. 
HalHngj had begun to vilify only when his 
tedimony was likely to be brought againlt 
him. The Icarneil Advocate read the 
f ch.iia£ler given liy the eloquent Mana¬ 
ger of this pel Ion—” He was a man 
eminent lor talents above thole of the 
country—high in his call—of ineproach. 
able morals in youth, and of a cliaufier 
that in Benares never appeared without ex¬ 
citing awe and exacting refpeft—To thefe 
circnmdances he added another, whiih 
wiihout them might claim for him venera¬ 
tion—he had reached beyond ieveniy ycais 
ofage.»- 

IVIi. Dallasoblervcd, that it was an iin- 
quelf ionable pofition, that “ Age demanded 
relpefl when it was the fenioi ity ot Virtue. 
•—When anived at the calm comcnttjicnt 
otthecloreof life, Old Age was bcijevolent 
ami confolingj when, like a lei leni^hcd 
gueft about to leave the table of plenty in 
{leace, he beneficently wiihed to Iholc who 
Were to follow delight even greater than Ins 
had been, and corapofure iuperier to his 
own.—But fuch had not been the Old 
Age of Nunditcomar.—In his breaft the 
fui ious paflions of youth were yet fei inent- 
ing, like Ibmc poilbnous ingredients pre- 
ared by Malice, and in a Cauldron 
tewing woe and unreft—He was einplne- 
tically deferibed, anterior to the time when 
Mr. Hallings repelled him as /it evidence, 
as “a man of violent paflions and atuibu- 
ieni habit) one perpetually labouring the 


ruin of any Society fb unhappy as to hold 
him.” ■ , 

After clearing up this point by evi¬ 
dence fufficiently latisfa^oiy, he came 
generally to conlider the hardlhip of Mr. 
Haflings’s lltuation, putting it hypothe¬ 
tically that the Prefents had been taken by 
him in the way dated.—Fifteen years had 
clapfed fince thefe tranlkftions, and thiee 
lucceflive re-appointments of him to the 
high fjuiation beheld; it was not until the 
prefent lime luch Charges wei e preferred j 
and there was not a Angle Article occurring 
fince in evidence; all was known or could 
have been at the very timej and tlie appro¬ 
bation of the Legiflature might be relied 
Upon without an attempt at other vindica¬ 
tion. However, the caule of the De- 
fendant needed no luch clloppel, and Mr. 
Dallas pledged himlell to piuve tliateveiy 
cliaige of coiruption was fallacious and 
irrational; 

He then, whl’.oiit any piaftlcability of 
annoyance from the Enemy, took a very 
flrong pofition upon the heights of an Att 
of Parliament—the Reltraimng A£l of the 
ijfh ot Geo.III. —and at cr viewing fiilt 
the lenlc given by the Managers to this Ail, 
leferred finally to the Ail itlblf. The 
Charge ftates the meaning of this to be, 

‘‘ 'J'hat no Servant of the Company is to 
receive Piefents upon any groimd oi pre¬ 
tence whatever.” Now the fallacy ot this 
ftatemein is appaient, fince it includes ail 
poflahlc cafes, and the man receiving agsintt 
luch an Ail mult be guilty: but the Ail 
itfelt contains ceitain three avords, which 
place it in a very diffeient point of view—. 
they ai e, Jor his benefit and there is 
no pall'agc in tlie Ail which refers tin; 
crime to lui.li receipts toi the benefit of the 
Company. Upon this ground the Conn- 
lei challenged a con tell fioni the oppofite 
fide; he was well afl'urcd that the Ail of 
Patliament wouhf bear him out, and that 
no fuch infeience coui>l be di.iwn, as the 
prohibition of Preftius talenjerthe Com- 
paiiy, 

Mr. Dallas lliewcd the anticuity of the 
Pielcnt, as a enftomary g.ft lor the table 
ot r.11 Agent of the Company reliding at 
any ol the Indian Courts. Howcvei,thc 
fiibfeqnent Ail of the 24th ot Geo. III. 
had removed all doubt; and the Legifla- 
tuie theicby loimaliy determiucU. that 
Prefents taken for indivitlual benefit, or 
the life ot the Company, fhould be alike 
matter of ciinie. He piuved, that ibis lafl 
Ail was not declaratory, but enacting; it 
did not explain whni had in the foimtr 
bttn obicuie and unintelligible; itenaCi- 
cd a new Ciauft, by which the rcttrencj 
11 was 
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extended to a piaaiec never impugned from the Treafury, it would be needed at ft 
before, t fivture opportunity.' They preterred Ita 

“ But however," faid the Counfcl, inactivity m a coffer, to the employment of 
** wc are now advancing from the Star- emeigency. ** O, but JVdr. ciaitings!, after 
light of Circumllance to the Dav-Iight of entering this liim to the Company’s Cre 
Dilcovcry--rhe Surt of Certainty js dit, had called it In:, own." True it wa* 
aiel.ing the darknefs, and we are ar- lie had done lb, and the reafon was obvious, 
rived at f.nils admitted by both par- foi if he had ftylcd it th«i alum belonging 

to the Company, the faid MelTis. Franna 

The firft Pitfent that he received from and Wheder would have forbidden it» j 
S sdannnd, the Buxey of Cbc) t Sing, was employment in the way protluftive of pur- ^ 
admitted to have been taken, and the poles to fine and beneficial, 
points at iffuc weie, whether or not it had Mr. Dallas then ariived at the meafure 
been >appi npriated to the Company’s tile, known by the name of the 7 hree 
and wluthcr it was taken with a conupt He pledged himfelf to prove thefe Chargeii 
view'.—Mr. Dall.H iKated the fituation of as futile as the J[r0. Mr. Burke, ratlier 
India .uid Ml. Ilaltmgs at tlu-time.—It angiily, aiked tor a Ipecillcalion of what 
was when'he Qiudiuple Alliance threat- tliat was. The Court knowing 'exactly 
ciicil oiir complete dil’poflcilLou j when what it was, adjourned at Five o’Clock 

t’oloncl Monion aiui General Cla-sering --- 

Wwiedead, aiul Mr. ilaltings found h.m- ONE HUNDRED AND TWELFTH DaY^ 
felfiliwaru'd in every mcal'ure he proK-rted. Friday, May sy. 

It was the objeft upon winch he pledged Mr. Dallas proceeded in his defence, 
his vMitencv, iliai it lie could detich Ma- and defircd tlieir Loidfliips would have the 
dajee Scindi i tioni the Confederacy, he goodnel's alw.ays to bear in mind, that 
would aiU'wc,- for our lately.—Mr. Frin- upon this cafe of the avowed Prefetits, as 
ria and Mr. VVaeelvr condemned him to the M.m.igers termed them, there was no 
fight a battle lliey dil'appiovcd, with his cviileoce of any kind except what Mr. 
jjaiido lied. They would emit no uaoiify Haftings had hinil'elt fiunilliedi and that 

* On tlien L .rfKh ps’icturn from tlie Trial, the following Petition was prelented from Mr. 
ilallin'js to ilicii Larathips by Lord W.ufiiigb.im ; ^ 

“ ['.’.at your petitioner once more in.aki-s In’; appe:'.!, in t'lr. l>ope that it wUl bo bis laft, to. 
the jultice i( yciii Li'iJlliips; that he lorbojr.s to Hate tlii: too well-known hurdlhips of Ins 
cafe, or the ,'i(uinds on which he iiioft fotemn'iy affeits his belief, thit unlefs your Loirllhip.'., 
leJi jj he leeL the enormity of the delays w.lr.ch have .itter.dcd bis l-mg-protrafled Tri.il, 
fball rcfolve it to be hroujtht to a cuijclufion during this SelTion of ratlumeiit, ic will not, in 
tt'v ord'iiaty ihkI pcimitted cooife, be endoii, until the judgment of anoiner year (liall h.ive 
added to ihs ch.’.nces of its hctug conclixled by otlier Caufes than the legal verditf of your 
Lordlhips. which, your Lou'.ihips li.iVe been i-jltl by one of the Man.igers of the profecution, 
muil mevit.hly fall with i.ifaniy tnhvr oq the h.'.id of your petitiaoi.r, or on thofe who hive 
saafained fo many yeais of yn-ur Loidflups’ attend.nc« in labtfaiiUj; to piove their allegations 
sgaiiill bun. Th»t, although it may not be polFihle for yoiu* ,.eiilioner to know t’te time*, 
whicli n>.ijr ht dcttiiiEd to the dmauon of Hie ptofent Sefli n of Parliament, yet hecaiinqt be 
'jvifc.ilible t.> the reportc wh.ch lie has heard of the (li.irt term winch is atligncd to it; and 
even its unceitainiy is u> omi a fouice of continual al^rm. That, as an humble indWidual, 
,iMpre!f..d wiib the firneit convution of yt*ir Lordlhips’ juQice and Immanity, ho implores 
your Loidftiips to gi .c.st him ilnti giace, which as a Biitifh fubjelJl he might demand as his 
cindouhied buth-nght, the heutfit of undetiied and undelayrd joftice j .ind that your Lordlhips 
will not leave hi.n a Angle cxetptiuu to the rtft of his fellow-fubjedls of (his kingdom, tvhofe 
hearts aiiftl die wiulom ol lu CouHitution, and who boall of the b!ei£ngs which they enjoy 
under it; oleai .gs in which he cannot be faid to particip.ite, who, having been tlie fub]e£\ of a 
criminal ptofccution during Ox years, is yet doomed to linger out his life in the fame unme. 
ril(d flatc of dcprL-fiion, fufpeiice, and (but for the breath of public opinion, and the hopes 
0( life fullaining Jinn; of uinverfal and pe.-petuil ignominy. 

“ Yourpetitioiifci, uiere.Airi., molt luimbly and leivently pnys your Lordlhips, on whofe 
jallice and honour he jdaces his Armen lehance, u, adopt (uch means as to your Lordlhips’ 
lyildorn may fecin bift calculated to accomptilh the end wliich your petitioner fo anxioully 
folieiu, namely, a dole of ilii> lung dtpeudmg Trial duiir.g the prefent SelTlon of Parliament. 

(Signed) “ Warren Hastings.” 

A debate toorf place, on w.ucli binding Uienvfelves to ibe prayer of the petition was 
fcjeCled t and then, U|'.,.o metuM, it wai Kfoivtad to procned farther on the Tiial the next day.. 

su> 
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ilo doubt did exlft, but that every Rupee 
received by Mr. Haftings as a Prel'enti 
vras ex()eiuled in the public fcivice. 

Having already (hewn that the two lacks 
of Rup^s i-eceived fiom Cheyt Sing’s 
Buxey were publicly applied, he would now 
take up the I'unis for which Bonds had been 
granted to Mr. HalUngs in the years 
1780 and 1781. He proved, moftlatlf- 
^facfoiily, from a refeience to dates and 
ciicuiiilt.mces, that Mr. Haftings never 
could have had the moll diftant idea of 
applying any part of this money to his own 
ufe. 

He next took up the Prefent of One 
Hundred Thouland Pounds (terling from 
the Nabob of Oude and his Minifters, and 
pioved, that every Rupee of tins Pieleiit 
alfo was applied to the public ki vice, at a 
lime wlieu our vi.ry exlftcnce depended on 
the lealizatiun of cveiy Rupee that could 
be procured. 

He fliewed that the receipt of one had 
detached Madajee Sciiidia from the Mah- 
ratta Wai} he proved that another had 
opened to our T.Voops the Territories of 
Boofla} and that by tiiele ineaiurcs India 
had been laved to the Company. He 
conlideicd tally llte tiims uj)on which 
certain Lamls were let to Kyalieiam and 
Cullian Singj and llitisfafloiily proved 
^ the propiicty and nf.ige of the Ptjbcufb, or 
Fine levied fum perlbiis to w!u;m lands 
weie let for the tint tune, being piopor- 
tiouate to the value or produce of i’uch 
lauds. So far from their having been let 
difadvantageoiifly for the Company’s in- 
tereft, the leai ued Counfel proved the pie* 
ference of thefcteimb to thole tendeial by 
the Committee} and evinced the piudcncc 
as well as puiity of Mi. {lallings’s coii> 
du6l. 

Mr. Dallas then confidered Mr. Haft- 
ings’s Letter delivered to the Board here 
by Major Scott, and examined the unac. 
countable queition put by the Managers to 
the Major—** Whether the delivery of it 
was not to depend upon the complexion of 
things he! e ?” He laid, to inch a queftion 
(he mould call it ungenerous and ungen* 
tlemanlyl) the anlwer given by the Wit- 
nefs liimfclf was lufticient—*‘ it was mt to 
depend iqion circunularccs.’’ However, 
he Ibouid Ihew their Loidlliips the impof- 
fibility of the thing, by a Letter I'o clufttly 
following the former in date, as May does 
January} which, when it was wiitten, 
handed a duplicate of die former, and mull 
of courle have gone to thcDirciloi b, with¬ 
out a prstSlicability of knowing wlietlier 
Major Scoit had given the original, or 
whttt the cu'CuinRasces might be upon 


I 

which its delivery was.alTumed <0 6 ^ 
pend. 

The Counfel then confidtred the aca; 
counts fuj nlllied by Mr. Larkins, and the 
idea of collulion attempted to be thrown 
againft the fails they dlablilh, wemeanas 
to the vei acity of dijhurJ'vnentSf for of the 
receipts tlieiein llaccd liiere was no quef- 
tion. Mr. Dallas then remarked upon 
the candid declaration of Mr. Haftings— 

“ I have thus faiilifiilly laid the proceed¬ 
ings before the Com t, and beg the Direc. 
toi s to be faiisfied of the fails Hated j for 
it I h.ad ever meant to appropriate thelb 
I’rvlents for my own I'encfit, I could Iiave 
taken care that any knowledge of them 
lliould never Ii.avc re.ichcilyou.’l,—Is it no< 
hard, laid he, that the oniy weapons, thole 
furniflied by Mr. Ilaltiiigs, lliould be tiled 
againll him ? 

(.Mr. hox njoht/pered, “ To befure this 
is alwuj t. dom;; tlu-ie is no other way.”) 

The Coiitiicl examined the dates when 
thek I’ums weie p ud into the hands of Mr. 
Laikini, and thence inleiied, that the 
iiimoiiis of the country communicated to 
Ml. Haftings by Mi. Andeifon, could not 
iiave induced him to make this entiy to the 
Company’s cicdit. 

One Hundred and Thirteenth 
Day. 

Frid.ay, May 24.. 

Mr. Dallas clofed his opening of the 
Pivfents and the Revenue Ai tides, and 
went thiough the remaining a. tides of the 
Charge with infinite foicc and clAirneltk 
The remaining points, lie laid, were, a 
Piefent received fiom Kajali NobkilLn, 
and applied to the payment of ceitain 
jMiblicexpcnccs inclined by Mr. Haftings; 
and a Pident of One Hundieil Thoui ud 
Pounds clfeied by the Nabob of Oude, but 
not accepted, ilc Hated, in the moil clear 
manner, the ciicuinltances of the fit Ik 
tranlailion, and proved, that the cxpencee 
incurred and charged to the Company 
vteic equally chaigcd by Lord Coinwuilis 
as they bad been liy the pi'edecelfais of Mi. 
Haftings. He examined tlic allegations of 
the Commons as to die corrupt applica¬ 
tion of the Public Muncy, and proved the 
coininuiucavion to the Board, or the parti¬ 
cipation of the Supreme Council in d% 
meafures thus charged with liniitct views. 

He then came to confider the Bribe or 
Pident offered by the Nabob to Mi. 
ILftings, which the Governor-Genei.i 
pei Ibnaily refilled—his inftruftions to Ma¬ 
jor Palmer upon that fubjefl, via. To get 
it for the Company, if polllble, and to 
alTure the Nabob, that if he woulft uansftr 
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ttiere hU inten^eil^jfr, Mr. HaftJngs would 
coHlider itt qually kind, feeling the interells 
of the Company as Jer.libly as his own. 

But the cale was pciccpiibly changed, 
and the initaiu Mi. H dlings’s rcjcition 
wis made known, the Nabob’s liberality 
died away—Of what was the Govn nor- 
Genrral thereto)c guilty ? Ot prefei'ring 
tlic Company’s advantage to liis own—of 
refufing hiinl'clt to lake what was not to be 
applied to the exigence ot the Company. 
A fine infi-iciia' flowed fioin this inl^ance 
upon the otlui I'lclents icceived by Mr. 
Haltings, and iiientJy appi opnated to the 
wfes of Govii imient. 

Wh.it rLiiiainedof gieaieft importance 
was to coufidtr (he v.iiious polliions of the 
C'ii.iige (tafiiig tin- cieaiion ot new fnin:- 
iMiis and the .iboiition of old from pertbnal 
anil corrupt inotr.cs—Now tlieic, Mr. 
l>.il|a$ ftid, relolved thcmlclves chieily 
uudci thefe hiads: 

1. The ipp'.inim.nt of Aumcils. 

a. 'riieaboinioiiot i’lovincialCouncils, 
'rhe cic.Uioii ut Rsvetiue C'oiiiiint.. 

fsJ--. 

With lefi-ccl to Aum els, whofe ap¬ 
pointment, hy ihr bye, weie not to be Ins, 
they w'l'if l.inl to Oe iiiv.-it;d with povicis 
wide, oppK'iiivi', .lint unaccouutaliie; to 
I'py into ills- r..i!uic of jiiopcrty, and to 
vx.j6t lenis witii; i;;')!ii, si Cutting coert ion 
anil impi lioi.iiK lit iiinin contiinncy,—- 
'VVliat they Will','vou.d ippeai hum tlicii 
InfiTUCimij-, ill tbelc only w ts to beruund 
ihi ginit of the iippom.iiit 2it ; and ict, 
ahliuiigh Mi’.i.igtr. well'in pofl'eliion ol 
Jhole vcij dimuiii'iil'', Uiey had nmci to 
tilt j>ic'li:it I'oLi. I.cin ei-’iiid upon th..ii 
l.niillhipi’I^lnniti-. 'T'l.i leai ned Couti- 
iii laid, lit iiiiaiu to a.iuii..c them in evi- 
dioi e. 

As to the •iboliiijii of Piovintial Conn- 
tils, which w;s :ri.i!:ed as a Ciimc in 
Ml. H..tlnif«, l.irj, It in 1770 he bad 
a|ipiovc'd as a icm,.'! n v inllitmioti, whit 
in 17S1 li ,d ..*',olii!ud—Mr. Dallas 
pnuliiciil theiijntis.il ot Ml. Fiaiicis, tint 
they wfie tuii.i mu nially w'loiig, com¬ 
bining the delign Old till-i\i-Liuion, two 
powers ot ihirnniln piopeitns going the 
iame pace—and vet hlr. I ladings was 
charged wuh ii.i/mi' upon the .d.ienre of 
this Very Genilcman to enry a intaliiic 
into effect, which mull have had his appio- 
bation. 

With legald to the Revenue Coinmit- 
teis, foiii tic Hill men lUd to the 

Board, wh ch they weie bound ruco'ilult 
in every cnli- of niipLii u.ce, and to whom 
rtiir condii'lt wis to be oitoled tli ijih 
of ivciy iimr.tii, .Vfr. O dlas sMy ,iu;y 


employed the words ** accountable to tli§ 
Board,” fo unaccountably omitted by the 
Managers 5—for by the ftatement or the 
Charge it appeai-ed, that thefe were meie 
tools by which Mr. Hallings ufurped id 
himfelf all the authority of the Board, and 
yet by the very nature of the office the/ 
were accountable to the Gentlemen lo 
joined with him in authority. 

Upon all tliele fubjetfs the Counfel^ 
dwelt with peculiar force, upon the tefti- 
niony of Mr. AnJeilbn, and moft paiti- 
cularly of Sir John Shore. The ofhee of 
Dewan was admitted to he ncceflTary, and 
notvvithftandiiig the character which had 
been given to GungaGoVand Sing, what 
could be gathered fioin other evidence 
was in gloat iiieafure direflly the leveife. 

None but tlie Natives were fit for this 
occupatiuii, and yit they knew none they 
could rrufl. One of the (Jeuilemeii faid 
he diflikid Gunga Govand Sing; and yet, 
after lix vi-irs exp;-iiente in ilit* colltftioii 
ot Rcvinuee, he ileclaivd lie was not pre¬ 
pared tol’.iy whom he could have preh-ricd. 
—Tne adiiiiriioii of the iicccftity for a 
Dtwan, that Dewan a Native, tlie knowing 
no one fittei for the buiincfs than this 
man, Mr. Ilaiilngs was aifuiedly not 
culp.ible toi tins lunnination. 

Blit peih.ips, laid Mr, Dallas, tli« 
Right ilonoinable Maiwgei may eiidca- ▼ 
voui to get sid ot thiA evidence, .uid tell 
your Loidiiii})'-, tlr't not a panicle c.f the 
telfiinony gnen bv the pielent Governor- 
Gciieial ut Bengal is to be lelied upon; 
that tie is a pattner in the guilt of Mr. 
tlalliiigs—a member of the great C’onlpi- 
lacy toiined by the Defendant; “ Yet 
tiut c.innot be laid, 01 it mull not be 
admitted; for, if it be, Sn John Shore, 
the accomplice of his guilt, will be recalled 
tiom the tplcndoi and dignity which fiir- 
lound liim, anil (hare in the honour of 
Public lm|)C<ii:hinent—Nay, thefe bars 
niiitf be biuken down, a wider field niuil 
be provided for fielli culpii's;—the Court 
of Diuttois r.iult appear cliaigtd with 
CJonfcdciacy, by the appointment of Sir 
John Shoie, the accomplice of Mr. Hatt- 
iiigs:—Nay, yet more will be dragged 
btfore this Tribunal, higher and more 
clittmguiflied. His Majefty'sMiiiufers who 
1ecommendv.1l that nomination. 

“ If Sir John Shore, however, has 
fiij, that he knew well, fioni tlie com¬ 
mencement to the pel iod of Mr. Haftings’s 
Adininilharion, iiis viitucs and his abili¬ 
ties; if Ik piononncwl the Natives liappier 
>u>d‘'i bis (.Jovci nmeiit thanthufe of their 
N.itivf Pi i-;ccs; if heafrirmtd thcpCi'fcftion 
o. Poll.'.', the in.ibale of Revemte, tl>e 

afiluence 



r 63 3 


jIBuence of Profperity, your LorcKhips 
• will rely upon fuch teltimonv, prefcning 
the opinion of one locally convfilant with 
India fnbjeils, to llrtt of th.e fiMmers of 
thefe Cliafffes, divellcd of fncli infoima- 
jion. In that confidence, J tnut that your 
Lordfhips will a-.quit Mi. Halting; upon 
the Charges exhibited againft him.” 

As foon as Mr. D.illas lat down, Mr. 
flattings rofe, and addrefled their Lord- 
ihips from a v/iitten fapcr to the follow¬ 
ing cft’cit 

“ My Lords, 

I Venture to foliclt the attention of 
your Luiddiips to the lltuntion in which 
this Trial at prelent (lands. 

“ I hope foi your Lordfiiips’ indulgence 
in requeuing to be allowed I'uch further time 
in th' courfe of each day’s lilting as may 
enable me to bringthcnar.alndci of my de- 
fence, if no intenuptions inicrvenc, with¬ 
in the probable period ot ihiee da^s /rare, 
“ 1 hope by the means of iul!; indul¬ 
gence to conclude niy evidence on the 
Article now under conlideiation within ti.e 
coinpafs of day. 

lam inUHined, that theobl'ervations 
of my Coiinlel upon it will only occupy 
another, -nul the Ijcntlein in upon iiiy riglit 
hand (Mr. Ltw) is wili ng to wave any 
f ohittvations, that ilic deteiKi. may be the 
fooner ciol'eil; in that cale, one day wall be 
I'ldficient for this Ailicle. T'lte abildgcd 
Kvidence with whith I mean to trouble 
your Lordlhips 011 the only rcmaimig 
Aiticle, that oi Coiiliatl^j inae be com- 
piifed within the I'pace of one day tnore, 

1 am willing to forego the benefit ot a moi e 
detailed defence, in order to enable the 
Managers for the Comnioiii fully to con¬ 
clude their leply within the courlc ot the 
piefent Sellion 5 an cxpciT ition which, 1 
triift, I do not luireafoiiably entertain, in 
this advanced period ot a Trial that has 
been lb niany yt ai s depending. 

“ I am well awaie of the tlifadvantagc 
to which I liibjeil; my delence on this 
Ait'cle, by having the evidence unftated 
and unapfilUd, to make out its o wn ell'i; t j 
and it is with ielu6lancc that I depiive 
mjl'elf of the benefit of tbol’c talents which 
have been lb ably difplaycd on the I'oriiier 
pails of my defencej tor it is to thole 
talinis, aided hy the 7lm1 and coidial affec¬ 
tion whuh have animated them to their 
bell excit.one, tliai I am now indebted for 
the hope and afTnrance whit h 1 confidently 
ei.ti-it.iin, that though 1 Ihoiild not live to 
receive liic faiit'iion of jonr l.oidUiips’ 
acquitiil, inyn.iine at kill lli.dl not detrend 
blaiUd ’.viih infamy to p i,»eiity, but be 


recorded with thofe of the many otliev 
vi£linis of falfe opinion, fomc of hig'iir 
worth, none of better intentions, who have 
done I'crvice to the States which employed 
them, and been requited with unthaiikfuU 
nefs and perlepuiinn. 

“ My Lords, I conlidcr the rcfolution 
which 1 have taken as a facrifice, and I 
make it with the greater cheerful nets, as it 
may, and mnil in Ibme degree, prove n«* 
let's .an accommodation to your Loidliiips' 
time than the means (if your LordUiips 
lhail fb peniiil it) of obtaining niy own 
deliverance b'oin a llate of fufpence which 
is become ahnoj} injupportable." 

Mr. Burke appealed to fetj what he 
called an attack on tlie juftice of the Com* 
mons of Gieal-Biitain; and fil'd, that 
Mr. H (dings was not pictlcd for time, and 
it wai his hiiliiiLl’s to make his Defence 
conip'cie, or at lealt lint he ought not to 
p’cvid want of time as any excufe for omit¬ 
ting any thing in.Uciial—an argument 
v.’ls'cli teemed to he heard without carrying 
co-vuTion tp the bieail of any one of Mr* 
Buikc-'i numerous auditors. 

Mr. Burke continued; 

“ Wlien the Managers fliall have made 
t.hvir fiii ther remaiks upon what has been 
u'ltbicv-il in fupport of the Defem*!ant, it 
will be lor your Luidlhips to cuntider the 
jiiojii iety of the terms vvhicii any culprit at 
vom bai imy apply to the Commons of 
Great-Biit.iin, ol ingratitude for fervices 
reiulcied to ins Couiuiy. 

“ VV'itli lelpctl to the defence made hy 
the Gentlemaii .it unii bir, be ins Indall 
thetupp ut that the Icainingol the bar, the 
afie6tion oi a ilul't ot Tiinids, or his great 
fuiiiinc, could pu'ciirc— If, fiom whatever 
c.iiiic, lie may wdli 10 narrow the boimds 
ol his vindication, ii i-. tor him to do lb, 
and lui y'lur Loullhipn to conlidcr, whether 
in f) doing, tuppoliiig heihtiiid be found 
(luAt^^ it !s not meant to hciiilinuated that, 
bu: tiom volunt 11 y ckfign, he might have 
av.iiicil liiinfelf ot leitimony which would 
h ivc clcaitd Ills cliaiactcr.” 

He npi.iied lias leiiiaik, that with re- 
fpe^t t.) il'.e abiidgment of evidence or the 
curt ailment of icalbiiing upon it, the con- 
fcquciices mult reft with himfelf, the Cori- 
nions difclaiming any wilh to nairow tin 
defence which he ftiould let up, and pur- 
luing their objeft without any other ad- 
vcrteiicc to the piefent declaration, 

Mr. K«x, ol fimilar leniimeiit, faid his 
colleague and Bighr Hon. Fiknd wasper- 
killy light—and at half palt five o'clock 
the Couit bioke up. 

Ons 
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•xE Hundred and Fourteenth 

Drtif. 

Saturday, Miy 25. 

The fii ff pu t of the morning was taken 
up in leaiUng flintt a variety of papcis, 
Aatcfl l>y the Connftl as neccflrny to 
complete evidence which the jN'Ianagers had 
mmilated and gaih'ed, 

Mr. Am iol was then called, and exa- 
tninett as to the oaths taken by AI»‘, 
Ilaflings, wlien he i'ucctcded to the Go- 
yeinmcnt ofIJeng.il in jryi. He Ih'd he 
was pretty certain that he iiad feen Mr. 

n.aiiie fnblci ibed to tliei'c o.itlis, 
in a book.ke)'t hv himlelt as ibciLtary, 
anil left in his c/r,ce to h's loctefior juit 
as lie itceived ittiom his p-t'-lccellbr. 

A.S to tlit rci^riiiiif 0.11I1 piopofrcl by 
Lord C iive in ly’/J, t ikeii bv himrclt, and 
by hisUiccert’or, Mr. Vertlft, in ti.e 1 n.%n- 
k.ill of Calcutta, btfn)« all the ii'h'ihit nits, 
that was a totally ihffeient oath, and It.id 
become ohfeUle bctoie Mr A'liiol's .ar- 
lival, and Ivad not been taken by Mr. 
Cariiev, the prcdecefl'or of Mr. fftflinrs. 
U'bis wts alfo pioved by Mr. lludlmi, 
fully fixing upon the Manag'is and their 
Ctnnifel the chat ge p'clnic I againlt tliL-m 
by Mr. Dallas, of iiegligc.ice and niii're- 
|>icfcntaiion, 

Mr, Jiuikc crol’s-txaininvd Mr. Auiiol 
for ■uaily two hours complete,.liking him 
Jill infinite v-iricty of ijoeltams, appirently' 
of little coiilequcn.cc, but to which he re- 
ccivetl the clearelf ani'w*IS, 'J'o one iii- 
volvetf and complictvd tjutuion, Mi, 
Auriol replied, by dtiliirg it might be 
divided, and then he would t.nlwcr it, 
which he did; upon wliich Mr. Burke 
in.ulc fome u-fiertions fo veiy offenfive, 
that tils Archbifliop of Yoil; flatted up 
with much fieling, and laid it was iinpoi- 
fible for him flleiit'.y to lifleii to the iltiberai 
con.lui^c of the jMauaget j th.it he exa* 
mined the witnefs as if he were examining, 
jiot aCientleman, but a pick-pocket 5 that 
tl'.e Hiii crudity and tlie xtthumanity of the 
Man Si ni the conrl'e of this long Tiial, 
eeuld n.ii h. txit'iUiJXyj Matat and Ko- 
berlplcitt, had tii • foudiiil: of the Trial 
been cuiiiiTiin.to ili*in. 

Mr. Buski lermed much confounded, 
buil.atd, ill icply, tf'nl hr haJnot hi nrJone 
nj <wj3at had hmfpokm, and that 
he ihouid aet as il h - h.i-l n«t. He then 
p.uflii'tl in'. I'xatrrina.ion ■, ami, in the coinle 
cf it, l.ord Sviiihopf. J Dul Ai'.iron, and 
Lord bonier', cxpn flld iheir licliel that 
the 'f'rial nrvii f.Mii.l c-’ino to a dole, it’ 
f Ge.i(leir.a.i w.is tv be cxaniaieU fo long 


upon the rumour nf r’awtfwrr.^-Mr. Buik* 
ll’icn began to talk about the Begums, but 
was called to order j and about half paft 
four, the Counlcl clofed their evidence on 
the 6th, ytli, and 14th Articlts—taking 
fifve days only, foi what had occupied the 
Managers thirty-four on the profecu- 
lion. 

Mr. Plumer then obferved, that, agree- . 
ably to Ml. Hartings’s engagement 
yeftorday, tliey iliould not fum up, nor 
expend any time in opening the only 
remaining Charge, the Contnjfts, butpror 
Cceil dii"cifly to the evidence. The firft 
was the Opium Contrail; and here he 
rtioiild fiipply what, in cavdourani jflice^ 
tlic Managei s cjiyht not to have left def¬ 
rier, t. Hi; laid, die tviileiice he fhuuld 
piodiice would piove; 

1. riiat, until the Government of Mr, 
Haftings, Opium was no bianch at n ve¬ 
nue M the Company, but a monopoly in 
tile hands of individu ils. 

2. That Ml. ILdtings took it from 
thotciiubvidua!', and made it a productive 
aiiicle i.f P.evi.!iue for ti.e Company. 

3. Tliat in 1775 it was put up to 
public contrait, and the contradl given to 
the lowcrt of fliicen biddeis, tliati', to the 
man «ho cltcii-d the belt terms for the 
Conipany, 

4. That In 1777 it w.-s given to Mr,“ 
Mackenzie Jor three yeais, on the fame 
it'inis that the lov.ett buulei liad it in 177 s* 

5 (Whicli the Mamgtrs had totally 
funk) 'I'liat in tlie year 1780 it was 
giante.l to Mr. M.ickenr.!c loi our \rar 
lor.yrr, by Mr. francis, Mr. Wiieeler, 
.'ind Mr. Haiting.s—the two fiilt being a 
majority ot tlie Board. This oiuiliion 
was the more iiiipaidoiiab!i;, becaufe the 
yh of the charge againlt Mr. fl.ifliiigs 
was his neglci,i of the Company’s outers, 
who in December 177? had difappiuvcd of 
the grant ot the conn ail to Mr. Macken¬ 
zie 111 1777, becaufe it hail not been adver- 
tifed.—Now as this leitei ariivcd in Ben¬ 
gal ill i779, and the contrail w.as ayain 
given to Mr. Micken jie in 1780, when 
tile dilapprob.ition was JieJb in the recol¬ 
lection of Mr. Fiancis and Mr. Haftings, 
it was partial and unjair to Jink this 
Irafalrinn, -and to go on to the grant to 
Mr Sii!liv.an in 1781, who had it prccifely 
on the fame tei ms with Mr- Mackenzie. 

6, He fltoiild give a minute of Mr, 
Francis, in which iie laid lie thought, iukI 
he thought truly, that it would be badp ’l:ty 
to give the Opium Connate on too K.w 
terms to any Contrailor for veiy valid 
reafons, and which undouhtedly miliicr',1 
th* Board not to think this t c«ntr.til, 

w hieli 



[ < 5 ^ ] 


which every adventurer in India might 
• ipeculate upon. 

7. He fiiould examine a gentleman 
xvho had been one of the Council at Patna^ 
and accojdingiy Mr. Law was called to the 
bar, who faid, that from the time he came 
into the fervice in 1765 until 177^, 
Opium was a monopoly for the advantage 
of the Company’s Icrvants at Patna; that 
V-tkey bought it at aoo Sicca rupees a cheft, 
and generally fold it from 4.50 to 500 
rupees a cheft} that Mr. Haltings took 
it from them and gave it to the Company. 

It appeared, that from 1775 *785, 

the contraff price was 190 rupees a clielt, 
for a large quantity, as large as was in moli 
years procured, and an advance of 50 ru¬ 
pees a cheft upon ail manufa£tured beyond 
that quantity. 

Mr. Plumer then gave in all his evi¬ 
dence to fubftaniiate thel'e fa£ls, which it 
did n$oJi completely, and then the Conrt 

V .adjourned. 

Mr. Law In the courfe of the day gave 
in a very material and important piece of 
evidence. The Managers had in the ) ear 
1790 called Mr. Wright from the India 
Houfe, to prove the amount of Mr, Ha- 
ftiflgs’s fortune by a ftatemcni of the >t-- 
mittancei made in bis name. Thofe on 
bills and on diamonds turned out to be t^vo 

V kunilyc<iznA thirl\-ci^ht tboufand pounds, 
Ironi which the inference drawn liy the 
Alanageis was, that that was his fortune. 
Mr. Law therefore called Mr. Woodman, 
who in conjunflion with Mr. Francis 
Sykes and a Mr. Waller, were his attor- 
nies in England. Mr. Woodman fwoie, 
that above eighty tboufand pounds of this 
money never came into tlieir hands, but 
was indorfed over to other perfons; that 
bills were drawn upon them for other 
lums, whidi they paid avray; and that 
the ftate of Mr. Haftings’s fortune, fiom 
1778 down to 1786, when it was liiuilJy 
deliveted over to him, was from feventy- 
three to fixty-five thoufand pounds; tiic 
particulars being each ycai refpcflively 
dated; that he never knew, nor did he 
believe that Mr. Haftings ever employed 
any other perfons on money tranfadions, 
nor did he believe, that he ever remitted 
money, except to the three Gentlemen 
who had the management of his alfairs. 
Mr. Burke did not chui'e to put any 
queftion to Mr. Woodman. 


One Hundred and Fifteenth Day. 
Monday, May *7. 

Mr. Plumer proceeded to complete his 
evidence on the Opium Contrad; and he 
proved the great addition to the public re* 
Part VJ, 


venues which refulted from Mr. Haftings’s 
having made Opium a diranch of revenue 
•for the Company in x 773 * He proved 
alfo, that the plan ot fending Opium to 
China was a very wile plan for the year it 
took place in ; but that in fad it was not 
the pla.T of Mr. Haftings, but a fcheme 
adopted by Mr. Wheeler, on the lecom- 
mendation of a very ingenious and induf- 
trious olHcer, Colonel Watlbn. 

He then proceeded to the Bullock Con- 
trad, a fubjed which had been much ex. 
patiated upon by men groftly and foolifhly 
ignorant; and he proved the following 
fads by evidence. 

I ft. That fo far from its being true, as 
the Charge affirmed, that Mr. Haftings, 
in the year 1779, aboliflicd i Contrad, 
without any complaint from the army of 
its inefficacy—the truth loas, that com¬ 
plaints of the moji feriovs nature had been 
tranfmiticd tn.m feveral corps of the army, 
to the commander in chief, and by him 'to 
Mr. Haftings. 

ail. That no pojfhle remedy for fo 
d.ingeroiis an evil could be applied, un- 
1 > is by giving a Contrail on fuch terms 
as ft'iould infura a faithful difeharge of fo 
important a fcrvice. 

3d. That upon this principle Sir Eyre 
Coote recommended in July 1779, and 
the Board agreed to that Contrad which 
is the fubjed of the prefent Charge. 

4th. That by the evidence or Colonel 
DiifF, and by various authentic docii- 
iiienis, it appeared, that the Contrad was 
not improvident either as to terms or 
numbers, 

5th. That when it was converted info 
an agency, tlie fame clucks and regula¬ 
tions were kept up. 

6th. That the experience e/ the lafl ivar 
fully evinced the neceffity of attending 
moil diligently to this, the moft important 
branch ofmiliiaiy fcrvice. 

Mr. Plumer referred to the fentiments 
of the Marquis Cornwallis, of Colonel 
Duff, and of cvfi y man of experience in 
India, tojuftify tlie Bullock Contrad. 

Mr. Dallas then went through Mr. 
Auiiol's agency for fupplying the Carnatic 
with provdions, which with equal ability 
he divefted of every ftiadow of criminality, 
and proved, that inftead of cenjure Mr. 
Haftings defeived the praifes beftowed 
upon him by Mr. Pitt (when this 
C'harge was before the Houfe), for having 
faved a nation from penftilng by famine, 
by granting the agency to Mr. Auriot, 
a man, as deferibed by Mr. Pitt, of in- 
tegrity, ability, and honour. Mr. Burke 
continued fo long in the crois-examination 
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•f Mr. Auviol, that it was near fix o’clock 
when this Charge ♦ifas doled. 

Mr. Burke was proceeding to inteiro- 
gatc ihe w'Uuel's upon matters of op.r..on, 
when 

Karl Stanhope ftrongiy infified iliat it 
was highly improper to examine ci al (elii- 
inony, when all that ihevtiinds cowldpi'di- 
bly know was cnlcicd upon recoi J, \vhn.li 
was now m Coiiit. 

Mr. Buike rejiiied, that 'he Commons 
• 1 Knglaiul vvi, 1C not 1 )01111(1 hy Ills, opinion 
r>f nn individual I’cer, hot only bytlicde- 
tennination of their Lordlhips as a Court. 
He turiher in'illcd, that the defendant had 
frequently examined wi'.nttres in that very 
mode, and thciel'oic he claimed the fame 
light. 

'I'lieir Loidlhips adjourned to the Upper 
Chamber, and returned in half an hour, 
when 

The Lord Chancellor decl.ucrl their 
opinion, that the queftions propofed by 
Mr. Burke were iiiekvant, and ought not 
to he pvit. 

Mr. Fox bowed to the judgment; but 
he hoped and it lifted that in Intuiv the 
Managers wi.tild have the lame impartialiiy 
dealt out to them as the prifoner’i Couiiicl 
had rej eatedly experienced. 

At fix the Hoiil’c adjourned to the Upper 
Chaiuhcr. 


One Ilu^coa *'u am) SiVTFFNTH Dav. 

'J uE'iii.'.Y, aS. 

On this d.iy ilie calc oi Mi. flillings 
was totally cmled. iMi. Uail is put in the 
vcho!(’of the evidoiici iiiccfr.u y to ilii.i- 
datcMi. Bc'ii’b agency, tha. agency vdm ii 
hlr. Fill (.Uiended inoit (Ueiiuou'ly in 
the fioufi' 111 Curniuciis. 

Futthei d -Ciiiiituts were cft'ci'd on the 
ropiKty ol ft.uit; appoiiitmcm i that 
ad beer, tiuid* by Mi. Hallmg', v.h'ch 
Mijui Scott aiid Ml. Wii'ilii w.“ie 
broti gilt loi ward to p;ovc. A dilficully 
arola aluaiL in'eivmg tin; cvidircc of a 
Mr. Bcllit, who hid rcmimcl ti India. 
Maj r Scott was tx 'mmid as to the lime 
he came from India, and when he Icit 
Enropc to I loceed ior Jlie Ivilt indies to 
refiiiUf- Ins 1 ink in that part ol the world, 
with the reafims which hid occaficutd Ins 
return. The Ma^oi ohl'crvcd, ih.it he 
could not liiy wh it migni be his it.uons j 
but one was, that he had a vtiy mode- 
rat!: fortune, and a yearly inciealt of his 
family. 

Severn I other documents were defiver- 
«d in on the Bullock cuntiaci, ai.d on 
the diffetence between the Sicca and 
euiKBt which had not been 

^aikcd ia the accounts. Mr. Wright 


explained thefe points in a fatisfa^loty 
manner ; and the Counfcl for Mr. Ilalt- 
ings then begged leave to produce the 
i'cvcral telVitnon'vals wmcb had been fer.t 
titan India in f.ivouicl’ Mi. Haltiiigs, by 
the M irqiiis Cornwallis, as tile belt itply 
i.'in could be given to that fort of ^emral 
tti^i^wliich had been (u plentifully heaped 
upon Mr. Haltings. 

J'o this Mr. Buike made fome fort ^ 
of olijeiti'jii ; hut on Mi. Law reading to 
him a quotation from Lis o^jtm Jfcecby 
in which he flood pleJf^ed to intro¬ 
duce this evidence, it p. lfcd, as alio the 
afldiefles to Mr. Hatlings from the 
Civil Servants of the Company, and from 
the Oflictib of the nimy, and allb the 
unanimous thanks of the Courts o+ Di- 
reilors and Propiietors, ahpr'^rj'-d by Mr, 
Dundas, M*'- (how C^id) Gienvilie, 
Lord Wallingham, ami Lord Mulgravc, 
the Membeis ol the Boaid ot Coiuroul, 
for his loK^, fisithfidf andahk fa^vtus 
and with this mcAf of cnidnici: to lebiit 
tlie charge of havirg opprejftd, ^unini-, 
and dcjiioynl ihf Nal/'Vi' of fud/a, of 
hiw'iiv^ Ma/o ud/y af t fird tb( /h.'ntjis of 
the Cun,pun), and dij^ruud and Uc~ 
giadid (Ik Bnt'Hi ii.iuie <iii(i ch.iia6U't, 
did tiie Coiu.k! of Ml. ii-utuigb con¬ 
clude. 

Mr. U iltings, will'll all die evidence 'i 
was cloi'.d, ad.i;illed the Coiiit to the 
ioliowiug iltciil: 

-MV I,ORD£, 

My evidence is now brought to its 
clofe. 

Sullicicnt has, I trull, been .already 
clone lor tvery iiiitnediatc puipoie of 
iKCeiijiy jiikitication ; ai.d u is not, my 
Lords, tioni any appuliinlion which 
I elite 1.1111, left aiiy di leti s of this kind 
liiotiid ixilt, ot It mil A v.dn opinion 
that tiuy coil id be luppiied by me, that 
I |;ui-!U mylelf once moie to your 
Lordihips’ aitcntion. No, niy Lords, J 
li.tvi tl.e pi oof v.’hich 1 hate otfeied to 
Us juft and cfFechi.il opei.tlion, without 
.my (kgice of doubtful anxiety tor the 
ifttic. But, my Louis, I rile for a pur- 
pole winch no extt-rn.il lellmiony can ade¬ 
quately Uipj'.'y, to coi;v.-y to your Lurd- 
fti'ps* iiiiiv.ts .1 iatistuciioii winch honour¬ 
able iniinls miy poliibly cxpcft, and 
winch i.t'e loUnm .ilfivei.ations of a man 
inipieli.'d wirii a due fenic of the facred 
oiitig.Uions (if leligioii and honour can 
aloiie iidequately convey. 

I know ih.it the a^lual motives of 
human cmu'nft arc often dark and myfte- 
yious, and lonutimes infcj iilable. As 
far as the fubjett is capable of furtlier 
afefrtstinmtnt, and the tiuili can be fealed 

by 



by a fill] rnot'e foletnn atfe/lation) ir i$ a 
<duty which innocence owes to ictelf to 
afford it. 

In the prefence, therefore, of that 
Being, from whom no I'eciets are hid, I 
do, upon a full review and icrutiny of 
my pad life, unequivocally and con- 
fcientioully declai e, that in the adininif* 
tration of that tiulf of (auveinment, 
J tvhichwas duiing fo many yeais confided 
to me, I did in no inltance intentionally 
facrifice the intered of my countiy to any 
private views of rny own perfonal advan¬ 
tage : that, according toniy bed (kill and 
judgment, I iiivaiiably promoted tlie 
cffential iiitcreds of my employers, the 
happinefs and profpenty of the peojile 
committed to iny charge, and the wclfue 
and honour of my countiy, and at no 
time with more entire devotion of mind 
and purpofc to thefc objects, than during 
that period In which my acculers have 
endeavoured to reprclent me as occupied 
^nd engrod'ed by the bale piuluit of low, 
fordid, and inierdi6fed emolumeiit. 

It may be expected of me to lay fonie- 
thiiig in addition to wliat you have 
heard from Mr. Woodman, refpefting 
the a£lual Hate and extent of my loitime. 

lie lias pioved the total amount of iny 
tcmittances from India duiing the period 
of my Goveiiuntnr ; and tint the ba¬ 
lance of my fortune, when latt adiulfed, 
Ihoitly after my return to England in 
1785, aiuouiiied to little muic than 
65,000). 

I proteft in the name of Almighty 
God, that 1 made no temittances to 
England dining that peiiod vvhicii weie 
riotin:j(lc to him, and my other Attorniss 
joined 111 trull with him ; tli it I had no 
other perfons 111 lingland, or Europe, in 
truftof mypecuniaiy concerns} and that 
his account of thole lemittances is accu¬ 
rately true, actoiding to my belt means of 
knowledge and bilief upon the fubjeit } 
and that, including thole lemittanccs, 1 
at no time poflelied a fortune which ex¬ 
ceeded, at its moil extended amount, the 
fum of too,oool. and in this calcnlrition 
1 would be uiideiltund to comprehend 
every kind and defeription of property 
whatlbevcr: That, at the peiioii of iny 
return to England, my foitune did not 
exceed the balance already mentioned to 
have been then in the hands ot my Attor- 
nics by more than the Aim of 25,000!. 
amounting, on the larged calculation, to 
an aggregate ium ot between 80 and 
90,0001. and all the property which X 
pofTefs dands pledged at the prefent mo¬ 
ment for the difirfiarge ef fuch debt* a» I 


have contracted fince the tommencenienf 
of this iong-dcpcnding Trial. 

Thefc are the enormous fiuits of 
thirteen years of imputed mpacity and 
peculation, and ot upwards of thirty 
years of aCtive and important fervice ! ! I 

My Lords, I know not how I 
can more fully and explicitly difavow 
every purpole of appropriating to my 
own benelit any of the rai'ious liims re¬ 
ceived, and applied by me to the Compa¬ 
ny’s lei vice in moments of extreme 
peril and exigmey, than in the very terms 
in wh'ch I exprefied fuch diAvowal at 
your Lordihips’ bar in the month of 
June 1791. I again repeat, tliat “ I 
lul'unniy, and with a pure ^conlcience, 
afhiin, that I never did haibour fuch a 
th-uiglit for a fingl*- i’lftaiit.” 

It, in additiim to the proof upon your 
Lordlhuj".’ table oi tiic j’.illi.c and ne- 
ceiiiiy or the iiiej;u cs which are the I'ub- 
jefls of the two Aid At ticks of the 
Charge, item be lequiied ot me by an 
ait of Ib'emn and lacred aiteltatum on my 
put to vouch the tiuth ot my delciicc m 
tilde p'li ticulats, and to vindicate my 
ciiuaitcr troiii the uiitoviudcd charge 
of m.il:ce allcdgcdio have been enteita n- 
cd bymeagaiHlt the immediate objects of 
thole intafui es, I once more call God to 
witnefs, that no motive of pi-ribnal 
fumiiy, no views of pcrlbnal aJvanlage 
to niyfelf or others, induced the adop¬ 
tion, on my pait, of any of thole iiiea- 
iuies for wliich 1 am at this day ciiini- 
tially queltioiicd} but that, in every in- 
ilaiice, 1 ailed under the iuiniediaieand 
urgent leiile of public tluiy, in oiicdience 
to the in eliftiblc demands of public ildcty, 
and to vindicate the juit lights of the 
Einpiie committed to my rue againll 
thole who, in a moment of its greatelt 
per'l, were engaged in Xiolblc confederacy 
to deftroy it. 

1 have no doubts, but that upon a fair 
review of all the exifting circumltances, 
and the means of nitarmatiun then before 
me, no lavifh or impropei expcndituie of 
public money will be found to have taken 
place in reipeft to the coiitra£ks formed 
during my adminillration. 

For the prudence and fuccefs of the 
regulations adopted and purlucd in re-_ 
ibeCt to the controul and management ot 
the public revenue, 1 ti uft 1 tjaay be allow¬ 
ed to appeal to the fluurifhing condition 
winch the Company’s piovinces enjoyed 
during the period of my guveinmtnt, and 
which has been, tioni the continued ope^ 
ration of the fame caufe, in a courte ot pro- 
greiHve improvetpent to the prefent hour. 
K 2 I taaovf 
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I know that your Lordfhips will, in 
your own enlighrened and impartial vvif- 
oom, juftly cfliinate the dimcuUies by 
which 1 was furroundeJ during a long 
and arduous period of public fervice : 
that you will allow for all the enibair.tif- 
ments aiiiing from the long counteradlion 
of my alTociates in the Govei innent; for 
errors refuliing fiom the honed impertcc- 
tion of my own judginent j from occa- 
Aonal defeiencc to tlie counlcls ot others, 
and from tlic varying I'ciii’e «j 1 expcdieney 
which at diflcrerit peiiods govetnctl my 
own. 

Your Lordihips well know, that the 
iinpewous exigencies of public alFairs oltcn 
prelent to the lervanls of the State no 
alternative hut the painful choice of con- 
teiuting evils. 

I'he tranlcendant and pci'mptory duty 
of niy fitu itioii was to derive and to ptociire 
the ncccifuy means of public lafely. 
Feeling, as I did, the exigencies of the 
Government as my own, and every prcl- 
lurc upon them lefting with ecpial weiglit 
upon iny mind ; beiieged, as atfonie times 
1 was, by the hourly and clamoious im¬ 
portunities of eveiy department of the 
military fervice; goaded at others with 
the cries of our then familhed fcltlemants 
on the coalt of Coromandel, Ihould I 
have delcrved well, I do not fty uf niy 
country, hut of the common ciufe of 
luiFeriiig humanity, if I had punitilioully 
dood aloof from thofe means of liippiy 
which gratitude oi exixiilation hadcn.ibleJ 
me to appropriate to the inltant leiief of 
I’ucli diliredes ? 

The whole tenor and condiitl of my 
public life is now, :ny Lord:, before you: 
it has undergone a i'crutlny oi fuch ex ■ 
tent and feverity, as can Hud no patallel 
in former times, and I tiult will, in many 
of the peculiar circumdaiices which have 
chara6ferized and diltinguiilted this Tiial, 
leave no example to the tutu re. 

My Lords, I have now performed the 
moft folemn duty of my life, and with 
this 1 clofe my defence. 

I may now, Itrult, aiVuredly confider 
myfelf as arrived at the threlhold of my 
deliverance; at that period w'nen no delay 
or procrailination can prevent the fpeedy 
and final termination of the proceedings 
now depending before your Lordihips. 

After fuch recent and accepiable proof 
on the part of your Lordilnps, of your 
carneii cliipofition to accelerate the con- 
c'ufion of this Trial, it would betray an 
unwarranted and unbecoming diilrull of 
your juiiice, to offer any requeft to your 
Lordihips on tliisfubjeit, had 1 not other 


caufes of apprehenfion. At this momen¬ 
tous and awful criiis, ignorant of what 
may be in the minds of others, 1 am 
compelled to obviate every poilible, even 
though improbable danger. , 

In the iltort addrefs which I mads to 
your Loidihips on Friday lail, I dated, 
that I ihould wave the obiervatioiis of my 
Counfel on the evidence of the Article 
then before the Court, and both the open^W 
ing and the application of the evidence on 
the next ; and that I madethefe facrifices, 
well avv.nrc of their iinporance, for the 
exprefs pin pole uf aifording ample time 
to my prol’ecutors, during what remain¬ 
ed of the probable term of this Seffion, to 
make their reply. 

If the Managers for the Commons had 
been equ.illy delirous of accelerating the 
dole oi this Tiial, and I had a right to 
lupjMjie that they were lb, from their 
repeated dvclaiationsto that effe6l, what I 
had laid might have lieen conilrued as an 
otfer of mutual accommodation ; but, nty 
Lords, it was leceived with reientment, 
and ani'wered with reproach, and worfe 
iniimiatiun. 

What other coucluAon can I put upon 
this condud, but that which is conveyed 
to my eais Irom every quarter ; that they 
mean to endeavour to prevail on your 
Louliliips to adjourn over this Trial to its t 
jt-vent!} year, that one more may be 
given them to prepare their replies. I do 
not know that this is their intention ; but 
i may be allowed to ftippole it j and 
though inipreil'ed with the Hrmelf confidence 
of the jiilt and favourable dii'pofitlon of 
your Louliliips, I c.'innot but dread the 
event ot a queition in which iny rights 
tn.'iy I'e at ilfiie wltli fuch opponents as 
the Managers of this proiecution, fpeak.- 
ing in the name of the Houle of Commons, 
and of all the Commons of Great Bri¬ 
tain. 

To meet fuch an attempt, if made, I 
Irtmbly offer to your Lordffiips the fol¬ 
lowing arguments, moil anxiouily recom¬ 
mending tlium to your confideration. 

In an addrefs to a Court of Britiih 
Peers, I cannot otfend by pleading the 
rights which I polTefsas a Britiih fubjefl— 
rights which arc alTured to me in com¬ 
mon with all my Fellow-Subjeils of this 
realm, by the pledges of ancient char¬ 
ters, and the fandion of an sath, the 
moft folemn that can be tendeied or taken 
by ni.in. My Lords, I claim the per- 
ioiinancc of thatlacred promife, in all its 
implied ulihgations, that juftice be admi- 
nillercd to me, and that it lie adminiftered 
now. 


In 
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In the long period of another year, I 
may be numbered with thofe of my Noble 
Judges whom I have, with foirow, feen 
drop off year after year j and in aggrava¬ 


tion of the lofs which I have fuftained 
by their deaths, I may thus lul'e the 
judgment of their furvivors by my own 
To the precepls and fanHions of the 


* Lijl */ Peers who have dteJ Jiuer the Ctmmentemtnt tf the Lupeacbment. 
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Cumberland 

Mancheiler 

Montagu 

Montrofe, Earl Grahani. 

Chandos 

St. Albans 

Somerfet 




EARLS. 


Hiintingdcn 

Clarendon 

Pomfret 

Kinnoul 

Ferrers 

Sandwich 

Hardwicke 

Stanhope 

Paulett « 

Straflord 

Orford 

Oxford 

Effingham 

Cowper 

Frederick Earl of 

Talbot 

Francis Earl of Guild¬ 

Waldegrave 

Guildford 

Mansfield 

ford 

Darlington 

Abercorn 

Buckinghamfhire 



viscouN rs. 


Montague 

Bolingbroke 

Courtenay 

Dudley and Ward 



BARONS. 
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Berwick 

Rodney 

Mulgrave 

Say and Sele 

Heathheld 

Gage 

Foley 

Crantley 

Craven 

Dover 

Camelford. 

Boringdon 


BISHOPS. 


Dr. Shipley, of St. Afaph Dr. Law, of Carhile Dr. 

Horne, of Norwich 


Ualifaz, of St. Afaph 
fieauclerk, of Hereford 
Harley, of Hereford 

SCOTS PEERS in tlie laft, bat not in this Parliament. 


Tburlow, of Duiham 
RolTjf of Exeter 


VVilfon, of Kiiftol 
Thomas, of Roclielier. 


Marquis of Lothian 
Earl of CalTilis 

Duke of Clarence 
Lords Heathlield 
Kenyon 
Dover 
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Dr, 


Earl of Aberdeen Earl of Galloway 
Selkiik Hopetoun 

CREATIONS. 


Lords Pifherwick 
Fife 

Crimflone 

Mulgrave 


Lords Douglas, Earl 
of Moreton 
Douglas, Lord 
Douglas 
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Kiunaird. 

I 

Lords Harewood 
Cage 
Gienville 
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Vernon, of Carlifle 
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Lauderdale Elgin Torpiclien 
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Duke of Manchefter Earls Strafford Earls Stanhope 


Dr. Madan, of Brlflol 
Sutton, of Not vvicit 
Stuart, of St. David’s. 


Baton Somerville. 
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Pomfret 
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Crantley 
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Orfoid Ward 
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taw, I join the rights which are derived 
from the praStic' of it. In the other 
Courts of this kii gdom, then criminal 
prccefs is limited in its duiation, by ex- 
prefs and pofitive regulations. 

On this high Court, charged with other 
vaiioiia and impoitant duties, tlie wil- 
dom of our ancedois lias impol'ed no 
lethaint, hut the rule ol honour j and to 
that honour I make this, my laft appeal; 
humbly piayiiig, th il il in the com Ic ot ihis 
haid and iong-exttnde»l 'I'lial, I have 
conduced mjlelf with the molt patient 
and relptillui fubmiilion, and home all 
the aggiavaiing circumllances of it wiih a 
tianquillity ot mind which nothing but a 
contlioiilnefs of integiity, and an equal 
reliance «n your ultimate juttice, could 


have fupported, 1 may Obtain rom youi' 
Lordthips this only grace, that your • 
Lordthips will order the tiia), now p.dt 
its legal procefs, to continue to its Anal 
onclufion during the prel'ent Seljion. 

After Mr. Haftings had AniHied, both 
Mr. Fox and Mr. iiurke reinai ked upon 
the very great irecdoin which he had taken 
with the Managers, and Iblcmnly deniotit 
tltat they had the lead wifti for a further 
del.iy of this enormoully long Ti ial, and 
that no part of the delay gould fairly be 
attributeil to them, Mr- Fox felt the 
charge fu (hongly, that lie faid he Ihould 
appeal !o Jails, to Ihew that llie Mahageis 
wcie not 10 blame 


* On their Lordihips' return to the Upper Ciiamber of Parli.iracnt, they agreed, after a long 
aoiiverfatioii, to adjourn the further prucceilings till H'idn.fday Jtnnight, 

This Rctolution being immediately communicated by a inelfigetn the ttauje afCj»i»i:»s, 

Mr, Buike immediately rofe, and cunteiulcd that the I'ay appjinted (01 the faittit.r pro* 
cecding in the Trial, which pioceediug w.is for the reply ot the Managers to ihe voluminous 
evidcuce adduced on the part of the defendant, and on ih.ii day clofed, was a (i.iy too early 
for them to comply witli. He faid, the Lords in this Rcfoiutiun had rather cum'ulted their 
own dignity, than the caufe of juftice. He .animadverted upon the exiraordiiiary appeals 
made by Mr. Halliiigs to the Lords, to excite .aii indignatinn agaiiifl the lioufc (>f t-'oiinnons; 
and dwell with fume warmth ujjon the conducl purfued lor chepurpofe of aifroncs to ihs 
Managers, and through them to the Houfe, whofeftrvants they were.—The prolecutioii, he 
ehferved, was one intlituced on the part of the iiatirn. As the Managers of that Impeach¬ 
ment had been cahiiuniated (the Right. Hon. Member here alluded particularly to what had V 
fallen from a Riglit K«v. Prelate on Satuiday in Wellminllcr Hall), he was defirous that 
theirconduift might be invclligated and decided upon by me Houfej he wifhed fucli mvclbga- 
tiou and (ipinioii totiave the ticmofl poHiblc publicity, and lor that rcalon he fhnuUI pio- 
pofe their coududl to be inviOigated by a Comnitiee oi the whole Uoufei He Ihould 
tlicteforc move, that the Hoiife (bould on Monday next refolvr itlclf Into a Committer, to 
Cake Into cuiificieiatioD the preient ilale of the Impeachment of VVarren Halhiigs, £fq. iu 
which Committee it was his intention to call evideocs to prove that the Managers intrulted 
by that Houle with the Impeachment had neither prottadlcd the Tiial by unnectirary delay, 
uor had prccipitjied it to the defeat of jiiitice. 

The Clianeellor of the Exchecpier (Mr. Pitt) was of opinion, chat the Iloufe by following 
the precedent in (he Tiial of Lord Oxford, which W'eni to the appointment of a Select 
Committee to examine and report, would produce expedition, and as much publicity, as by 
the propofed Commiitee ot the whole Huufe, the examination of witneiles in which would 
inicrrupt the public buiineh, of the country. 

Mr. I'ox with much warmth derlared that the Managers had been accufed in a manner, in 
anmbtir place, as unexampled in precedent, as groundicfs in point of jutf ice. He called on the 
iioutc to vindicate the clcuaeters of their fervants, and for that re?lon (hould fupporc the 
pro|>o(ed enquiry. Infmuations of delay on the part of the Managers had been thrown out in 
fuch a manner, .as to render it iropcflihle to afeertaia to what point they were dirtdled.—He 
pledged himldf, however, to prove, upon the min uteftinveftigation, that the Managers had 
done every thing they could have done to promote a fpeedy cunclufion to the Trial, and that 
the deiv.''.daut had on the other fide promoted every delay. It was without example, when 
fuch notorious diljiorinefs had been pra^fifed by the defendant and his friends, that they fhould 
have the audacity to charge the Commons with dil icoiinefs. He was defirous with tlie Rsght 
Honourable Genileman ( Mr, Burke) that .m enquiry (liould be gone into with every degree of 
publicity } he wilhed therefoie, if the bufiiicfs fhonld be referred to a Selrfl Commiitee, as 
propoled by tlie Chancellor of the lixchequer, and to wlin,h he recommended Mr. Boikc to 
agtee, that the Houfe would on the iiiMirt declare their decided opinion in fuch a manner as 
(btnilJ falljr exetnpc tl>« Managers from any degree of blame attempted to bethiownon their 
coadu^. 


Mr. 
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Mr. Burke declared his acquiefcence to the appointment of a Seleft Committees 
, Mr. Wigley hoped that the motion would not produce delay, * 

The- motion lor the apponitntenc of e Sele£l Committee was then put and carried, and the 
(pllowing Gentlemen weie appointed tiie Committee: 

Mr. Jjiii^ke Ml. Baker Secretary at War Sir M. Ridley 

Mr. Pitt Mr. Powys Mr. Fox Mr, Lambtoii 

Mr. Wilberforce Mr. C. Townihend Mr. Sheridan Mr. Whitbread, jun« 

Lord Mornmgton Lird Carysfort Mr. VVyndhann Mr. Crewe 

Ml. Jenkiiii'iia Mr. W. Smith Mi. Grey Mr. WigUy, 

y. Mi. Ryder Mr, D. Noiih Mr. Dent 

The Committee were orifeicd to meet at eight in the evening in the Speaker's Chamber ; to 
have the powerol adje uining to fuch time and place as they liumght fit; and to fit ootwith* 
ftanding any adjournmtiii of the Houle,—Five to be a Qomum. 

Ml, Baker nekt lofe eu call the attention of the Hriufr to a bnfinefs intimately connedicd with 
that into which they had jull voted an enquiry.—Vt hat he widieil lo hi iiig under the confidcra. 
non of the Houle was a giols Libel, which their honour demanded fliouUl be in lomc form or 
other noticed and piocecded on.-<-*ln ilie Wukld ol yederday, liefaid, iheieli.td beyn infeited 
a ch.iige of the moft fcandalovis n.iturc on the M.^n.^gels, through them on the Houfc, and 
through the Uoufe on thofe whom they rtpiefenied. As he ban not deuded on the form in 
which lie (hould prefent the Libel, he would not tlten read it, as it .would be found impt.flible 
for the Houfuto fufferit to pals without taking fome immedi.ne Ut'jV-it aitiibuted wortU. Co a 
certain peilon [alluding to theobfeivations which h d lalLn (torn ihc 'Aictib.ilv p of Yoik on 
that day—fee p, 64 col. i. j, whicli he tlioiighc mipcfhble lor the perlon named to have nfed j 
tlie L'hcl would th.telt/ie left upon the alleitors j but wherever it iltould nl imatcly leA, it 
would be for that Uoufe, by a lutiiie proceeding, to Ihew, that they would not fiiffei their 
clurailcr to be ttaduced by any maat, however high or however low, He concluded by 
giving notice that he would on a lu:uie d.ay tcad the paper and make a motion thereon. 

Mr. C. Townihend faid, the Rtveiend Prelate aimded to had that day met a fevere 
mislc'itune in the death ol hs daughter—lie hoped ihereioie that the Hun. Gtutii.n,an would 
nr li’afthrthe piefcnt ahllam ftom his motion. 

Mr. B;kei vvw'.'td hi-i notice for theprefenc, and faid he fliuulil take time to confider of the 
^lUfinifs, tium wh.U had f.ulcu hum tiis Hon. Friend. 

Mr. Bnike Uinught a way nogiit he puifucd fuuable to the dignity of the Houfe, and to the 
fcchiigsijf Gentlemen lot a mi'iloi tune which had hapjiened, and to which they weru rnl li.'’ble. 
He did not think Che quelluiii w.«s, what Ii<td or had not palkd in Weftminller Hall, but 
Whether pnhlifhing what h.id been publ.lhed, true or falfe, was decent, or to be peimittcd, 
during the pending of a Trial. He was decidedly for the piofecntioii of ihePubhfher of thcL.bel. 

ker f.4id, he had not noticed the Paper for the mete pioftcucion ol the pubJ.fhci, but 
to go .is far as bl.inie or the ccnfnre of ihat iioufe could jnttiy extend. 

JMi. Slieiidaii role, not U> Ly wlieilici the woius alluded to w'cre lit to be pubiifhcd or hot, 
but to obleive, that if they weie hi to be fpuktn in VVellminlkr Hall, or any where elfe, the 
Managers of the Impeachment weie no longer fit to bccntiulled by chat Houle. 

The next day [VIav 29], Mr. Townfhend, attended by Mr. hbeiidan, Mr. Grey, and 
others, appealed at the bat ui the Hous.' ok L kds, and fbiced, that as the evidence on the 
Trial ot Mr. Haflings w.is extremely voluminous, and would require a longer lime to be 
confideiedby the Managers chan the time fitted by iheLordc, it w^s therefore reqiiifite thatx 
longer time fhotild be given for that puipoie. The Men.bcrs of the Houle ot Commons 
having withdrawn. 

Lord Stanhope' moved, that the H«)ufe fbould piocecd on the Trial on Mnnday fe'nnigbt, 
which was agreed to. 

On the following day [Mav 30], Mr. Townfliend brought up the report of the Committee 
appciiitcd by the flousi. t F Co.m.m.jms to cx.imtne ti.to the ftaie of the Impeachment agaitift 
Mr. Ilallirn's. 

The report being read, a motion was niai'c that a intlLga be fent to the Lords to defirc a 
further day on the pail ot the Manigcrs to reply. 

Mr. Wigtey lamented the length into which the Ti iai had run, the firtiation of Mr. Haflings, 
the uneafinefs of his mind, and the expe-nce nl defending his caute. He conceived that the 
Managers might bavet.ikeii notes, and avaded ibcmidves ol eveiy opportunity to leply j and 
he was perfuaded, that when they exibiccd cite Chiiges they could anticipate, in a very con« 
fiderable degiee, the evidence that Mr. U.>lliiigs would bring forward. 

Mr. Fox protefled, he lamented the length of thcTrial as much as any man. The learned 
geutienfiaii vyku had juft fat dovvR feemed to throw the blame pn Mr, Burkfij but he was 
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ready to take his |bare of tint blame. He (honld not lay the blame on the accufers nor an 
the defendants, nor yet on the Judges, bcc.'tufe he could not fay that any one of the three • 
(konid he charged with it. The Houfe would recoiled, when this Impeachment was fent up 
to VVeftminHer-Hall, the Managers propofed to try the Charges Charge by Charge. The Lorde 
would not accede to this } tliey infiHed that Mr, Hattiugs, in juftice, fhouW not bp called on 
for h.s del ncc till the whole ol the Charges tvere exhibited againft himt for this reafon, that 
he fbonid have an opportiuiuy of rebiiitiiig one Cliaige with the evidence of another. The 
Managcis were accnlcd of bringing forward inadniifTtble evidence. There was no general 
rule O' evidence piefcnbed: when evidence wiis piopofed, the Lords retired to I heir own 
‘chamber and debated the queftion there. He would not fay but the Lord.sa£led very properly/ 
in leiciting liii,h evuif ncc as they did rrjedl; hut he would fay, on the other hand, that the evi¬ 
dence propoftd by llio Maoagtis was fuel), that it would have been cul{>ablc on their part 
not to have propofed it. 

It was true this was the fixih year fince the commencement of this Trial, but the whole 
number ol il.iys in winch the Lords fat on it anioiiiited aiily to ii6. The Lords one day 
wouKI give 111.tier, that (hey would attend at twelve, when the Lord Chancellor, from other 
official avocations, could not come down till three; theMan.igers under that expedlation would 
]>erliaps fi.<y fomewh.at liter the next, when to their furpnze the Chancellor had taken tho 
chair at twelve. The opening of the Begum Charge occupied three days, which djd nut ap¬ 
pear to have been entirely devoted to the taufe ot eloquence, (or it coll the defendaiu’s Coiinfel 
er.lii vr nine to iinfwer, and peflvaps they would find it was Qiorc enough. He then contrafteil 
the cuiidi.dt of Ml, Hallings with th.at of the Managers—the former was not called on to 
make Ins defencetill the whole of th" Chaiges were exhibited agaiiilt him—the latter agreed,, 
and were permuted to leply Charge by Ch.irge. 

The Man.igi.rs weie oidiged to re id the whole of the evidence : Mr. Flaftings was only 
cilled Oil U' lead the liL.ids of Ins. The Managers wcie cdltd on to make clicir replication 
in the couife of ten days ; Mr. Haltings liid fiom the ^otli of M.iy to tlie 15th of Febi'uary 
follovvirg Co m.ike hiv dtreuce; he would leave it to llie Houle if the M.inager5 had not a 
right to ixpi‘.“t th ■ fame indiilgeucr. 

Mr. Vaiifuiai t laid, if he undci tlood rigiviy, tlio chj-.Ct of (he Managers in the Melfage to the 
Li^ids was toobi'in.! week lunger than the Lotds piopo'ed, to digefi live firfi Charge, vvhicii 
he believed was the Denaics, and .in Kitcrv.il of five weiks longei to picpare the ftcond. They 
firli. 111 iu> opn.iiin, wav not .-n miicafonahie rtqiicll. Ku vvillitd finaerely that the replication 
could te conchiilci' cl'o S'.fl'on. If 1: could, it wouhi be llill two yctus helore the Lords 
could pioiiouiKe judjmvtit; lor the next Seflions would be (hoil enough tor .Mr. HaiViiigs to 
make his ohfei vaMons oti tlie Rephc.it on,'<i)d it would be otcellarv dun that the Lords Ihould 
take auiither Stni-ms to eXa.nine and weigh the whole in tiun muidv. 

Mr. I’ltc did not expedl that the Maivigeis would be able to euiiclude in the ptefeni 
as an aicenddticc could nor he expedled. 

I he .iol:cin.r-(.Jt.'ntial laid a few winds, after which the Houfe dividtd. 

For the Motion, Sy. Againil it, 41-Majoiiiy, 45. 

Mr. Burke then moved, “ That a Mcff-ig* be lent from the Comniuos to the Lordv, to 
inform them, that on a confideracion of the liial of Mr. H.iftings, it would nut he in the 
power ot the M.magers, in confequciice of the mafs of evidence not yet pi meed, to proceed to 
reply to the defence of Mi. Hafliiigsonthe day requited by their Loidllups, in cunfequ.nce of 
winch they defircd 3 further day.” 

After fome convcrfaiion this was agreed to j .and Mi. C. Townfliend was ordered to carry 
it to the Lords. 

Mr. Huikc again rofe, and after expictiing his anxiety for the honour and dignity of that 
Houle, winch was implicated m the chaiacier of the Manageis, moved, “ That the Manageis 
be ictpiiieil to piepare and lay hefoic the Houfe the Kate of the pioceedings in the Tital of 
Wanen Haftiiigs, >!fq. to rtlite the circumflanc.'s attending it, and to give iheir opinion, and 
niake ob eivatiORs on the fame, in cxpLinatioii ot thole cncurnffmces." 

Mr. Long oppofed the motion. 

Mr, Wiglcy moved the pjevious queftion. 

Mr. Shtiidan made fume jocofe obfcrvation.s on the gre.at attention with which the learned 
Gentleman had watched die cniutu£i of die Managers at die Tiial. ile could not ti II whether 
tbetr attendance inth.it part of VVcffminficr.hdl was owing to iheir not h.'iving any pioUfrional 
bufiiicfs in any other part of the Hall. Thsfe leirocd Geucleroen weie vciy dtfiious of 
honying on the Tiial; but they (himId conftder, that, probably, the .Managers were not 
polL fled of their great abilities, to enable them Co look over die necettaiy fpeeches and evidence 
in fo fbort a fpace of ;ime. He Ihould wiih to fee tticm take up the bufinefs, and hear what 
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an abla reply they would make in that ihort time they propafed~he had no d^uht but it would 
• be a very coiious and entertaining produ£^ion. 

Mr. Francis fupported the motion. 

The Solicitor*General wilhed to Ixive it withdrawn. 

Mr. M. /V. Taylor fupported it, and defended the condudl of the Managers during the courfe 
of the Trial. 

Mr. Buike calloi loudly upon the juftice of the Houfe, either to difmifs him from their 
fervice as a Manager of this Impeachment, or allow him to defend himfelf from the afperrione 
which bad been throw.i upon his charafler. He claimed merit from his former forbearance 
<«S>n this fahje£t. He believed the Lords had fometimes jadged improperly of the conduct of 
the Managers} be had often felt that they had done fo; and nothing but his earned deli'e of 
the fuccefsof the Impeachment, and his unwilhngnefs to throw any impediment in the way of 
it, could have induced him to be filent fo long: but now, when fo much calumny had 
' gone abroad againft him, it was impollible to forbear. The dignity of the Houfe was loll for 
ever, if they did not boldly, openly, and manfully contradidl the falfehonds which bad been 
circulated againil thofe perfons whom they had appointed to reprefentChem. 

He never wilhedthe Houle of Lords tocunlider its dignity or interells as feparate ftom thofe 
of tlie Houfe of Commons } when it did, all would be lull. And if the Houfe of CommunS 
tiegledled, at this time, to make itfelf refpedletl by the People and the Lards, he Im ked upon 
their powei of Impeachment to be gone}—he would not exeit elix|uence if he iiodflTed any, 
nor even arguments, to defend hinilelft^all he wanted to flate were plain naked faAs, on 
which every man might judge for himfelf. Since the beginning of tiiis Ti iai, his lot had been 
jieculiarly hard. I'he whole body of the corruption of India had fallen upon him i nmedtatcly; 
the Jaclralls, and the Royal Tygers which they followed, b^an to tear him without mercy, as 
well as his brother Managers. He therefore once more demanded of the Houfe to defend him 
or difmifs him. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, the public had long been accuflomed to hear that the delay in tlie Trial of 
Mr. Haflings was owing to the negUdl of the Manageis; but when they were told that they 
liad taken up in their o^iening fpeeclies only i8 days, that the prifoner’s Counfel had taken 22 
days for their Ipecckes, that the Trial might have been ended in one Selllon of Parliament if 
the L'irds had chnfen to attend every day, and that they had not fat many more days than fume 
|Rle£lion Committees, then the public would alter its opinion. To Hate and prove thefe things 
vras the objedlorhis Hun. Friend’s motion, and therefore he would vote for it. 

Mr. Dundas thought it would be prudent in the Right Honourable Manager to withdraw his 
motion, thougli, if he perlitled in it, he would give him liis vote. He agreed perfectly with 
him, that the Managers had had great caufe of complaint, but he truAed it would not be fo in 
future. The motion might, in its cunfequences, lead to a mifunderllanding that svould be fatal 
to the IjpgqiMtCfnfienti 

Mr. Burke Hill thought his motion prudent and advifeablc. 

Mr. Wyndham was of the fame opinion. He thought the Managers had been fo Ill-treated, 
that the Houfe ought not to lofe a moment in aiferting iK dignity and privileges. It had been 
faid, perhaps no infults would be otFered in future. He Imped time would not: but the 
Managers might be treated in fuch a way, that they m ght feci themfelves hurt, and yet that 
Houfe could not take notice. They Ihould let the world fee they would vindicate their 
charaders. 

Mr. Jenkinfon propofed, by way of amendment to .Mr. Burke’s motion, that the latter part 
of it be left out, and that no opinion or obfervatimis (hould be given. 

Mr. Burke faid, that amendment would limit the Managers too much in th«r defence. 

Mr. Pitt, urged by the reafons ufed by Mr. Dundas, propofed that the previous quedion be 
admitted by the Hon. Manager 1 but faid, that he was, notwitbftanding, (o well convinced of 
the truth of what he had alTerted, that he would vote with him, if be refufed to withdraw his 
motion. 

Mr. Bnrke continued inexorable. 

Mr. Stanley, jun. defended the Managers. 

The previous quedion was then put, and the Houfe divided-'** 

For the previous quedion, 69, Againft it, 69. 

The numbers being ^oal, the Speaker, according to the rule of the Houfe, decided iafaroot 
•f the Managers, that is, againit the previous quedion. 

Mr. Burke’s motion was now put, and there appeared 

For it, 67. Againft it, 71..-- - "Loft by a Majority of 4. 

On WXSNESOAY, JUNX 5, Mr, Grey rofe in the Houss or Commons, and noticing the 
lad meflage from the Loan;, that they would proceed further ip th*Trial of Mr. Hadings 
Pa&t VI. L 
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on Mtfiday fitxt, (on which day the Managers were to reply,) declared for himfelf, as he had 
declared belore,'the utter impcfliWilily on (o early a day of being ready, he therefore gave • 
notice, that he (hould be in his place to-moirow at four o’clock, to move a Meifage to the 
Lords for a larther dcLy, to enable the Managers to be prepared to reply. 

Accoidingly on the following day [June 6], Mr. Grey, purfuantto his notice, t»fe to pro- 
pofe a mslfags to the Lomos to poflpone the (urther proceedings in the Trial of Mr. Hallings 
until the next SuVion. The H.ni. Gentleman contended, that prefling the Managers to a 
reply fu'.mexpecleilly as they were c.'illed on, would he attended with confiderable difadvantage 
to the piolftution, and afford no fair advantage to the defendant. He was leady to meet any 
Ueii'h man in that Houle to prove that whatever del »y had arifen in the progrefs of the Trials; 
none was attribut.ible either to tlie Managers or to the Houfe. Nor was the motion he now ' 
had to propofe any fairground to attribute to the Managers a wilhof delay; for the fad! was, 
that the evid-nce wh.eh they h.id been fiift ordered t<» reply to yeflerday, and were appointed 
to reply to on Monday next, was not yet printed. After Hating it to be inconfiftent with 
juHice and equity m call on them for a reply, fo fitnated, and the impoflibility of his being 
fufliciently piepaicd by Monday next to open the leply on the fitd Charge, he ctAicluded by 
mo/ing, That a tneffage be fent to the Lords, acquainting them that the Houfe of Commons 
ha.ing taken into then'iroiifuleraiion the circnmftaoces of the Trial of Mr. MaAings, and the 
prolonged period of the prefent Selliiin, are not only convinced that it would not be poliible to 
conic to judgment in the prtfent Seflion upon the Charges, the whole of which their LordAiips 
have on a former occalion confidered .as one, hut tliat it would be, if not impoflible, extremely 
difficult to reply to tl.e ftiit Charge; to reprefent alfo to their Lordlhips that it would be 
injurious to the caufe of public jiiAicc to break the reply to the Charges; and that, therefore, 
tl c Commons defirc their Lordlhips to order the Tiiai to go over to tlie next Seflion, when the 
Commons would be icady to pioceed day by day till final judgment Ihouid be given, if their 
Loidlhips thought fit.” 

Mr. VVigley oppofed the motion, as prejudicial to the juftice and charadler of the Houfe, and 
which, if pafted, would cany with it fuch amaiked willi for delay, as would render impeach* 
mems detcAable, 

Mr. K. Law and Mr. Cawthori'e were .agaiiilt the motion. 

Air. Francis was for the motion, a. u.is 

Mr, Sheiid.an, who obferwd, that ipc Man igers were called upon to anfwer evidence thejy 
had not yet ln-fore them, lie con!.! n.it fcj any f^ir advantage the friends of the defendant 
could expelft by precipitatin'; the Managi,i<s to i reply in the preftnt reflion, as it was wholly 
impoflible for jodgmeriC lo b'j iihta.ned uiui) the next. 

Mr. .Secretary Duiulas lofc in mi'jiort ol the motion. If, he faid, he thought the motion 
could operate urjiiltly to t.'ie dcfend.Uit, or nor piomoie a delay of final judgment, he Ihould 
h..ve been as r..ady .r. ,i .y lu.ip to g ve it liii ncg'.tive; but he was completely fatisRtiiabat tjw 
iiiorKin would (end u!Cir..at!.'y to iiil.Mi the cohclufion.—sending the Managcis unprepareil ftF 
tiply, would Iks neither nvir,’ nm lets llun a complete lofs of the d-ays they might fo occupy 
tdemfelves in ; and it iv a-' iiis rpiri!' n that flinuld the Managers be forced to open thcir report, 
tticy would nut be shic, in the coiiile of the pr<-fent feflion, to clofe that leply even on the 
lii'ii Article. .Much h.nl b.iin fa'd of delay, much of the Trial having continued fix years; 
hilt to whom was Inch delay to be ittributed? Not in any degree to that Houfe, or to the 
Manage.'3 ogaiidt vihnni luch iiifiiioation.. were neitlur juft nor generous from thoic Gentlemen 
who ii.id negatived a pi\ip. fitaiii m.arle by the Maiugci's, on a former day, of Aatiiig the whole 
fadti on the lii.,! to cxv.u'p.ite tliciufcl.es fioiti every fliadow of a louiuiaiion lor fuch charge. 
The ilight Hon. Secreiary alfo culcrved, that the cry .igahiff delay had been uniformly made 
at the clofc of a fellion; why it was not nude at...n early peiiod, when propofitioos might have 
been hi (.light foris.ard to expedite it, he left the H-iufe to form an opinion upon. If there 
w IS any dt-Mv, liowevei, in the Tiial, it, he caicd not who heard him declare, or where his 
deci.il..tioii in.,(lid he i.-pcaicd, I.iy at thr: door of the H'>ufe of Lords. The Right Hon. 
Secret .ry !i ic notietd tlie tew diys rtipi.intcd to pr ceed, anc! the few hours occupied in thofe 
days on ili- n, (•eredm,;.'., .ind dw' it fli.'i tiy upi ii the deviation from the mode of proceeding in 
the ii'npc lui'iTi'i'U ot ii.iclicveiel, wnen their Loidfl'i.ps did not think it neceflai7 to proceed 
only \v!ii;n .,]l th; Judges could be prefen'.. He law no good leafoti why their Lordlhips 
could not liavc procvclcd in the rr.aluf Mr. H.iilings, iliuing the time the Judges were on 
their oiicnits, for ti'c.r Lordlhips C(.:i linly 1. id in their oivo lioiiy M mhers fulficient to dec.de 
on all points of i v.draco tint <.0(ild civue hefoio them: th«y h.id great Law Lord, in tlie Lord 
Lhanc'rllor, the late Lord Chancellor, tiio Chitf Juftice, Lord Batliuift, and anoth' r itreat light, 
xv.U&y though not a Law Lord, wasf.eonently teaching the taw, and t'lr rthghm 

(Lord Stanhope .was now vutder the g.ill$ry, and the allulion created cnifiderablo laughter). 

H«d 
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Had their Lordfliips proceeded without waiting for the continued prefence of the Jufdges, he 
was confident the Trial might have been concluded in one, or in two felUctis at the moA; as 
they had not, he was of courfe to fuppofe they had adted wifely ; but as a Member of ilie 
Houfeof Commons, and bound to maintain its honour and dignity, he did not feel inclined fo 
far to compliment the Houfe of I,ord$ as to attribute the delay occaftoned by them to the 
Commons. It was unjuft and injurious to that Houfe to allow it to be fpread through the 
country at large that the delay was their blame; he, for one, as a Member of that Houfe, 
would not fubmit to have fuch an imputation reft againft it. He wiftied the prnfecuiion to 
be fairly carried on, and to be brought to a fair ilfue, for which reafuns he gave tite motion his 
hearty concurrence. 

Colonel M'Lsod, Mr. Ryder, and Sir John Trevelyan followed againft the motion. 

The queftion was then put, and the Houfe dividing, the motion for the melTage was nega¬ 
tived, there being 

Ayes, 6 i. Noes, 66.———Majority, 5. 

Mr. Burke immediately gave notice that he (huuld, next day, in confequence of the 
extraordinary proceedings of that day, fubmit a motion to the Houfe, which he deemed 
abfolutely necelfary for its honour, dignity, and charader. 

On Friday, June 7, Mr. Grey, addiefiing the House of Cosimons, prntefted that be 
felt hinifelf in a very awkward fituatiun, from the fate of the motion which lie had the 
honour of fubmitting to the Houfe yefterday : fuch a fituation, indeed, that he wifhed the 
Houfe would accept of his refignation as a Manager. He was certain he could not refign if 
the Houfe thought proper to continue him in the line which his feeble talents at prefent 
moved in, and he was candid enough to confefs, that it would be with the greateft reludl- 
ance that he fhouid leave his fellow Managers | fuch was the dilemma, liowever, to which he 
was reduced, that bethought it his duty to allure the Houfe, that it was impollible for him 
to proceed to reply to the evidence of Mr. Haftings on the firft article of impeachment on 
Monday next. He tberefoie applied to that Houfe for inftru^iions, and fiiould be guided in 
his condu 61 by the decifioii of the fame. 

Mr. Burke, having alluded to the infinuations thrown out againft the Managers, was 
fuiprifed that as often as the fate of Mr. Haftings wnh regard to the length of the Trial had 
been commiferated, that commiferation had never been divided with two women of high and 
exalted rank, who bad been plundered of one million of moneys Mr. Mailings had been 
^Governor-General of India fourteen years, at a falary of 30,000]. a-year, and yet, ftrangeto 
leii, It had been held out, that a falary of 30,000!. a-year was the high load to beggary! Mr. 
Burke was proceeding when he was called u> order by Mr. Kollc. 

The Speaker obfeived, that Mr. Grey had declared that he was unable to proceed to the 
reply on Monday next, and that he came to that Houfe for inltrudtion. Me did not prefnme 
CO luge^afiymCuc'Cii the Houfe; but if a motion Ihould be made to intreat the Lords to 
put ulT' the replicaticn fur a few days, it would in the full mltancc be necelfary to fend a 
MelTage to their Lordlliips to defiie that they would not adjourn till the motion Ihould be 
difpuled of; fuch a Meflagc was not without precedent in cafes of iiiipeachment.—It being 
Uudeillood that the Lords bad adjourned ro Monday next. 

The Speaker then fuggefted, that if a motion to put oft the Trial for a further day Ihould be 
put andcairied, it might be fentto the Lords on Monday morning, b. fore they left their own 
Chamber to proceed to Weftminfter-Hall; but it would be necelfary that the Houfe fhouid be 
put into a ftate to receive the anfwer, and that an early attendance on that account would be 
abfolutely neceffary. 

Mr. Dundas then moved. That a Meftkge be fent to the Lords, to entreat their L-^rdlhips to 
put off the replication to a farther day—>as it would be impoflible for 'he Managers to proceed 
on Monday next. 

Sir John Ingilby moved, that the gallery be cleared, fo that ftrangers were not permitted to 
return till the whole bufinefs w.is difpofed of. Alter a lone debate the Houfe divided—* 
For the Motion, Sa, Againft it, 46,——Majority, 36. 

Mr. Barke afterwaids niav<-d, '‘That the Report of the Committee appointed to examine 
into, anu report the State ot the Impeachment, healfofenc to the Lords,’* which was c rred 
iu the affirmative after a debate of feme length. 

On Monday, JuN b 10, a Petition to the following elFe^l was prefentedby Lord Rawdon to 
(lie Houle ot Lords, from Mr. Haftings: 

** That your Petitioner has been infnimed with equal fnrprife and c.tnctm, thita MeiTagO 
has been prefented to your Lordfhips’ Houfe, deCinng further time beyond the day already 
appointed (or the reply to the defence made by your Petitioner to the Impeachment now 
depending againft him, 

L a 


«»That 
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** That your J^ctltlener tamwl regarJ the further adjournment now required on tho 
part of his Profecutors, as derogatory tu thrfe rights viliich belong to him, in common with • 
every fubjedt of this realm j peculiarly itijurioiu in this late ftage of his long-depending Trial| 
aa wa> ranted by otiepretedtnt or example to be found ai the records of Parliament, by no 
analogy to be drawn from the proreidu gs mother Courts of Criminal Judicatuie, aior by any 
grounds of reafuti or juftice apt-Pra^'lc to the cafe now before your LoriUltips. 

“ 'I liat your Petuiontr humbly conceives that the time fit ft allotted by your Lorddiips was 
fully adequate to every purpnfe oi juft and reafnnable preparation, fuppofing, what your 
Petitioner ii bound to believe, a due and proper attention to have been given by the Managers 
appoiisted by the lloufe of Commons to tlie condodf of their pwn piofccut'on, and fit antU' 
becoming diligence to have been employc'd, in order to have been in a condition to reply ut the 
time appointed. 

“ Eight ye*-s have now elapfed fince the accufation was firft preferred againft your 
Petiiiuiier, and it is now the 6th year hnee the commencement of the picftnt Tnal; your 
petitioner therefore apprehends he may be permitted to obferve, that m a calc where 10 much 
of his life has been already confumed in a Court of Crimin.-il juilice, and fo Iittlfe remains, 
according to every reafonable probability, each unneceifary moment of delay produces to him 
a deep, and perhaps an^irremediable injury, and, inlte.id of receiving any palliation from the 
peculiar circumdances of the cafe^ is, on the contrary, aggravated by them m the highelt 
degree. 

“ After eight years of depending accura'ion, and fix years of continued Trial, your 
Petitioner humbly apprehends that, on a general view of the (ohjeft, itcan icarcciy befuppofed 
that Ihofe who originally fiam^d the Articles of Accufation, and have fince conduced the 
Trial, can beoiherwife than intimately acquainted with .<11 the iranfatSions which form the 
fubltaiice cf it j and however much the flow progrefs of the enquity m.iy have operated to the 
prejudice of your Petitioner, itmuft at leaft have cnntiibuted, by a gradu.il developement of 
the cafe, to render cveiy part of it more diftinflly and thoroughly undcrllood, and coiifequvntly 
the I’loficuiors better piepared to reply than could have happened under ditieiciu cir- 
cum fiances.—but your Petuioaer^further begs leave to rtpiefctii, that, b> fides thefe reafons 
which operateagainft fui llier delay in theprefent Itageof a Trial of fuch unpai allsled duration, tho 
nature of the evidence fnrniflies additional objciSl'ions, the gicat bulk of tlie written teltimony 
being drawn fioin fourccsequally acceirible to both parties, namely, the Recoids of the Eali«-,. 
India Compiny j and cunuquciitly thofo pans on which your Peiitioner relies for his defenco 
having been equally known to tlie Honourable Minagers, before they were piodiiced in 
evidence by your Petitioiiei, with thofe p.iitsoi) which the Man igers have rcjied in fupport of 
the profecution. 

“ Your Pctltionci viticuics to affnni, and for ihetiutii of the affeition he appe als to youf 
Loidfliips* proceedings, (hat the written evidence prodvc-d from his own~exciufl'9l9>«o(iody, 

IS coutiued wiihina veiy fmall compafs, and occupies but a very few pages of your Lordfliips* 
printed Minutes j—that the evidence of many, if n'^t of moli ul the witnelTcs, called on the 
part of your Petitioner, was in a great mcafmc kiUKvii to the Hon. M.inagM-s feveral years ago, 
fome of them having been exa:niiied at the bar oi the Houfe of Commutis befoie the Articlts 
cf ImpcjchinLiii were exhibited againtt your P-.'’itionei j many by ti.eii own Committee j and 
the dcpofiiions ot others nf them, iclative to the m.uteis noncrining which they have been 
fince orally examined at your Lordihips* b.ir, h.iviuw bfrn long fince printed and given mi 
evidence by the Manageis themlelvcf, in the courfc of the Trial.—That yopr Petitioner begs 
leave to ftate, that the evidence givtu in fiip[K>i t of the drieni •, however extenfive it may be 
Ttt the prelent moment, was not brought fofwaid nor dellvcrLd at one time, and in one mafs, 
but in diftin6t and different parts, aud mcreafed by gradud s'lumuUtinn to its piefent ftate { 
and your reiitioner, iherefore, fubniits that the Manageis, in this refpeft, have had a very 
ennfiderable portion of time to examine fuch evidence. 

“ ^ 1 t.at in particular the evidence relating lo the firft article of Charge adduced hy your 
Petitioner, wat piinted and delivcicd on the i iih of Jui.a, in ihc year 1791; that given on 
the fecond Atticle wjs m like manner printed and delivered, put on the tath of April, part 
on the i£(h of t^e fame month, and pan on the 6;h of Muy in the prefent year j and all the 
teftimony on the remaining Charges having been delivered by the 7th of June laft, your 
Petiuoner feels himfelf utterly at a lofs to comprehend, with what colour of right the 
Profecutors, who have been for fo Jong a lime in pi.ffertinn of fo great a part of the evidence, 
partiei^y after a lapfe of twelve days of allowed prepar.»ti()n for reply, fince ihe final clofo o( 
your Petitioner s defence, can yet claim farther time ku ihe puriKifr of fuch preparation j 
fipco It appwra from the preceding ftatemeni, that the evidence on the defence of the firft 
Afti^e has been in their hands a complete twelvemoutli, and the next will have been in their 
> ^iTeffion^ 
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pofTc/non, according to the moft probable computation, when they fiiall come'to rrpfy to it, 

■ upwards o( twenty days, which is a term exceeding the duration of any ufle criminjl trial ti 
this kingdom, of allowed legality, even in its whole procefs. 

** That your Petitioner further begs leave to repnefent, that he has h'mfelf been conftantly 
ready and>attendant upon the Trial during the whole of the progrefs, nor has he ever, tn a 
fmgle inftance, rulicited a moment’s delay ; that he has, on the contrary, alone and without the 
aid of any co-operating application on the pirt of his Profecuiors, prefented liis humh'e but 
repeated petition fur its acceleration; and under thefe circumftaaces he has taught himfeJf 
conhdently to expedl, that an addrefs of an oppofite nature could not poffibty have been 
s prepared on the part of the profecution. 

** That your Petitiiiner feels this application the more peculiarly injurious to him, as in 
order to expedite tlie clofe of the Trial, he has waved his right to the obfervacions of his 
Counfel in fumming up the evidence on the $th part of the yth and i^pth A'tiJesuf ihe 
Impeachment, and both the opening and the fumming up on the Chai ge of Cuntra^s; and this 
under the declared expectation, which he trulls was not unreafonabic, that the reply would bo 
thereby clofed in thecourfeof the prefent SelTion. 

“ If, however, contiary to the ufage and practice which ;iss obtained in every former 
inltaiice of Parliamentary Impeachment, and in repugnance to what your Petitioner conceives 
to be the eltabliftied piinciple uf criminal juiilpriidcnrc the Managers of the prefent Charges 
(hall continue to lequirefuither time for the purpofeot their reply, and (hall perfilt in deeming 
thefeveral long and unexampled intervals of preparation which your Peiiiionerhas ilated Aill 
infufiicient to enable them fi'ly to execute the remainder of that duty which may be expected 
at their bands, and your I^ordlhips, in deference to ihe urgency of fuch u-prefentaiions, Ihnll, 
pontraiy to cho earneft fulieications of your Petitioner, incline to giant ihem a further p.ntion 
of time for tliis purpofe, your Petitioner liopes that in any event fuch indulgence may he limited 
to a very early day, and that the Manageis may then be required to proceed witli nnmten npted 
difpatch during a courfe of daily and continued fittings, till the reply upon all the fubjeCls of 
this Impeachment Ihall be fully and finally concluded in the courfe of the prelent Sttlionsof 
Parliament,” 

After this had been read at the Bar, the meflage agrped to by the Commons on Friday night 
[ June 7] was prefented at their Lurdlhip's Bar, by laird Carysfort, attended by fcveral other 
r Members. 

1 he Lord Chancellor, having received the melTage, informed tlie Members from the Commons 
t)iat an anfwcr would be returned from their Lordlhips by meifeDgersof their own. 


The Members of the Houfe of Commons having wiclidrnwn, Earl Stanlxipe moved, in 
anfwcr to the Melfage delivered by them, “ That the Lords would proceed further in the I'rial 
of WarrenTfagirivs, Elq. on Wednefday nexi,” and fcveral Noble Lords feemed toappioveof 
this Meifion; on which the Earl of Abingdon faid, It i» not poilible for your Lordfhips to 
refufe the application that has been made to us by the Honfe of Commons, unlelsyou mean to 
bring a ncitioiiul cenfme upon this lloufe. Will your Lordflrips force a man to (peak, who 
tells you he is not prepared to fp^ak, or will you make a Ipeech for him.* And it you cannot 
do the former, and ought not to do the latter, what do you mean to do ? Do you mean by a 
fide wind, or by lome maiuvnvre or oihei, to get nd of tins Tiial ? 1 truit not: but if you 

flo, 1 will put my negative upon fuch proceedings, and upon tins ground will trouble your 
Eordfhips with a Motion.’’ 

Lord Grenville then anting, and propofinc; an amendment, (tn wit) that inftead of 

Wednefday next,” thefe words Ihould be infertej, “ tiv. fecund Tuefday in the next Seilion 
of Parliament,’’ and this Amendment not altogether cornf(>onding with the views of the 
motion intended by the Earl of Abingdon, his Lordlhip wilhetl that his Mution might be 
adopted inftead of the Amendment propoted by Lord Grenville, and in doing this, exprefied 
J-pmfelf in the following maqner. Uc faid, 

" That in the profecution of this Trial much blame had been imputed, but where the 
blame lay was not fixed. The Honfe uf Lords charge the Houfe of Commons with thisdelay. 
The Houfe of Commons in their turn blame the Honfe of Loids; the Managers charge Mr. 
Haflings and his Counfel wi'h it; Mr. Hallings and his Couniel impute the blame to the 
Managers; and thus, faid his Lordttiip, is the blame bandied ab><ut fiom one to the other, 
syitliout the refponfibihcyof any, or either. That blame did exitt fomeichcre, there was not, 
nor could there be any doubt; and upon inveAigation he feared it would be found they were 
** All in the wrong, ’ and that each patty had it’s fliare in tiiac W'ong: b it, faid his Lordfhip, 


felting afide this crimination and recrimination as productive of notii ng that is uferul, the 
flueltion is, What is lisiv right and proper tp be doae f and the anfwer (a that queftion he 
* ■ conceive 
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conceived was contained in llie Motion* with thereafons for that Motion* which he meant to 
{ubntit to their Ixnrtihips. The Motion was this: 

‘‘ That thf Trial of Wairen Haltings, Efq. he poftponed to the firftday of the meeting of 

P .rlianieiit, after th« erifumg pronigaiioti* then tohe re-alTiirncil, firfl with a view to the 
M limlMtion of its exult nee, and next to the tiine of giving judgment upon it; both to be 
M toecliifivs and final within the tlieii exirtmg feffioii.” 

And bis reafons for that Motion wtie ihtfe :—In the fiift place* faid his Lordfhip, it 
lieing not pofliblc, re6us Jtc Jlaniil'ui, thit the Trial could be ended in this Seftion of 
P.iiiianicnt; whdrt on the one nano, no inconvenience could.iu any degree arife to the perfon 
who wns .iccufed at ilie Bar, hut on the con:.ary, that benefit would at length be derived to 
lorn t'lom the certainly he wouhl then have of looking to the riul of his profsicutioii, f<>* on the 
Ollier h.iiid, iI.b llr-iifc would do an adl cf reciprocal juftice to the accufers, who likewife 
appeared at the il.ir .is the M.iiiagers of the Houfe of Commons: for, faid his L.irdlhip, it 
mult he reroemhired, ih t wl-.en tins 1 rial b'-gan, n propoficion was made by the Managers, 
th.it e.ith Chime flt.uihl he fepiiMitly hc.ird and fvp.ir.itcly determined upon, to which 
ptojji'.fition Mr. ll.lhiigs’s Coijiifelo'ojec\iii;t, tor the roafoii Chat one Charge was fo implicated 
wiiii the others, that his drisi ce could not pioperly be made, witheut the whole of theCh -rges 
beaig gon^through, he had loggelled to the Houfe .t that time, the right tvliicit Mr. HaBiugs 
had of cliufing his own mode of defence, and the propri-.-iy of his being 'iidnlged in that choice, 
and ihis luggeltion was apptuv<iil and admitted by their Lordthips. The .Managers, then, now 
come, and claim the f.mie ii-.dulg"iice: ihiy f.'y, the Chaige of Benares (firft in the oider of 
hearing) is fo luiinu'.ely related to and cnnnei51ed with the other Clia.'ges that have been brought 
forward, that in juBtee to their caiife the whole ought to be confidered together, and not 
partially, and therefore as the other Clnrg-a ciii.iot be htard tins SeU'ioti, this ClMrge, for this 
icafon, fhould be poltponed with th't ie(f j ..nd ihi^. In. hordiltip faid, being wh.it is called 
reciprocal jull'...e, lu thought it onglv C> he gi nueo. It was ttiij the Maingci.-, in making 
this application, and Mr. H dtiiigs’s Counfirl 11 nhjeflir.g rn ir, have le.ciprocally ch ingcrl their 
ground, hv): this was their hufini-fs, and not liie hniinefs ot the Koufe of L n us. 1 lie bufinefs 
ol the Houfe wa.. to do what was right. 

“ But,” faid IllsLn.-'dlhip, “ theie is .me other leafnn of tl.cfiift import.inre that weighed 
with me fur this Mott ni. I law, as yoiii LorClhips too muit do, that the M inagers 
tlicnifelves weiu as anxious to get i id of this Tn.d as Mi. lI.Biny.. lumf If w.is ; and tlt.it both . 
fidcs were equally rc.tdy and willing to c.tceh hold of any pi cicuicc to be freed tfomil: but tins 
was the duty ofthcir Lordroips to pr.venC. 

** I hccicdit, the hoiioii'. tin* dignity, the ciiar.idder, n.iy, the veiy cxifleiucof the Iljufe 
itfelf depended upon then Cun.lutf in this rml, f'lei Lurdibips wcie c.i)led upon as tli.iC 
high tiibon.il Ilf juittce tint gn nd^ tiu Conlliintiun ot il.s c.mntry lor a decifion upon this very 
fXtiaordmJiy nnpeachmei.t, and .i pr tenUfd dccifion mui't not take pl.icVf IITU 

Some difii..ulty occiiiimg about the in,inner ot getfiig •■id nr Lord Grenville’s Amuidment 
for the inrrcidiiclion o' t'lis Motiot}, the bail of Abingdon .igreed to witlulr.iw Ids Motion, and 
tarl StanlKipv’s moiinu being negatived. Lord Grciwiilu’s amendment was put and earned 
|)pon a divifioii of 4 S to 21 . 


4 a a otc tntroduceil in P a R. r V. Page 15, ha'uegi'vcn tbs Ptader a S u M M a - 
R Y fj'the ExPuNCHs then inci.rrstl by t!js Ki,tio}i in the Pro/ecuiiono/'this frial: 
^Ihe Corn’fpo'utcnce th-' Lords y/Ac TitEASu R Y and the Maka- 

OH as on the onbjed cf ihj,- E rpsi- :s^ wj/cb has been Jince made public^ nue 
eoncsi i/£ tcj os too cur*c’i~ tc /* 0 tn toe p>" Jem <iOfnpil(ition* iPe Jb'tllleanfe 
the Eeaucr to ois cavn c<ro/i.' jrons jt'o/n the Pctujdl of the fullovoing LelteTS^ 

i.ETTER fem .Vr. S-n-ht-v, S to the T>eafury, to the Cownittee oj Managert 

appointed for the Trial of Air. llasaiNus, 

GcNTtEM*N, ^ TReasvay CiiAxsBtR. 13th April jyS*, 

* Commimoners of His .M.-,jefty.s Tieafury a memorial of 
Meffrs. Walirt and Troward, Soliciinison the p.irtof the profecvitionagauill Warren Hafhogs, 
Efq. uanfniittinB a ftaia o. the expences inpuired by them for fees to CounW and other 

charset 
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* 

charges attending the impeachment, and praying an ifTue of fuch farthei^fam, on acroiinC 
' thereof, as their Lordlhipi (halt think fit, I am commanJcct by my Lords toacqiumt you, tluc 
» warrant for rticfum of 3,000!. has been iffavd to tliem for that f«*cvice. My Lord?, at rhc 
fame time, command me to obferve, that it appears the expenccs attending'the Trial have 
amoanted,*in eleven days, tothefum of 3,495!., and it appenrinv pnibablc tliatche proceedings 
may continue a confiderable time, iny Lotds are apptenenfive a vnry heavy charge to the 
Public may be incurred thereby; their Lorddiips therefore think it their duty to fulimit the 
fame to you, and to requefl that you will take into your confuieraiion, whetbci any utcafurea 
can be adopted fur diminiflnng the charges in future. 

V 1 am. Gentlemen, 

Your moll humble fervant, 

Committtt of Managers. Thomas Steele. 


To the Right llonourablt the Lordi Commifioat's of His Majejiy's Treafury, 

MY LORDS, , 

WE have duly confidered tlie Treafury minute comauniicated to us by your Lordlhips* 
orders through Mr. Steele's letter of the loih inllant. 

We are much concerned to find a minute recorded in iha T.-cafuiy books, which might 
poflibly be conflrued to imply a esnfuru on us, before w'c had ’\osived, eitlier colledively or 
through any individual Member of our Committee, theiligiitell iut'inaiiou of your Lordfiiips 
having any doubts lelative to the expence of tlie national j-ro.ccutiou committed to tfSr card. ’ 
If we had bein favoured with a previous nottne-itioii uf your fentiments, we might have 
afforded your Lordfhips fucii infornaa’ion as would prob..l>ly prevciiithe en'iy on record of a 
minute liable to a cunllru£lion which we trull was fon.-ign to yom intention; at leall wo 
might have enabled your Lordihips to Hate fume of ilie fadis you h.ive referred to with more 
exadlnefs than, for want of that inforniation, they are now repi eiented in Mr. Steele's letter. 

Your Lordlhips arepieaicd to mention tlie expence already incurred, as ar.fing from the 
few days dui uig which the Trial had proceeded before the 1 oih of this month. We beg leave 
to acquaint your Lardfhips, that, upon a fl'u'i ir.juity, wa fiod iiiat the money advanced fiom 
^Ue lieafury has been by no mans wholly applhd to the expencts of the Trial, but that a 
tonfdtt abU part of the lum h'S been Cioployed lu fervxes performed before the Trial had 
commenced, in preparing the articles of impeachment, and in arranging and applying the evidence, 
relative not only to the charges on which we have piocceded, but to mof of tkofe which have not. 
yet been opened. 

Wlien a profecution, extending to remote objefts, intiicate in its own n-.ure, and from 
various circumtlances lendered in eveiy fenfe Ci itical and delicate, was undertaken, we could 
not fuppofe the Huute tint to be fully aware that they weie incurring a very great expcnce. 
Whether that expence be iiiireauiMabie can only he Ceieimin.d by aconipaiifon of the charge 
with the m iguiiude and value of (he objedls to which it is applied, and to the means neceif.ry 
for obtaining them. 

We conceive tliat juftice for the people of Indn is an obje£l whi'.h will well w irrant a large 
expence; and ue know that juftice for the pcnpic of India emnnt be obtained in Great* 
Britain without incumng that expence. Wiieii wc come m our places to a vote fur making 
it good, We entertain no doubt that we fhall find ouiielves able to fuppon, to oui confcienccs, 
to our condituents, and to the world, the fliare wc nave had ui producing that charge. VV'e 
know the atteiiiion that ougiit to be paid to the frugal expenditure of the public trealure; but 
we fliali always fleadily avow our opinion, that fomr tljoufundi of pounds from tile many millions 
taken witli fo free and fo flrong a hand from the people of India, are ptoperly expeo<ied in an 
attempt to obtain juflice fur the injuries they h ive fufferec'. 

The Cervices in winch the expence h.‘s been iiicuncd have been by us generally authonfed; 
and we have not authorifed any but thufe which we bad a full conviflian could not be fifdy 
/pared, file caufe entrnlled to us has placed us m a fitu.aioii o* gienc ie<|UHifibility. We 
are not deficient in a proper and rational confidence in the legal qualifications of fume of our 
Members; but they who are bed able to afford us legal afiifiance, and whofe legal affitlaiice 
we highly value, ate they wlm bed know how much moie is necefiary. We have not the 
advantage of thofe who have gone before us in fimilar profecutions, the aid and countenance of 
the Counfel for the Crown. We endeavoured to fnpply that lofs by employing other 
Counfel, both of the national and the ]fiibl>c law; for qucA'ons both of naciondl and pubi'C 
law are involved in ibis profecution; and we have abundant leafon 10 be fadsfied with their 
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teal, aflTiduiCyj ability. We had reafon to think that the meafilre of employing 

Connfei had obtained your Lordfliips* approbation^ and had even been originally adopted a'l ilie 
public I ecnoimendation of Ibme of the higheft authority both in your Board £”''1 in the Houfe 
•f Commons. 

We have employed folieitors alfo. We originally propoled to employ the folicitors of the 
Treafury; but we underftood that it was rather wilhed we ihouid recommend our own. 
The names of thofe wliom we did recommend were previoully communicated) and approved ; 
and afterwards the choice was publicly adopted by tlie Houfe, We named men of repntationy 
and who ftuod high in their profelllon. Thefe fandiions of weighty Members, and of the 
Houfe itfelf, we do not mentioii) as declining full refponfibility for any of the perfons we 
recommended) or for any of the fervices we have direfled; but to (hew how little we Itave 
always defircd to be concerned in any part of the fubordinate management. 

We do not think any of the fervices we have diredled) to be unnccclVary od inexpedient j 
and we have not fhrunk from our own full (hare ot every labour. It is from an experimental 
knowledge obtained by frequently comparing the weight to be moved, with the force necelfary 
to move It) that we deliberately declare to your Lord(lii|>S) we rather (land in need of more 
alTiftance, Jhan that any we now poffsfs is fuperilHous.—We therefore know of no plan 
which can be fafely adopted for cutting off any of tlie fervices. At the fame time, knowing 
how fatal to this moll important caufe any thing like a difTerence with any Member of 
Parliament of great conftderation mud infallibly prove, we (hall implicitly (ubmit to your 
•pinion to drike off the whole expence of Counfcl, or to fet afide any one or mure of them 
whom you may point out as in your judgment unneceffary. We (hall never more remondrate 
•pan that or any other defalcation whatfoever which your Lordlhips may require. 

So far as to fervices. With regard to tlie compenfation made or to be made for them, we 
are abfulucely ignorant of what ought to be allowed. We therefore give no indruflions 
whatfoever on that liead. We truded to the profeiTional practice and experience of our 
folicitors; and their reputation gave us no reafon to think the trud was mifplaceJ. VV'e 
have the dionged reafon, from inquiiy, to beperfuaded, that muchlefs has been expended in 
cennfei, than would have been given by private parties on the like quantity of bufinefs done. 

With regii d to the control which ought to be applied to all public charges, it is perhaps not 
within oiir province, ceitamly nut within our competence, to exeicife it. Voiir Lordfliips, 
who have all neceff iry .iflillancc, will undoubtedly caufe a proper examination to take place, y 
and vie nave no diip'fi'ion to interfere fo as to prevent the drided inquiry which your 
Loidfh ps' own f.nfe ol duly and piopriety will induce you to inllitnte. 

We iliink, in ihi> arduous undertaking we deferve, and we are fure that we (hall dand 
in need of, the full confidence and tupportof the Houfe of Commons, and of Government.—• 
The whole oi b'-.h is not more than necelTary againd the drong and combined fa^lion made 
in fupport of that delinquency which has difgraced this nation in the eyes of the world; and we 
are aliurtd that nothing will be left untried to prevent that public judice which can alone 
redoie its due honour and edimation to our coimcry. 

Signed, by order of the Committee, 

By your Lordfliips’ mod obedienf, 

and mod humble fervant, 

^eufe of Commonly i^ib^frily lySS, £dmuno Burke. 


END OF THE SIXTH PART. 



PART Vlt. 

1794: 

§ 

B EIK d THE 

SEVENTH SESSION (OR YEAR) OF THE TRtAL* 

I N the Houfe 0? Lords, on Thurs- l 4 is Grace theft moved, that the or» 
DAV, January 13, i’794, the Duke dcr be diicharged, and that they Ihould 
of Norfolk moved, that the order upon further proceed in that Trial on the 
their Lordfhips’Journals to proceed hir- 13th of February next* 
therinthcTrialofWarrcnHaftings,felq, A fliort cpnvcrfatioo took tdace, fup- 
be read; which being doce, it appeared pbrteJ by Lord Radnor and the Lord 
that the day appointed for that purpofe Chancellor, after which the Motion 
was the fecond Tucfday in this leinotk. vlras agreed to * 

One 

* On Tuefday, February 11, Mr. Wlgky rofc, in the' Houfe of Commons, to make a Moi 
tion, of which he had given the Houfe notice a few days before, and which, he faid, Ihould not 
detain them long. It did not relate to any fpecific modification of the Trial of Mr, Hallings, 
or to put any particular period to it j but feeling, as every Member muft do, the importance of 
coming to a fpeedy decifion in a matter fo long under agitation, he IhcuU fubmit a Motion, to 
which, from the converfation which he had had with feveral Members upon the fubjeO, he 
did not expea any oppofition. He then moved, that a Meflage be fent to thb Lords, Aaftt^ 
that tlic Commons were ready to proceed upon the Trial of Warren Haftingi, Efq. from day 
to day, and to requeft them to ftate the fpecific days and ftumber of liours which they fliouid 
chufe to fet apart for tiut purpofe. 

Mr. Fox rofe, rot to give any oppofition to the Motion, hot merely to advert fo the latter 
part of the Motion, relative to the number of hours which they fiiould appoint. Frdm th». 
nature of debate, it were rather liard that the Upper Houfe ftiould have the power of obligii^ 
them to fpeak as many hours as they ihould appoint, and thtrcforc he thought that thr latter 
part ihould be left out, or altered In fuch a manner as to obviate that tncewtiMnct. 

The Motion was then altered to the effeft of what Mr. Fox fuggcited. 

Mr. Jekyll faud, that upon fuhjefts of fuch magnitude, it became the Houfe to aft widt 
dignity, and he believed from the filence whifh reigned univerfally, that ftO oppefoion would 
be given to the Motion. He did not mean, in what he was going to offer, to caft any iLgmd 
upon the conduft of the I ribunal before which this Trial was pending* nor any iniiouatiOIX 
againft the clais of men to whom that Houfe had deleg.ated the truft of condufting the Jm* 
peachment; but he muft avow in the moft explicit manner hit entire difapprobation and 
diilike of the unexampled and tedious mapner in which the enquiry alluded to was carried oh. 
That the delay was an attack asferious as it was violent upon the liberties of the people, inde,. 
pendent of the expence which it had incurred to tne unfortunate individual. He adverted to 
tlie fpcecl) of an Honourable Membej-, w'hofe abiicnee he particularly regretted from the unfor*. 
tunate caufe of it, in which he had faid that Liberty was become unpopular from the fma 
quency of the mention, and the negligence of the execution; he ihould thin dlreftly apply 
that term to the Impeachment, and from the fame motives. He could not help obferving, 
however, that there was one advantage which attended the duration, and Which he hoped the 
candour of the Tribunal would allow the objeft of accufation the liberty of making ufe of, ht 
meant the return of the Marquis CornvValiis, a man wbofe public benefits and aiFftance, and 
whofe univerfal talents, are only to be equalled by the numerous and fpleftdid train of hit pri> 
Vate virtues j his evidtnee might be of infinite advantage to the caufe of the Gemkman uixler 
the imputation of thofii frightful enormities which had been recited and difplayed in that 
Houfe with fo much epergy of expreflion and peifuafive effeft. He ihouM think that there) 
could be no poffible objeftion to the admilTion of fofih evidence} of even if tliere were, the 
influence he might lutve upon the minds of his noble colletigues Ihould be a guide in a ford^ 
manner for judging his ciMiduft. He was proceeding m this manner when he was called to 
order by Mr- M. A. Tayfor, who laid tjwt the Hon. Member was by no tfteans fpeakiog M the 
quclt-oD, in dlrtfting,th^ mode whichfh* purfuc. 

The Speaker foe point efdrito, aftd 
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The IIoulc h;i\ing met, proceeded to 
IVcnniiiiftcr Hall. 

Mr. Law addrelTcd their Lonlfliipi, 
and laid, that Mr. llaltings, liaMug 
CloTc^ his fkl’enct, amid nor, as a inat- 
ttroF right, requert to be pcniiitrcd to 
offer any neweviuitiet; biit ilie airn.il 
of .1 perfon of iiigli I'.ink fioni India, 
whole evidence imdi li.ive great weight, 
induced Mr. ilaftiiigs to hope, that 
their LordlJiijis would be plcafed to 
allow him to jiut*a few (jueftions to titc 
Marquiii Cornwallis, when his Lord- 

■ fliip might be able to attend ihcm, or the 
Court be plcafed to direft it. 

Mr. Grey faid, that Mr. Haitings 

■ had no right to fucli an indulgence ; 
.fliit the Managers would not object to 

It'S availing lumfelf of it.—Mr. Larkins, 
tvliom Mr. Iliifiings had frequently 
A.entloncd in his defence, had aifu ar¬ 
rived from .India, and it might be pro¬ 
per for the Managers to examine him 
• on fcveral points. 

' Their Lordlhips afterwards retired to 
o'vn chamber, and ordered a mef- 
'lag'e to the C‘onim(.ii« tiiar they would 
fprocetd further on the Tri.d on Wtd- 
y.itcfday next f. 

». • On fhc follcwitisr Monday; however 
fFcb. I';), Lord'i hurlow moved, that 
ill coDi'cqiiciice rf .Marquis Corn- 
•'vialliS' reiiiiiming lull to.i much iiidil’- 
*pofed to be a-It to auend on Wedntf- 

■ day, the 'I'risl might be nirti'.erdcfcrrcd 
ft)'Monday the 14th, whi..ii was .itcor- 
-dir.gly ordcrid on Friday the 21I1; on 
.Avbieh day, however, n was dgain put 
off' to 

IVl SI1AV, F>B. ?.r. 

One lIuMJiii-u a.vd Ki.Mtji.EViH 
Day. 

The Coiur met this d.av at one 
• iiotk. Asi’oonasil'.t fVer-ii.idlakco 
fitiir feats, and Mr. Hu-ltiiu's had ao- 
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peared at the bar, the Lord Chancellor, 
who was fo far recovered from his late 
indifpolition as to be able to attend i 
public bufinefs, informed the Manager# 
that the Defendant, limlingit not likely 
tliat Marquis Cornwallis would fooii be 
in a condition to be examined in his 
place, had fignified to the Court his in¬ 
tention of waving the benefit which he 
might have derived from his Lordihip’s 
evidence. v -/ 

Mr. Grey, as afting Manager this day 
for the Commons, faid, lie was extremely 
forry that indifpafition had prevented 
the Noble Marquis from attending thp 
Trial, as the Managers would have had 
an opportunity of manifeffing their iu- 
dulgence to ilic priloncr, by fuff’ering 
him to avail himfclf of theteftimony of 
the Noble Lord, if he thought it could 
be of any fcrvicc to him in a ffage of the 
bufinefs when, after the priloncr had 
elofed his calc, he could not claim it as a 
matter of right to call any more wit- 
ncflcs,and when, of courfe.hc muff feel, 
that when the Commons were willing 
to admit what he had no legal ground 
for demanding, tlicy were granting him 
a fpcciat indulgence. The Commonr. 
meant to go one ftep further to evinie 
their readiiH-fs to indulge the prifmtr; 
and in their name be (Mr. Grey) took 
that oppottunity of informing him, tli.uY 
Ihould the Noble Marquis be able to 
attend at any time before the Jinpeach- 
bnent was finally elofed, the Managers 
would, without heliiarion, eonfeiit to 
his being examined on bihalf of the 
priloncr, tlwugh they were net able fo 
much as to gucl's how the evidince of 
the Noble Marquis could be of ary life 
to Mr. Haftings, as the afts and different 
mcafurcs that formed the ground of tlio 
Jmpeachment had all taken place before 
file arrival of the Noble Marquis in 
Jiengal. If it was a matter of nirprifc 
to the Managers ‘‘that the priloncr 
ffioukl think of adducing the evidence 
of Lord Cornwallis, who never had any 
eonnei'fioii with the adtniniffratton of 
Mr. Haffings, and was. not in India 


Mr. JekyH jirocreded LqxSn the fame grouwb, when iic was .again Hopped by the Spesiker, 
The quetkon was tlitaput ai-.dcanied».o'j. ««. 

* In,Page i of Tabt V. tl.c Rc.".dcr is rcqui'kd to cerreft the ^ivasiy-THrJ (as there 
printed) 10 the SataNrv-iuuxTH Ikay; aivl i’o tocairy each Day’s S.ttine one more in 
l^iber from thence toi’.ageef, lo.i. to ii'akeTeEso.^v, Mvy 38, intliatPage, beOsa 
|tVyu|Kti AM. hfvthTxiNT II, irn'lcadef the Ch a.d Sxunah Day. 

- 4 Tills delay w.is occ-ifioned by compUltince to \oid Cornwallis, who if was fflppofed 
Iti.gf.t vv..r.t t.M» (0 iclicffi Ills memory witu the Jierutil (Y offieirl papers, before lie awpeareti 
%4li«pliaf»atfv»av.’.tntUmt.'MiImpvashn«w. . ; ' 

^ I during 
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during tlve period of the (hfcatlaiit’s 
vgovernincui, it was matter uf much 
greater turprii'e that he fhould have 
ouiitied to call another pcrlbii, Mr. 
Larkins^ lately arrived from fndia, who 
liad been in his conhJcncc abroadi and 
iuttmately conne^t.d, as the Company’s 
Accuinptunt General, with ail ttatil- 
actions relative to the revenue and cun- 
tr<if.t>, during the adminilirutiun of 
Mr. Hartings. Before the arrival of 
this Gentleman the prilbncr had often 
l-iinentcd that he was not prefent to give 
evidence, which he had endeavoured to 
inaLe tlieir Lordlhips think, would be 
roneUifivi; in his favour j but now that 
tliii GontlcTian was in England, Mr. 
ir.iftings did nut feem difpoled to make 
.my uie of him.. The Commons, to 
Ihcw their readinef'. to hear anything 
that he could p.'oduce in his defence, 
would willingly break through the ordi- 
na.-y rules of proceeding, and allow him 
to produce Mr. Larkins as his witnels. 
Should he rcful'e to call him, their 
I.(irdfl»ip.s would then be able to judge 
of the linccrity of thui'e lamentations 
which they had io often heard, about 
the ablence of that Gentleman.—The 
Managers looked upon Mr. Larkins as 
a pcTlbii too well acquainted with ail 
the material concerns of the prifoner's 
government to overlook his teftimouy, 
now that it could be procured ; and 
therefore they gave notice, that if he 
was not railed by the defendant, it was 
the inuntion of the Managers to call 
ium as /.'irir wvtncfs, hrft. leaving it to 
Mr. Haftings to call him as his own. 

Mr. Law, the leading Couufel for 
Mr. Ilaftiiigs, faid, he never couhl rhiiik 
of receiving as a boon what he might in 
jufticc claim as a right. Me iiilillcd that 
it was the dhth-ngbt of Mr. Ilallings, 
and of every man appearing on his trial 
in a Court of Law, ro adduce evidence 
in his defence in any It.ige of the bufi- 
nefs whatever, previous to the ciofe of 
the reply by the Prol'ccutor. He in¬ 
filled, therefore, that his Client might, 
cx tlihito jnjiituri ci.iim the benefits of 
the evidence of Lord CdrnwaHi:., if that 
Noble Lord wa^ in a condiiioiv togiic 
it. Mr. Maftings, however, was wil. 
ling to wave it, for the purpofe of pre- 
V lilting a further protraftion of the 
'I n il, jull .IS he had, for the fame ohjed, 
iKc'iiiud nil rem.uks upon the ctideiicc 
•;ivfii !)>’ the Managers in I'lny^toit of 
amc i.f tlvc Chargos^^Wsik^liJ.£F*'t’o 
wliit hul ’ iKen^'mrked .about Mr. 
L.ifkju'-, lie fi) n» inore ih,-in 


this, that hisClienfwas not accountable 
to any one for the motives wh<c i t n- 
du:ed him to call or.not toc.ill ,• par¬ 
ticular witnels. The Hon. Manager luil 
iiuinatcd his inteninii of ciiling thai 
Gentleman; he bad onl/ to ool'ervc, 
that he was at liberty lo ad.hice anv 
evidence whicii it wji c niipctcnt to him 
to blVer ill the prefent Itage or the bull, 
nefs, which he would be fo g lod as to 
remember was that of a arplyt not of an 
examination in chief. Tlie Hun. Ma¬ 
nager had rigniiied this day, that he 
would be ready to hear the evivlen'cc of 
Lord Cornwallis at any future day be-' 
fore the dole of the reply, ihould h s 
Lordlhip be able to attend : alt that he 
had to Uy on this head was,; that ic 
would have been as c.indid and as ge¬ 
nerous ill the Hoi. Manager ta haVe 
fignitied as much fomc days Iboncr; be¬ 
fore the Defendant had been deter-‘ 
mined, by the circumfianccs of his cafe, 
to wave the examination of the Noble 
Marquis. 

Mr. Grey, after a fliori reply, pro¬ 
ceeded to adduce evidence to rebut tlias' 
which had ocen given by the I’rifoiicr 
ill his anl’wer to the Benares Charge, 
He obferved, that the Defendant^ 
Countel had contended; that in the 
mcafurcs of the Supreme Council of 
Bengal relative to Cheyt Sing, Mr;' 
Frands and Mr. Wheeler had concurred 
with him, and confcqucntly, that iP 
there was any thing criiiiimil in Yfiofe’ 
meal'iirc.s, he was not more to blame fop 
it than thole two Gentlemen. -.•Mrii 
Grey faid, tint this djfencea^vcn were 
it founded in truth, wuuld.'avail th4 
Prilbncr nothing ; for it would be na 
extenuation of his' guilt to flicw that 
others were as deeply involved in it "" 
he was; but lie would prove that it w 
not founded in truth. He delired th 
a Minute from the Bengal Confultation 
to prove that Bulw.uit Sing was a re 
Zemindar, Ihould be read; which av 
done accordingly. Mr. Grey dcfin 
'that another Minute might be read, 
which Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheel 
had taken a part; and at the fame tie 
ddVred chat Mr.Francis Ihould lif caite 

That Gentleman according^ cnteri 
the bok; and Mr.Gccy faid, that as tl 
Couni'el had allirmcd that Mr. Pra^ 
had approved of the extra dem.aad*hi!^ 
upon Cheyt Sing, they would liicvv tl'i 
i>l^j :onv£rf.itioH at the Council he hj 
''mentioned his difapprobation of 
incifitfc. The queftion was tli.rel 
p'jf '■o Mr. Francis, Whether a-i/ tl| 

M a 
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Ted in de^te on thefiibj-£i on themfelves of them in argument 
ht 9tl]i of July 1778, and whether he had they ftopped there j they hu^cu 
stad approved of that mcafilrc i they hao dated what had a conhderabie 

To this quedion Mr. Law pointedly effc 61 on their Lordihips and the Pnb- 
abjefted, leading in its conlcqucnccs lie, and thby faw where it pinebeet t\\c 
te anotherfmenyears trill\i \\\<i Managers. Mr. Hadings was profe- 
Managers were competent now to give cuted for meafurrs in which Mr. Francis 
evidence which they might have given bad concurred, which neither the Di- , 
Icvca years ago, the life of man would reftors nor the King’s Miniders had. . 
not be of length enough for the clofc of dijapprwcd, of which the Public bad ^ 
this Trial, The law of evidmee, he received ibe benefit, and do dill receive 
faid, was fi> clear, that no doubt could it, in the receipt of an additional revc- 
remain on the fubjed. uue of two hundred thoufand pounds 

Mr. PoK and Mr. Grey replied, and a-ycar. 
tomended, that as the Counfcl had laid On all thefe grounds Mr. Plumcr de- 
aftrefi on Air. Francis’s confent to the nied that there w^s any thing like a 
demands that were made on Cheyt Sing, reafon to juftify the demand of the Ma- 
they had a right to Ihcw the nature of nagers} and that if it were not refilled, 
the debate that took place when the de> the Trial would be perpetual, 
ptand was made. Mr. Pox faid, he la- Mr. Grey again expreffed his anxious 
imented qs much as any man could do wiih for a very earlv end to fo tedious 
the enormous length of this Trial; but a Trial;—that the Public expelltd, and 
I)e aHJrmed that the fault Uy neither the Managers anxioufly wiihed it. 
with the Houfe of Commons nor the Some time was fpent in framing the 
Managers. que(lion| and juft as it was .about to be 

To this fpeech Mr. Plumcr mads a put, 
full and moft aUc reply. lie denied, Mr. Burke rofe, though he faid there 
that under any poflinlc circumftancts was no nccellity for hjm fo rife, his re- 
thc Managers could be entitled to exa- fpedlablc pellow-Managcr having fat'd 
niinp Mr. Francis. The evidence ad- all that -was n<cefiary\ but as Itc had 
duced was b-ought by the Managers feen, by the arguments of this day, the y 
ihemfelycs. Mr. Plumcr went thro' the ufe that had been made of the word <•«- 


dtderent years,and referred to the pages 
‘in thjs evidence ; by which it appeared, 
^^hat when the,war broke out Mr.Haf- 
tings propofed, on the 9th of July 177$, 
to call on Cheyt Sing to cpntribute b/s 
poportton to the expense of itthat 
;Mr. Francis agreed., though he cxprclTcd 
fime doubts as to the right .-—that Mr, 
'Halliags was eonvinefu of his haying 
Lhe right, inherent in every State, to call 
upon their fiibjedls in tafes of emer* 
)fcncy; but tjtat if th.e right was not 
' fieaf, the ppmpaiiy would determine it: 
T^that in the i^ext year, P79, Mr. 
^r^ncis agreed to the demand without 
ujMfy rtfirvuiion .-rrthat in the next ycatj 
^78 c, he alfo agrepd; that he further 
:||||^reed t.^ demand the alfiftance of a 
Isarps'of cavalry ffom ClicytSing for 
^the fcryicc of the war ;—that Ghcyt 
vJing haying demurred to the payment 
i'ubtldy in 1780, Mr. Haftings 


quiefeence, he rofe to declare, that he 
did not apaiiiefcc |n any of the argu¬ 
ments ufeo by Mr. Haftmgs's Counfcl, 
hor in any of tlic rules of law they had 
adduced t-ras to rules of law and evi¬ 
dence, he did npt know what they 
meant{ he and hi$ friends had fearched 
for them in vain:—that the character 
that pyoperly bejonged to a Member of 
the Iloufc of Comilions, was that of a 
plain, ignorant juryman that it was 
trupifomcthipghau bpen written on the 
Law of Evidence, but very general, 
vpry abftraff. and compsifed in fo fmall 
a pompafs, that a parrot thu he had 
known might get tp.cm by rote in one 
hajf-hoiir. and-repeat them in five mi¬ 
nutes. Tncfe rules, fuch as they were, 
might feryc for rule# tq the Codrts he- 
|ow, but were not to lhacklethc Houfe 
of Commons, nor that High Court, 


E fubtidy in 1780, Mr. Haftings who ia tluir great natmiial profccutions 
fed t.') fine hni fop his difobcdi- claimed a right to obtain, by whatever 


[id Mr. Plumcr. were given by tluL porc-jift their right to examine Mr, 
pagers tbtmjehes in evidence, and Francis, ph^frtRlsgJrom trials by. im-* 
llv'the Couufcl h#ci a right tp ivafjl pcaclvnent, ' ' 
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Mr. Burke tontinncfl tofpeak for si 
eonfulerablc timi: lo the fame clFodt. 

Mr. Francis, having been at length 
aike^ Whether, he had attended the 
Conmltatiun in qucllion, begged leave, 
before he gave an anfwcr, to 'requeft 
the Court would proteft him from the « 
infinuations caft upon his honour and 
integrity by the Counfel for Mr- Haf- 
tings, as if he was .1 man capable of 
cuntradiAing in one place what he had 
done or writtjcu in another : he trufted 
that he (hould always be found incapable 
of To dilhonourablc a coudud^, and he 
hoped their Lordihips would lend him 
their proteftion againft any imputatiens 
of the kind. Having premifed tl»is. he 
laid he had attended the Confultation 
in queftion. 

Mr, Grey then afleed, Whether a 
debate had not preceded the Refolution 
taken by the Council as ftated in the 
Confultation ? 

Mr. Francisnanfwcrcd in the affirma¬ 
tive, 

lie was next alkcd, What were the 
particulars of that debate ? 

Here the Counfel for Mr. Haftings 
interpofed, and objected to the quefiion, 
as leading to tvidenfc entirely new, and 
fucK as it was not competent to the 
Managers to offer in the liage of a re- 

The fubftance of this objeftion hav¬ 
ing been repeatedly difeuifed in the pre¬ 
ceding two iiours debate, it was no far¬ 
ther agitated at prefent: both parties 
called for the judgment of (he Court on 
the admillibility of the evidence offered 
by the Managers ; and the I.ords, fur 
the purpofe of taking it into confldcra- 
tion, atfjourned to the Chamber of Par¬ 
liament, where a convcrl'ation took place, 
fonlius claujii. At half paft four o’clock 
ft was fignificd to the Managers, that 
their Lordihips would not proceed far¬ 
ther in tltc Tr4l this day 

"i i " ' 

^ Feb. 47. 

jON'EHtKDRED ASO TwKKTIETIf 
Day. 

As fuon as the Lords were featpd, 
and Mr. Hidings had made hjs ap. 
pearance at the bar, the Lord C^tan- 
tcUor read tl^e dctcrminatioii of their 
Lordihips, refpe^ingthe queftion syhjelv 
iiad occafioncd adjournment on the 


laft day of meeting.—-It ^was in fub¬ 
ftance, “ That it was not competent to, 
the Managers to examine Ph\Up Fran¬ 
cis, Efq. relative to the particulars of 
the debate which had taken place ps*. 
vious to the written account of th*. 
refult of fuch debate, contained in the 
Minute of the Cbnfultation of the Su¬ 
preme Council of Bengal, on the 9rh 
of March, in the calc of Cheyt Sing.” 

Mr. Burke linicntcd that the Ma¬ 
nagers were left totally unacquainted 
with the princ!j)Ieon which their Lord- 
Ihins had forn'.ed the dccilloii that had 
juft been communicated by the noble 
and learned Lord on the, Woolfack, 
and that conjefturc was alt they had 
now r<) diroifl them in their endeavours 
to difeover what that principle might 
be. Much calumny had been heaped 
updn thofc who were concerned in the 
management of this Trial; they were 
acculed of protracting it by repeatedly 
offering in evidence what their Lor^ 
Ihips were obliged to rejeft as ioad- 
miiiibic. This calumny, he pledged 
himfelf, Hiouid be fully anfwcred and 
refuted before the clofc of the Impeach¬ 
ment; and it Ibculd. be made clc^r tc 
the world,, that if there was anv un- 
ncccffr.ry delay in the Trial, the blamt 
did not reft with the Managers, or witl 
their principals, the Houfc of Common^. 
In tile mean time, he could not helj 
complaining that the Managers wen 
put by others, not by thcmfeivcs, ii 
Inch a rutiatiori that the delay might bi 
imputable to tbem^ though they wep 
not, in any degree, the caufe or thi 
authors of it. if their Lordihips woub 
be lo good as to ftaterhe grounds of thei 
dccilions, the Managers though the] 
might not aplprove of them, 'woul< 
ncverthelefs (o faracqulcfcc in them, » 
not to offer sny evidence which canu 
within the principle on which 
Court had declared Ibmc other evident 
inadmillible. Why. their Lordffiid 
were fo fecrct in their proceedings, 
faid, he could not tell; but he knes 
that I heir anceftors had not follower 
fuch a fyftcm ; for in ailfcirnjcr times 
in every cafe of trial before that Kouli 
when an obje£lion was ftarted to 1 
evidence, it was argued on both fii, 
and a queftion framed in the 
and hearing of the profeeucors 
the pnlbner, for the opinion of 0 


opiu)ou 


'41V ^ "** * ' * 

On the Thorlow, aqo^'on was propofelf to the Judges fijr 1^ 

ijou on the aJmiftibility of the tfttleuce ofti'evl in fupport of the crurecution. 


JuM 
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Hadgest which (pinion was afterwards, 
>0 -the faniti prvicnce and hearing. x!c> 
'IsM^reil fitiatiitt \>y the judges. That 
fltis ««is the practice in all civil calcs 
Ijif^rc the Heufe of Loids, fining as a 
Crtirt of Appeal, no one prtteiidtd to 
Benyj that it was rilfo the ptachii in 
thetr tordlhips’ Ilnuft., /Iiu.ig as a 
Court for the trial ot dtliiupieiKS, he 
proved from numbers of i.uthc.rints, 
but particularly from the rtpoii of the 
trial of Lord Mohiin, fi'r murder, in 
f the rtign of William and M<.ry, in the 
[qowrfc of which a{,!«,'.tir lUitr.ici of 
^ueftions of law had octn franiLij and 
refened to the Judges f</r f heir opinion, 
^han on any other I’ccafioii wiiatevei. 
Thtfc t^utftioiis were reduced to wri¬ 
ting, at the particular drfire of that 
great lawyer Lord Chief Julbce Holt, 
and the anfwtrs were given .by .lie 
Judge' III the healing ot tlic prif. ncr 
and ot the Cciinfcl on both rulfs. Were 
tJie fame pr.sdtice followed in the prei'ent 
trial, ami lie could not conceive why it 
was not, he was fure that much of tlie 
|ime of the Court, and of .ill the parties 
^cerned, would be laved, and a gr.at 
deal of that delay prevented, of which 
to much had been i'a’d. He' wilhed 
their l.oidlhips would rcconfider the 
matter, and let the Managers know on 
^hat piiiiciplc they had relied their 
decilion; if they refufed lb to do, he 
might, at the very next qucliioii he 
Jjould put to Kdr.l'Vaiicis, infringe that 
, principle witlioiit knowing it, anti give 
■ the Com t the trouble of a.,Min adjourn- 
; ing to the Chamber of Parlijiiitnt.— 

^ Indeed ae thought they owed it to their 
^IBwn honour and contiftcncy to rcconfider 
hthc cafe. On the kill day of meeting 
they had fufferccl the Managers lo aik 
Vr. Francis whether a debate had ta- 
|en plice previou-s to the drawing up 
if the Minute of the 9th of March} 

IV it niiglii w ell appear extraordinary, 
,tthe prefecHtors mould be at liberty 
alK» wiiethcr fuch a debate hid hep- 
is'.d, but iliould be afterwards dc<> 
jarred from alkiug what were the par-' 
\ic,ularso} tiiai dibaie. 

.Lord R idimr nilid Mr. Burke to 
t 5 liC liid the Ili.n. M iiiagerougii| 
iifiriincd fio.!. .Mguifl.' apniit 
|i bid hem ilii'ulv del bled. 
,,',‘Burki CoMelrUd th .1 h. WOs O'!! 
ikulY • ii he 1 a J be. 11 lb, rlic nc li|c 
Icaimd Lud mi the Woolf,ir'i 
not have Lil d c.ll h'".! ?o 
Wh.nt he .Iktd rrom’ilic 

t;i rs dtciftyiii cu quiA 


tions of law, and a communication e 
the grounds on which it formed tliof 
dccilions; he had condelcendcd to .ifl 
as a favtHjr this< when lie might have 
claimed it as a « 

Mr. Law faid he would not wallc a 
moment of thciv Lordlliij s’ time inlup- 
portiiig a judgment of ilit Houle, w Inch 
Ueiiig niiiKicd on a rule of law, waiitcil 
no oiliti fuppoit. 

Mr. Hiintt replied, that he had bt^n 
accuftemtd t.i v.fohnt oidervatu ns fiom 
the Counfri, who, to do them jiiltin., 
Wiicas piodigd of bold aflettioii., a* 
ihcj were Ipariiig.of ..ig.inieiit. He 
had otiiii heird them mention tne 
words “ rule of'law,” but he wanted to 
know wlicie- the rule of whuh they 
Were fo ten icious was to be found f 
Was it in Black Hone's Cuinim utai ics > 
fn the Code ol JullniMji ? in Comyns's 
Digeib ' In truth, it wis no win re to 
be efifeovcrcd but in the lingiiage of 
the Uariicd CoUlifel. Mi. Burke eon. 
tendtd, that he had a right to liuve tlic 
mattu- fully debated and fettled. 

The Lord Cluiictllor laid, that no 
infornuition could he given to tin lyi.!-- 
nagers on the grounds of the dteifion 
of their Lordlliips on the t|ucliion. 

Mr. Fox faid, that nie M.inagcrs 
»'ilhcd to know the grounds of tJuir 
Loi-dihips’ iltcifion, tliat they might be 
able to juHgi whether they Ihojld put > 
fume other quellions ta Mr. fraiitls, 
Btfidcs, laid Mr. Fox, we could wilh 
tliat all fuch quelltons weie pur pub- 
iickly. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that no. 
thing new had been done, it had hoeti 
fettled at'■the beginning of the Trial, 
that any (|ULftioii to be fubniicrccl to 
their Li.rdlhips, was to be deb ted bv 
bothfides; a ij|iieftioti was then to t/c 
formed upon jf, and an anlwcr given 
by their Lordlliips. 

Mf. Burke faid, he was forry their 
Lordlliips had proceeded in that m,an. 
ncr, but that tn eir Lordllims were net 
bniird ' > that rtfolutHin.—Their Lord- 
ibips m'filit depart from it v^en they 
thought pinptr, as this Trial formed a 
prtetdeni fo.- itl'elf. But Mr, Buike 
thought, that the Managers li.id a right 
to be hcayd on the iioiiu of law bitore 
it went tb the.)udges: ‘‘we ihoiild then 
be able to jud,.;e ot me molivts that ii id 
(‘ttir'iiiriLd t c <'tcili'>n of the judges, 
and of^jA'T riaf'iUiDi^s .Tit (oueUili. ns 
'u bi't at pieleiit wc , 
know roti’irg or 1 ii'sSx” 

I.«id t:a 



♦ations of the Honourable Manager ap¬ 
peared to be extremely irregular. If 
the Managers have any queilion to put, 
let them do fo, iV-id his L' rdlliip ; -but 
VIC cannot he called upon,as they would 
infinuafe, to revife our deciiion. His 
Lordfhip was not at liberty to give the 
grounds of the deciiion of the Houfe ; 
but he was at no lof^'to give thofe which 
had influenced his own judgment: pa¬ 
role ^ evidence, he faid, could not be 
Admitted to fubAantiate written evi 
dence. 

Mr. Burke replied, that Lord Stan¬ 
hope’s opinion was tantamout to *‘Jic 
vohtjtcjubfi,—‘flat pro ratione ’I'duntas." 
But, faid Mr Eurkc, his LonUhip can 
only deliver his private opinion to us; 
wc are nut bound to receive it as that 


it. The Judges ^ 

thing more rcalonable. . 

Mr. Burke contended, tha^i^^ 
no rule of law on fuch a calen^.^ 
found diferction of the Judge. lljL 
produced all the evidence which it 
competent for us to produce at the titne^ 
can wc be blamed, he a&ed, for ntX 
having forefeen what was to be ad- 
vunccQ on the other fide, or for not 
having before-hand obviated whatever 
it waspoliible for human ingenuity 19 
fuggtft ? , 

As to the doflrinc of Precedents, he 
confidcred them as a herd of fidlion of 


law : they might be falfificd ; they 
might be proved. Jf we admit, fai^ 
Mr.Burke, the objc£lionof tHe learned 
Coiml'c! on the other fide, wc ntuA «Uf> 


of the High Court of Parliament, nor 
to rcafon upon it as fuch. 

Lord Carnarvon faid, it was impof- 
fible for their LcrJfliips 10 give the rca- 
I'oiis of their decifion ; not did he con¬ 
ceive that it was proper for them to do 
fo. 

Mr. Grey faid; Wc will call Mr. 
^'r incis to the bar, and alk. him another 
quefiion, viz. Whether, from the time 
of the demand made on Cheyt Sing to 
that of his kaving Bengal, It was in 
his power to have put a flop to the de¬ 
mand which had been made ? 

S^llfiLaw. We have given no evi¬ 
dence on that qucllion; therefore we 
objert to'its being put. 

Mr. Grey utged as a rcal^n for ad- 
mltti.ng the quell ion, that the Coui^fci 
for Mr. Ilallings had reproduced the 
qucAion, and made it their own ; and 
that jt was now new matter, and in ilTue 
between them. 

Mr. Burke fatd. We alkcd for' the 
i'nle of law which prevented us fJ*orn 
putting the qodftion, but no fuch rule 
was 10 be found. Wc mwft have'the 
jruic, either from Icgiflativc authority, 
or from Blackftonc’s Commentaries; 
hut we arc hot obliged to acquiiTcc 
either in his judgiheht, ojr cven in your 
Lo'rdfliips’, upon the nilb. Wc muft 
know il the praflice of any other Court 
can bind us, and whether fuch practice 
k uniform and invariable ; for, inllcad 
thereof,; we find them inconftant' and 
unfcttled. , * 

Mr. Burke then ^verttid to thc'cafe, 
of Lord Strafibrd^in the time of 
Chaylcs 1 . After he had finiflicd his 
'defence, he demanded, that if an.v jtevy 
matter was prodacc'djc>«iie=w^ to his 
defence, he might Ifc^low'cd to anfwcr 


admit that Mr. Francis has been brib*^ 
aj well as Mr. Ilaftingsi but this 
arc certain was not the cafe. He con¬ 
tended, that any rule which put an ea4 
to juilicc ought to be difregarded : the 
Managers had aflerted nothing of which 
they were not ready to produce evi¬ 
dence. He then quoted a Latin phrafe 
to the following purport, ** Bomi Juiiias 
ffi juflitiam pltnam dare.'* Mr. Burkf 
then i'aid, that the CounCel for Mr. 
Hr.Aings, by reproducing the Minutes 
of Council, had made that Paper theirs: 
it was no longer ours, l^id he; and to 
call for evidence in this ftage of the 
caufe was no more than public juf- 
ticc. 

In the cafe of Lord Stafford Counfel 
were, heard upon the qucAion before it 
was put to the Judges. He contended, 
that their Lordlhips’ opinion Ihouid be 
given before the parties; and that upon 
written evidence or documents nojuj^g- 
ment could be formed from the Icrtcy 
of them, but the quo ammo muft always 
be inquired into. 

Mr. Burke entered at great length, 
and fpokc for upwards of an hour, up.- 
on legal authorities, and particularly 
upon;henatureofI mpeaciunents, wh it b 
Were not governed by c mmon-lj^w 
rulpt. 

Mr. Fox faid, From ^he brevity, of 
the anCwer of the Counfel on the otbar 
fide, wc arc. obliged to go at grcai 
[length into the fpbjcA; And, after alt, 
wc mhft ^wander in the wild field oj 
conjcflurc, having no certain rule to 
.guide our judgment. The opinion- d! 
a Noble Earl (btanhope) about a written 
doc;i;picnt, docs not apply to the prclcal 
queftidn; nbr arc the rules which have 
bec'n kid down fupponed by authority, 

when 



I 1 

Sen appRc^ oflmpcach- 

lit agreed in general with 
been advanced by Mr. Burke 
and would only add fume 
obiervaiions to his. lie uuuld 
jXo(e the cafes of the Karl of Straf¬ 
ed and of Vifeount StalFOrd to all the 
learning of the Judges. The publicity 
of the dccilion of the Judges was th.it 
which made him refpeft them ; but 
their rules of judging, or tKcfe of the 
Courts below, were not to diredt the 
p'radlice of Parl'amcnt} for the “ IfX 
tt confuetuUo parltamenti '* was fuperiur 
to every other rule. 

We will not fubmit, faid Mr. Fox, 
our conlcicnccs to technical terms ; nor 
will I fubmit my opinion to that of any 
Lawyer, however refpcftablc he may 
be: an Engliih Ccntlcman is as good a 
judge of the ConHitution as any perfon 
whatever. The High Court of Parlia¬ 
ment will fail in its duty if it fubmit to 
the judgment of others, and is not de¬ 
termined folely by its own : in fuch a 
cafe their Lordflnps would betray the 
truft Committed tothem ns the Guardians 
of the Conftituiibn. All rules mud be 
judged according to their principle, not 
according to their letter. Suppofc a 
piece of evidence was given in one view 
uy the Vcofccutor, and applied to ano¬ 
ther by the Defendant, could it be ar¬ 
gued that no anfwer could be given to 
it ? We have given the Minutc^ of the 
Council in one view, and the Defendant’s 
Counfel have taken them in another. 
Suppofe we had made a millake as to 
date, and faid chat was committed in 
j666 which took place in 1776, would 
your IfOrdfhips go to judgment without ■ 
reftifying it ? We fay that Mr Fran¬ 
cis did net acc^uiefcc in the opinion 
given in the Minutes; Mr. Haiiings's 
Counfel fay that l.e did. We call upon 
him to prove which of the two are 
founded in their opinion. V'e produced 
the Paper, but not the whole of it; 
we delired to jcad the whole of it, you 
cnly allowed us to read a part: they 
have read ihe other part, and you give 
a decifion againll us, although they have 
Bi’itught in that part as new evidence 
which we were not allowed to rcad.l 
^’'ceuiild not foreCeclhc ulc they would I 
nnake of the Paper, nor the defence fci' 
'^p, which was wholly uncxpcAcd. 

Private decifions, Mr. Fox faid, sverc. 
jR.rttlgrare to the charaOor of the J iidgcs, 
and 'vkerc a hard talk on the 
meo Wbo°) he rivrrcd* (Here Mr> 


Fox-was called to order.) He-ex¬ 
plained by faying he-did not accule tlic 
Judges, but blamed the want of pub¬ 
licity ill giving their opinions., 

Lord Stanhope faid, that before their 
Lordfliips adjourned to their owt^Cham- 
ber a quedion mud be put to the Ma¬ 
nagers ; and theii delired to know, to 
jvhat part of the Defence of Mr. Haf- 
tings the qutdion they propofed to put 
to Mr. Francis was meant to apply i.- 
His Ljrdlhip laid, the Managers were 
under a midake in applying the Mi¬ 
nutes of Council to Mr. Hadings, be- 
caufe they applied to the Governor and 
Council. v 

Mr. Law faid, that the principle 
which had dircflcd the dccilioii of the, 
Judges was jud. He had no doubt but 
it was formed on thofe unalterable 
principles of law which he had the ho- 
iicur to mention. He would not new 
add any thing new on the fubjeft. 

The Lord Chanocllor faid, that the 
objeftion of Counfel to the queftion 
put by the Managers was twofold, vii. 
id, that parole evidence could not be 
admitted to prove written evidence; 
and, zdly, that no matter w-as to he 
given in evidence, which was not ori¬ 
ginally made life of by the Defendant. 
Thefe were clear and diftinft propoli- 
tions which it was not pollible for theis" 
to midake. 

Mr. Fox replied, that the Lord Chan- 
cellof had not cxattly dated their quef¬ 
tion. The Managers denied the faft 
which the Counlci for Mr. HaiUngs 
dated, and wiihed to difprovc it. He 
contended, therefore, that it was no 
new matter, but aroie out of the de¬ 
fence fet up for Mr. Hadings j and that 
they did not mean to prove written evi- 
dence by parole evidence, but fuch fadls 
as they could not then forefee. 

The Lord Chancellor applied to Mif. 
Law, to know if lie bad any obfeiva- 
tions to make ; who replied, that he had 
none ; that this quedlon came completely 
ivitbin the Rule alteadp laid doivn by 
the/r lATdJbips^ and that thii day, hke 
the lajt, had been uftlejily 'wajled j that 
he owed too much to his client, and to their 
Loi'dfhips, to offer a (ingle argirnient in 
reply to all that had aderied. * 

After the queftioB was put, and when 
the Lords, were ahw. to adjourn to the 
Chamberol Pai llaijdfni,Mr. Hadings role, 
and faid, he earnemy entreated their Lord- 
flfip? h ave to addrefs a lew words to them * 
tkinlild md tjui his thoughts on paper jnff 
at he was tomi?!^d^'n to-day, and had 
‘ made 
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tnacl'e a frtialt addition, in conrequence of whole year elapfed ftnce the 
Mvhat he had h^ard on this day. Leave latter. 

b'eing very readily granted, Mr. Haftinigs ' My Lords, X beg.leatre to'' . 
addr'clteil the Lords as follows: you of th« great faclificto which J 

, ** IVi the Petition which a Noble Lord made to cut off all poiLble cau^ of deta^ 
(Lord Hawkelbury) had the goodneA to that I put my defence on two Char|e& 
pre'fcnt to your Lordfltips from me bn almoft wholly to iiTue on the evidence ad* 
Monday kft (Feb. 14), I infornieil your duced by my prolecutorsi and gave up th% 
Lordlhips that I (Itould forrgo the beneht pleadings of my able argumenta on bothl 
which I had ho)>ed to derive from the tef- This year, it, is known to your LordlhipX 
Umony of the Marquis Cornwallis, whofe with wliat earneftnefs and anxiety any 
ill date of health might probably dil'able Counfel folicited your Lordlhips* per- 
him from attending to deliver it, wjthoiit miiTion to eaii Upon the Hoofi; of .Com- 
the loCs of fo much time as might involve mens for his evidence^ and that 1 have 
me in the peril of feeing my IVial ad- depaited fiom thewboletpnornf inycon- 
joorhed over to‘another year j and I prayed du£i, ^ being myfttftbe deity 

your Lordlhips, theieforc, to order that to obtain it. Ot ihefe delays^’ and tUefe 
the Trial diovild proceed, and with that only^ 1 am the <;aiifei and I thaak your 
degree of acceleration and difpatch which Lordlhips for admitting them. Mv appeal 
a due regaid to the general rights of juf- to the Noble Marquis was not inade 
ticc, and the fufferings of an indivicfual, Jligbt grmnds^ "When X firft notified to 
now in the fevemh year of hisTrial, might him my intention of calling for bis evl- 
induce your LoxKhips to adopt. dence, I had never had any communication 

“ The illLinediatccaufe of my troubling with him refpefting the fubie£t. But t 
your Lordlliips with that Addi'ers was a knetv what was the truths and I was eon* 
repoit conveyed to me, that your Lord- fident be wtiuid declare it. I knew bit 
fliips bad been plc.-ifcd, in confideration of heart and mind—I knew rnyftlfy and I 
the Noble Marquis’s illnel's,, to adjourn with the mojt abfidute ter'^ 

the Tiial, whicli (food for Monday laft, to tasnty what bis teftimony would he, 
the tbilowlhg day, for the purpofe of Yet I have made this grett lacrilice 
allowing me to make my option in the added to the paft—and Purely, my Lords, 
mean time, and to fignify It to your Lord- 1 am not dniVafonable in ettading this only 
fhipS, either that the proceedings in the requital, that my Trial may iuffer no far* 
'X'rial lliould be Hopped until the Noble thet delay. 

Marquis's health Ihould be fulHciently I do, therefore, moil earneftly fup- 
trellored to enable hiuito attend in his place, plicate your Lordlhips to grant me the tn^ 
or that it Ihould proceed without it. dulgence of a continuation of your pro- 

** My Lotds, if this information had ^eJings in this Coiirt, without any ad< 
been given to me on grounds of certain au- joUrnnient for the Circuits, or kny-othel: 
thoiity,! Ihould not trouble y'our Lordlhips delays than fucb.as the bulinefs of Par- 
at this time, but rely with implicit confi- liament may render unavoidable, and that 
dence on fuch a pledge as it would be you will have the goddnels to afford me 
criminal tudiftruft; litice it Is iinpuICble to fuchanalTiiraiiceof itj as lhall immediately 
admit for an inllnnt the filppolltion tlvat ^uietmymindfromitsprefentapprehenildns 
ydur Lordlhips would offer me an alterna- ** My Lords, do not think thU requefl 
tive which included lb great a facriffee^ prefuniptuous, nor that it proceeds rrdic 
without the mod ablblute determination to an impertinent curioltty. 

‘ fulfil ihe condition of it. ** My Lords, it has more urg^t iho< 

'* Bur, my Loi-ds, I neither know the fives, and pardon me if I onfce more re. 
terms on which that declaration of yoUr peat, as my plea for making it, that I an, 
Lordlhips was made, nor with certainty do no 70 in the fruenthyedr of my profitutioi 
1 know that it was made at all ^ .and when in tbs's Courtf which itiinever before fuf- 
I fee the ti me fo Very near in vVhich it has fered any Trial, even of the moil Crimina 
been annually cufloma^ for your Lordfiiips nature, except in ihe timls bfbtigideU 
to adjourn the Trial for many weeks, to ing difordbr and rebellioni to ettceedth 
hilow for the abfence of the Judges on their j^iod'o( titfenijf-two dsyt. That as 
Circuits^.I cannot but feel the gteatell have bwn alreadyfubje^ed to a ^:^eeu 
alarm, left the fame obllr'u£liOn fhoiild be tion which has no^ endured fix yean 
given to the Trial even in this period of it, I may not G may ndt^ if I may trufi 1 
yrhen the evidence on 1^- /an of tfie pro- my underfl»idiugof all that Ibave.heari 
fecUtIqn, and thaU.^f the defence,have been this d^) be the continued ftibjefl Of i 
finally and declaredly dolitd, at^ almoft a duringfixjeers more," 

Pakt YII. , N A 
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Haftitigs fat tiown Mr» 
firkif di^ Mr. Haftii'g® 
; Jt^'werfely repeated what he had faid five 
^; tlftt the delay was not «»>" 

S ttdtfe to the h^nagerSf bat to the Com»» 
Haftitigs^ who had obj*fletT 
;|o evidence, and that in thi# indance Mr * 
.kfttftingshllbwed Iiimfelf to be the anthor 
>- of the delay. It was true, he had been 
fix yean before the Court, but was not 
• tiieie linne token op in an emiuiry into 
'tfi'imes committed in a goveninieilt of 
fourteex veitrs ? 

Mr. ’Buikc procceilcd for feme time 
longer in a /Hinlar Hiain, when Mr. 
Hadiiigs rofe, and faid, “ Troe it is, 
my Lor^s, as the Manager has faid, that 
] did complain yeari a^, when my 
Trial was on the point of being ailjpurned^ 


as it had t'en lafied longefthan any athtf 
^rialin ibis Court. 1 repeated my com¬ 
plaint in every fucceeding year, betaufe 
everyjear tvas oh t^gravaiion ofjhe 
hartjjbip uahuh ijkffered, 1 complained 
of it, my Lords, m tut abstfe ofjujiicet anti 
I repeat,- my Lords, (bat it •was an abufe 
^jujlieef eomefrom whom it may\ but 
n it, iTiy Lords, any argument, that, be- 
caalb 1 have fu^ied a profecution r>i fix. 
yeartf I fluukl endure it Jlx years 
hn^r f" 

To this fpeech Mr, Ton repKed, that 
he nmftanxiouflyjoiiiedwithMr Ballings, 
in entreating the Lords to proceed with 
all nofllble expeditionr to the eloiie of the 
Tiial. 

Tiie Court adjourned till 

SATWlt* 


* In the following Petition, to wMcfi Mr. HaAings alfodes in page So of Past 11 . and 
which we were not enabled at tlie time to Introduce under its proper date and place. 

** To the Right Honourable the I/>rds Spiritual and Temporal in Parliament alSimbfed i 
** The Humble Petitionef WAxaxNHASvijscs, £%lateGov<r>oi; General o£Fort WiU 
*» Uam, in Bengal— 

*• Shewetb, 

** That your Petitioner was permitted by the Hoswurablc Hopfe of Commons to appear 
** before their bar, on the ^4th of April 1786, to anfwcrco certain charges which had been 
** preferred againA him in that Honourable Honfir. That your Petitioner, on the 14th ol 
** May (787, was impeached by thcHonourabk; Ffoufo of Commons of Great Britain, at the 
** bar of your Lordlhips* Hoafe, of High Crimes and Mifdcineantts—That your LordAiips 
were |deafed to grant your Petitioner a Copy of the Articles of Impeachment, with leave tc 
** anfwer the feme—That on the »5th of November 1787, in the foilbwing ftflion of Parlia- 
ment, your Petitioner, accoiding to year LordAiips' order, did deCver in his aniwer to the 
w faid Articles, and the 13th of Febmary 1788 was appointed for the commeacement of hl< 
** Trial, and it was accordingly commeticrd and continued by various adjournments, to the 
** iSth of June of the feme year. Thai your Petitioner conceived an abundant confolation, 
** when he few himfelf brought before a Court which was held in univerfat eflimaSion the 
** moil juA,as It was the moft r«fjpedlabfe,.from the high titles and dignities, and the nobU 
** charaAcrsoi the Members eompofing it: and impreiled at this time in an equal degree wltl 
'* the feme fentiments, and alfurii^ himfelf that your Lordihips will favourably receive anj 
** reprefemation which he may conceive himfelf under the iKCcfli^ of making to your Loed^ 
** ihipa, of the hardfoips which he has' fuftained and may yet have caufe to apprehend, frou 
the peculiar circumAarices of the prefens Trial, he humbly ptefumes, in this- Aage of it, n 
** Rate the feme to your Lordihips, and to pray for feich redrefe and relief in the future pro. 
cefs of U, as your l.ordihlps' wifoom may be able to devdc, and your juAicc prefesibe. 

** And your Petitkxier humbly begs leave to ohferve, that one year has ehpfed fince thi 
•* commenetroent of his Trial •, and, in that interval, feven. noble Lords, his Judges, hav 
“ yielded to the courfe of nature j fome of the perfons wlwfe evidence was. required for hi 
' defence have returned to their duty in India, and many of thofc who remain are de 
** laiaed, to the injury of their fesrtuncs and profpeds, and to feme lofe of the fcrvicc t 
w which they belAig. That your Petitioner poirefles no means of indemnifying themfo 
** their detention, nor does he prefume to eAimate his own rig! t at fo high a price, as t 
« exaft ftom any man that lie foouhl devote the prime feafon of his. life to inaAion. That c 
** fisch of the witneflfes w! oft conveniences may permit it, or whole inclinatioiu ma 
« prompt them to remain, many muft, by death, or the variahte accidents of life, be take 
** from him before the riinc of his defence. That his health, which a long refWence in a 
y* tingenia) cHmate had impaired, has been precluded from receiving the only remedy which 
** foreign air could afford for its reAoraticn, and the.i)nly paUiajive which a Rate of eafe coul 
fc* afford it at honie y bis fortune waAed in the expcnccs unavdi&ably incident to fo heavy 
P ‘^cpAcution', and ts- perfon tlfenR out from its place in common fo^iety y with Other ful 

“ fcrinj 



I 

^AtUROAy, MARCH I, 

Cnb Hundrro and Twentv.Fijist 
Dav. 

The Lord Chancellor detiVered the relb> 
lution of the Lords: ** That the Mana¬ 
gers were precluded from examining Mr. 
Francis as to his diffenting from the 
ineallire of fining Cheyt Sing, he hatdng 
''already ^iven his aflent in writing.” 

Mr. Grey replied, that he muft fub- 
mit, but would be under the neceiiity of 
offering to them another piece of evideixe, 
which would probably fall under the lame 
-objeftion. Without fuch evidence, Mr. 
Gr^ faid, both the Prolecutors and Judges 
ntuft labour under great inconvenience, 
and wander in the dark without any thing 
to dire£l them. The evidence was, a Let¬ 
ter produced by the Managers, which the 
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Counrel for Mr. Haftings had ufed in « 
view dtrefllp oppofite to that for w hifh. j^. 
was produced by them. ■ 

Auer foine explanation had been given - 
of the Letter, Mr. Lnw had no objeftioa 
to its beirtg read, 

Mr. Wyndham defired to kribw if they 
obtained leave to read it as a favour from 
Mr. HaftiHgs''s Counfitl, or as a matter 
of right. 

'I'he reading of the Letter was to prove,* 
that a Aim allowed by the Governor and 
Council to one of the Rajahs, wluch Mr.^ 
Haflings's Cminlel laid* was paid the day 
it became due, was paid by btUs at fift/«' 
one days’ grace. 

^ Mr. Law anfwered, that there was na> 
difficulty in the objetfion, as payment w^a 
made by bills at that date the day the fuin 
became due. * 


*' ferlngs whkh, though mod fenlHiIy felt by him, may not be fpecified in an addrefs to your 
a*' Lordfhips, 

And your Petitioner begs leave humbly to obferve to your Lordfhips, that although 
the profecution has yet been dofedupoo two articles only of his impeachnKnt, twenty arti- 
** clcj were preferred againft lum by the Honourable Houfe of Commons; ibat tbeje eompriaei 
" ia tffefi(dltbe ^tenal tranfaSms, e\<ml, fcJiticalf mUitarjf rcvtuiUf and jSnamuilf ^ a Gtvern. 
ment tf tlAi teen yean j that a conllderable portion of this time was a period oi great difficulijf 
danger, and embanraffment, » every dependency of the Britijh Empire, and more particularly to the 
“ extenfive territorkt nobicb were under the aBual government of your Petitioner, or which depended 
upon lit exeitiens for fiihfiftence and reliefs that your Petitioner was therefore under the ne- 
‘ ceflity, through his counfel and fblicitors, of culleding and collating, from die voluminous 

< records of the Eaft-lndia Cemripany, the whole bifoiy of bit'public fife, in order to form a com- 
‘ piete defence to every allegation which the HonounUe Houfe of Commons has fueferred 

* againft him; for your Petiti<»ieriiad not, when your Lordfhips were pleafod to grant him a 
' copy of tjhe articles, rnithcr hat be nrw, any means of knowing whether or what aRicles,' 

< if ary, were meant to be abandoned by the Honourable Houfe of Commons. That it was 
not pofTihle for your Petitioner to be prepared wkli the neccllary materials for fuch a 

' defence, vvitliout incurring a very heavy and intolerable expence, the fums which have^ 
been aduaUy paid, atd for which your PetitioHer Jlandt indebted, amounting, according to the 
moft accurate eft iiaate winch he could procure from the belt authority, to upwardt of thirty 
*' tboujandpourJs. That this i«^ fubjed of great and ferious alarm ^ your Petitioner, who, 

in tlie indefinite profpefl before Aim, fees himfdf in danger of wanting the means of defence, 
and evenpf fubfiftence, fhould.bis'lifcs which is not probable, be continued to the cfofe o£ 
a trial, in wHfhfo fmaUaprogrt^hatyetieatmadtt unlefs your Lordfhips* wifdom fhafl enable 
you to <^ord your Petitioner that rtdief which he humbly foliclts, and confidently hopes to 

< recrive; tbgt your Petitioner, with afi fincerity of heart, craves leave to afliire your Lord. 
Ihips thaadie does pot pcefome to tUte hia fenfe of the hardfhips to which he has been, and 
is fubj^ed by (the pafji events of the Trial, as matters of complaint, beingfully perfuaded 
that they were unavoidably incident to the peculiar nature of fuch a Trial, and to the peculiar 
ebataSer and clraunfimca of the (kvp ^tdich wot tbe fidjcli of it. That he has ftaied them with 
no otlier motive or view thatt to obtain from your Lordfhips a deliverance from the dreadful 
chance of hk charaiftv being tranfinitted on the records cd your lAirdflups* hi^ mid auguft 
court, Uafted ^itb unr^uted eiininationt, and an acceleration of the tjme in which he may be 

0 - enabled to Qiake his innoemt, his intepUytV^ {.may be be penpitted in all humility to add) 
a- his deferts apparent to your Lordfhips. 

<• Your PetitioneT tli^refbre moft humbly pile's, that your Lordfhips will be pleafod to 
«( order that the Trial may proceed, according to your Lordfhips' order upon the laft 
« adjournment, and that it may )>« continued toia clofc (if it be pofiible) without in- 

* I* (erruption. 

• d 

N ft 


W WARREN HASTINGS." 

TM 
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« " The MAnagen fal<l, that they had and gave him; the]r unaninioua thanks - 
pTov^'tM 'ranbus Rate of Benares in for the whole of it, during the time he 
and th^ Coimfel on the other fide was their, Govei^nor-General. This ap- 
^ad flievro it^ dP^Hfiting condition in the probation, both in the eye of law and rea* 
yittt .'tjfjot they therefore propofed to fon, had, he hoped, clfeSually obUteratecI 
pStbrem what ftate it was in the intcrme- the cenfore. It was theyefure a fpecics of 
tune. jSon^e altercanor to<?lp place unparalleled crueltv to bring it forward 
j at length Mr. Hallings’s to opprefs a man wlio had already foffered 
~ ■ ■ - - much, for no other reafon whleh he 


CUiinfH confented to what the Managers 
(fi^anded, 

A. long and tedious detail was then read 
fffarft the ^#etters of Mr. Puncan the Re- 
which occupied, the Court for two 

{lotirs. 

' The Managers then faid, that Mr. 
Haftings had produced a KeruUition of 
the Court, of Pireftors, with a vote of 
thanks W his ttneral conduff while Go> 
vernor General in Iiidia 1 they propofed to 
read a Paper which had been read and ap¬ 
proved by a Committee of the Court of 
P reftorsf and oidered by thetn to be pub- 
liflwd for thi' information of the proprie¬ 
tors, in winch feme cepfure was thrown 
oh Mr. Hadings for a Letter be had writ¬ 
ten to the Court while he was in India. 
The Managers meant to (hew by this Pa¬ 
per, that the Direblors had not approved 


... h? 

could divine, than having, at a time of - 
great public danger, cfil-iTually fci ved bit 
country, and fared India. He relied 
upon their Lordlhips humanity, honour, 
and jiiftice, that they would not ftiffer this 
minute of the cenfure to be read j it be¬ 
ing palTcd at a moment'of intemperate 
heat and agitation, and utterly extin- 
guiOied by a fuhfeipicnt refolution.” 

Mr. Buike role as foon as M' • Haftings 
had concluded, and contended that the 
Paper was proper to be received, becaule 
it W2S an anfwer to a Letter which the Pri- 
foner had dared to write to the Directors 
his Mailers', anft to print and publilli in 
Calcutta. 

Mr. Haftings inftantly refe, and faid. 

My Lords, I aftiira that the alTertion 
which your Lordlhips have .iuft heard front 


of every part of the condu£l of Mr. Haf- the M^u^ger m ■ I never did print 


Mr. Law objej^ed to the reading of this 
Pap ersr He faid, it was a paity pamphlet, 
and a liixel on Mr. Haftings in his ab- 
fence; that Hiofe who had ordered it to be 
publiftied had no authority to do fo, and 


or pubiilh any Letter in Calcutta that I 
wrote to the Court of DireSlors. 1 knew 
my duty better. That alTertion is a libel § 
it is of a piece with every thing that I have 
heard uttered fince the commencement of 
this Ti iai, by that authori/e(t, Hcenfed"— 


were punilhable for what they had done ; (and after a long paufe he added, turning 
that »t at a time when a certain Bill to Mr. Burke) Manager*" 

Mr. Burke continued to alBrm that 
Mr. Haftings bad printed and publilhed' 


yvas brought in, and a Board of Controul 
was ellabiiflied i and that no ufe whatever 
could be made of liich an iinatithorited 
publication. 

• Mr. Fox anfwcred, that he had ob- 
Ihrved the difre(pe£l which the Cuunfel 
^ewed perfunaliy to him, by mentioning 
his Bill under the contemptuous term of 
a certain Bill ?” hut he wilhed, that 
whenever he apin mentioned it, his name 


the I,etter ip Calcutta. Mr. Haftings 
loudly called out to him, it was not true j 
and the Counfel faid to Mr. But'he, No } 
noi 

The Managers perliftmg in their right 
to put the queftion, M>'* Haftings agait^ 
role, and faid, “ Let me again moft ear- 
nelliy implore your Lordlhips attention to 


might be coupled wjtli it j for I'o far from the extreme Itardfliip and cruelty under 
t. A..-...I . I j which I labour. It nas beep ufuai for the 

Lords to adjourn during the Spring Af¬ 
fixes. . My Lords, a period of fix weeks 
of diftracting anxiety, at my time of life,' 
and in my broken ftate of health, is indeed 
more than I can poffihly bear. I therefore 
do moft foiemnly Invoke your Lordlhips* 
juftice and compaflion, that you will make 

Biriflors weje fylly mfo^ed reipeftmg not lofc fo important a period in the TelTion 
^ wMe of his condua. When the as fix week.s, that fome profpea may ap- 
• pk fy»«r} of h'? government had been pear,<ff finilhing my Trial, and icceiving 
-ktely inveftigated upon his jeturn judgment, if I deferve it, during (he pret 
that Court ajpproyed of it; fent fijffion of Parliament.” * ^ 

Mr. 


^ing aftiamed, he IhouUi ever be proud 
to have bepn the framer of that Bill.— 
Mr. Fox, Mr. Grey, and Mr. Burke, 
jr^d a pan of the Paper In queltion, to 
Rtew that it was authentic, and puhlifiied 
by tlif diieftion of a Court of Direilors. 

Mr. Haftings adikeffed the Court with 
flpich feling—•! It was true, that fu;h 
p vote of cenfure had palfed before the 
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Mr, Pox. We are ready, rny Lords, 
to proceed di die in diem, and to begin 
as early in the morning as your Lord* 
fliips pleafc} and to fit as late as will be 
convenient; we wifh nutiu delay the Trial 
a moment.” 

The Court adjotirned to the Upper 
Chamber of Parliament, when it was at 
length agreed to put ihefollowingqueftion 
■tp the Judges s “ Shall a Paper, rctid and 
approved by a Committee of tlie Court of 
Dire^ors, and afterwards ordered to be 
publifhed by the Court of ]>irt£tors, in 
anfwer to a Letter written to them by- 
Mr. Haflings, be given in evidence to 
rehut the evidence given of the appro- 
bation of the conduil of Mr. Haitmgs 
by a vote of thanks to him for his ge¬ 
neral conduct in India ? by whom it 
was determined, that it was not cotnpetent 
to the Managers to read the obieiva- 
tionirs 

But it being then near five o'clock, and 
the Loi d$ conceiving it to he ablulutely 
impoflible to go on without the Judges, 
adjourned the Court to Monday the 7th 
of April *, 


MONDAY, APRIL 7. 

One Hundred and Twenty- 
Second Day. 

The Court met this day after the 
adjournment for the Circuits, at two 
o’clock, when the Lord Chancellor in¬ 
formed the Cuniipittce o( the Commons, 
that the evidence brought before the 
Court, that the Court or Diredfors had 
ernfured the conduct of Mr. Haftings 
icl'pcdtingChcyt Sing, was inadmifliblc. 
Upon this, Mr. BurKe rule, and faul, 
that though they might offer other rca- 
fons in addition to thole which they 
had before offered, to induce their 
Lordfhips to cool'cnt to the admilfion of 
It, yet they would acquiefee in the dc- 
ciiion, and he declared that all the evi¬ 
dence in reply upon the Benares Ar<< 
tide was doled. 

As Mr. Sheridan was rifihg to fpeak, 
Mr. Plumor begged tob? heard for a very 
few moments. Ho laid, that when their 
Lordfhips adjourned laft, the Hate of the 


health of the noble M/rquis Cornwal^i^ 
was fuch as to render it extreme!^ 
doubtful at what period he would be 
enabled to give his attendance iA Weft- 
minilcr-hall: that Mr* {fallings, from* 
the anxiety he had invariably difolayed 
to bring this intolerably tedioiM Trial to 
a clofe, had informed, their Lordfhipe 
that he would forego the teftimony of tlie 
Noble Marquis: but the adjournmetiC 
of their Lordfhips was attended with* 
this good eifc£l, that Lord Cornwallis, 
he was happy to fay. was notv reftured 
to health; and as the Managers'had 
expreffed their concurrence to the Nohle. 
Marquis’s examination at any period 
prior to the clofe of their own evideace«liAh 
hoped the Court would permit ll^« 
Haflings to call Lord Cornwallis on tlfft 
iirfl day that their Lordfhips ifitouH 
fit. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, that the Manx* 
gers had cxprclfed their willingnefs to 
give Mr. llaltings the benefit pf Lord 
Cornwallis’s tcllimony, and therefore 
they fhou'ld make no objedtions. He 
then repeated what had before been 
faid as to Mr, Larkins, whom they 
would alfo allow Mr, Haflings to cau 
if he chofe. 

Mr. PLiiiiicr faid, he did not intend 
to call any fui ther evidence than Lord 
Cornwallis, and if theManagers intro¬ 
duced further evidence, they would of 
courfc hate the grounds on which they 
were entitled to call it, in reply. 

Alter this point was fettled, Mr. 
Sheridan commenced his evidence in 
reply upon the Begum Article; in th^ 
courfc of which cxtraAs from the Codi; 
of Mahometan Laws \vere read to provo 
the nature and regulations of property 
in the Laflern Countries, where thofo 
laws in a great degree prevail, and foe 
the exprefs purpol'c of applying then^ 
to the cafe of the Begums, whole poiV 
feJfions were under confideration. 

A converfaiion, rather than an argu« 
ment, was continued between Mr. She* 
ridan and Mr. Burke on the one (ideil 
and Mr. pallas and Mr.Plumer on the 
other, for two hours, -relative to the 
evidence which Mr.Sheridan produced, 


On Thurfday, March 6, Mr. Burke moved in the Honfe of Commons, ** That a Committee 
jbe appointed to infpeA the Journals of the Houfe of Lords, and to examine into the mode of 
procedure that was adopted on the Trial of Warren Haflings, Efq.” The Motiw being ap?eP^ 
to, the Managers of the Impeachment were appointed the f.ud Committee. ’ 

On Monday, March 17, Mr. Burke fhqved, “ That the Managers appointed to condu^ the 
Ttial of Mr. Haftinjj* do lay before the Houfe the circumftances which have retarded the pro- 
'grefs of the faid TriaT, with their obfetvations tberfpn.** Ordered. 


and 
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Hind wMeh tft all inftanccs was admitted. 
We do not enter into any detail of tliis 
cviden<’'>:> becaufe not a line of if ap- 
to the points on which the Charge 
^efts^ but was as it was ftated by Mr. 
Sheridan, merely inteadod to fill up 
chafias which were left in the evidence, 
hv the Counfel having followed the 
«Jode recommended by Mr. Shendan 
birofelf, namely, that each party fliould 
enter fuch parts of letters and documents 
as each rclu-d on, to make good the i r calc. 
They were all of no‘coiifec]iience ; lome 
related to events which happened fo tar 
Wk as the years 1775 and 1776. 

itt half after four o clock, Mr sne- 
fidan raid, that he had all the 

eridence which he meant to offer /* 
reph on the SuokU Artule. It was then 
agreed, that the Mar<juis Cornwallis 
^uuld b® examined on Wcdnelday ; 
ilr. Burke adding, that he did expert 
Mr. HalVmgs would have propolcil to 
examine isfr, I^srkiosi hut that the 
Managers ceriauily would do it. 

The Court, after this <oitverfation, 
ndjoumed lintil 


Wednesoay, April*). 

OsE liuN’nREn and Twektv- 
Thihd Day. 

The High Court had this day a fyllcr 
artcnuanci. of Ps:crs, and of Ipcttatois, 
jhan on anv day for tlte laft three years, 
tn confeiiuonci. of the cxpetled exaim- 
jkatbm of the M A a qii is Cokn w a L i.j s. 

At two o'clock the Court being aU 
fembicd with tile ulual forms, the Noble 
Marquis was fworn in hi% placc.r^Thi 
Omofel t«4- Mr, Haftings then pro- 
cceded to interrogate his L,*>rcl«hip. 

' After fowt prefatory qucllions aboqt 
the time of his departure from England, 
his rchdence iu 1 ndia, and his rcium, 
the Cotmlcl for Mr. flAsTiyus a»kcd-rs- 
Whctlicr, upon hu l,ordlhip’s arrival 
in India, he did not vifit ilij: pfoviuecs 
«h,kh were Hated m the Articles Qf the 
Inqwachiijcnt to have fuffered from 
Mr. H.Uimgs’ cruelty, opprclfion, vio- 
fiitfce, and oloo'dibed ? 

A, lie made no expurfton to thcfi* 
pniviivees till the followiiij^ tear. In 
yhc year i 7 «? he went up the G.ang.e5 
to the extremity of thofc ^royiocts. 

• Q^Was it matter of noiurieiy that 
g?i^iaftiugs was under proitcutiun ? 
s. Ji was. 

txMighi not the perfons whom he 
JErfd to have oppreircd have feut 
p[e cemplainti iigaiiift htr{}f 


A. It certainly wa» in their pdwer 
fb to do. 

0 ^ Were a»y complaints ntadc to the 
Council General againft Mr, Haftings ? 

A. He did not remember an 
0 ^ What was the opinion of the na» 
tives and inliabitants of Bengal, who 
had been thirteen years under the go» 
vernnaent of Mr. Haftings ^ , 

A. Mr. Haftings was, he believed,"' 
much cftceincd and rel'pedted by the 
native inhabirantJ, and by the inhabi¬ 
tants of Bengal in general. 

Were not the natives of the 
Mogul provinces bound to give aid in 
time of 'Var to the Nabob? '• 

A. In the Carnitic they were.—It 
was diflicult to fay what was the regu¬ 
lation in a Defpoiic Government. Per- 
fons on refuful were frequently impri- 
foned and difpcffcffcd. 

0 ^ Had lus Lord (hip any means of 
knowing whether the charge againft 
the Begums was well or ill founded ^ 

A. He could only fpcak from reporj. 

—It was certainly reported. 

Does his Lordilitp knenv of any 
meaiurc being taken to rcllorc Cheyt 
Sing? 

A. No—he knew of no fuch meafurc. 
Qj_Did he know that any part of the 
money paid 'oy the Begum to the Nabob f 
had been reftored ? 

A. He did not. 

Q. Were t’ne Begoms reduced, or 
arc cney now reduced to a Hate of great 
jiccumary dtftref. ? 

A. He doeo not believe that they 
were reduced to j>ccuniary diftrefs. 

(I- Did the cljaradtcc of the Britifh 
iniuon fuffer by tl«is conduff towards 
the Begums and Cheyt Sing ? 

A, It had not fqffered, as he had 
ever heard, 

Q_. Did the inhabitants of the coun¬ 
tries undcf tlfc conduft of Mr. Haftings 
compimn of his government, on his 
Lord (hip's arrival in fndia I 
A. They did not. 

Did tli« fame fentiments prevail 
as to the charuffer of Mr. Haftings on 
his Lordihip's departure fyoni li^ma us 
on his arrival there ? 

A. They did. 

Qofs - ejftimitteJ bv M^t Burfe, 
^Whether his Lordihip has ever 
attentively yffud the Impeachment of 
the Commons of Great Britain, befor« . 
this Houfe, againft Mr. • 

A. 1 have read it ; but 1 cannot abr 
folutely fay that i now corrcfHy carry 
4 \n IhJ tpind. 
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i -’St. Whether ydor Lordfliip can 
** fptak to the truth or falfchood of any 
-particular fad charged in thofe Aitkks 
«f Impeachment ? 

A. X*do not think-royfeif yampeteiK 
to give an aarwee te- c^t queftie*. I 
really hare sot them i^iliicicatiy in my 
memory. 

Whether your Lordlhip has any 
V knowledge of any fum of moncyt ue^hr 
or eagagenent for a lum of money, 
taken hy Mr. tlaA'mgs, through the 
^ hands or Gunga Govind Sing, rVom a 
' ^perfon called Aajah KclIcraniT in the 
‘ 'province of Patna i 

A, i did not en<q.iiiFe into the matter. 
On my arrival in India, 1 thought it 
my duty to look forward, and to e»> 
deavour to improve the Country, and 
to correct any faults that exittcd in the 
Government. 1 reaUy made no cn* 
quiries, and 1 cannot ani'wer any of 
thofe qnefitons^ for 1 rieaXJy do not 
know triem. 

< 2 ^ Wiiether yot»r Lordthip hae made 
any enquiry from any pcclon on the 
part of the Begums of Oude f Dues 
your Lordihip know, whetiicr they ad¬ 
mitted or den-K-d the truth of the charges 
that were againlt them t 

A. I never did. 

■f What Zemindars has yourLord- 
fliip converfed with on the fubjeA of 
Mr. Haflings’b government > 

A. f do not know th-ir f ever con¬ 
verfed with any Zemindar about it. 
Wlut 1 iociuioaed was merely from 
public report. 

Qj_ Whether your Lordihip has not, 
in (lacing the dii'pofltiorv uf the Natives 
of the Provinces towards Mr-Haftings, 
rcLcived your account cliicdy from the 
ICngliih 

A. I muflt have received all accoutws 
ultimately from the Eftgiilh, ns I did 
aiot (peak the country languages } but 
1 certainly havc> through the inter¬ 
preters, converfed with the Natives on 
that fubjcCl. 1 learned fuch acocunrs 
' fromthem. I fpeak from their authority 
as well as the authority of the Knglilh. 

Q^Whether vour Lordihip recolleds 
from what Natives *■ 

A. I really do not recoiled any par¬ 
ticular Native, as it always palfed tx 
ettrforj convirfattony and 1 never made 
any pointed eitquiiiesabout the matter. 

Whether your Ixirdihip reeol- 
IcCls, in any Lcttcf you wrote, dated 
the ad of Auguft 17S9, any exprcilicy^s 
to this cfFcft : “ I am forry to be olvliged 
** t9 fay, that agricifltun; and internal 


commence have for many years bcc^X 
** gradually declining; and that at pre- 
“ Pent, excepting the clafs of bhrolis and 
“ Banyans, who rclidc sdmoft entirely 
** in great towns, tire inhabitants of 
“ theie provinces ivsre advantir^ baf- 
** tify to a gemtal ftale of poverty wad . 
“ wretebed^efa "—'W'hcthcr vour Lorik. 
ibiprccolledts that you have written » 
Letter to that effed ? 

A. I cannot take upon me to recoE- ^ 
left the words of a Letter that I have, 
wricten ftvc yean ago- 
To that cflTedl ? 

A. I coneludc 1 maft. 

Mr. Burke. Wo always mean not ta 
aik to tlw words but to the be- 

caufe we have the words before us. 

Whether your LordAip rccollcita 
the following paragraph : “ in this dc- 
“ feription” (namely, the foregone dc- 
fcription). “I mull.cvcn include aluioft 
c* every Ztmindar in the Conip-jny’a 
** terjEitorics, which, though it ivay 
have been partly occafioaed by tlicur 
“ own indolence and extravagance, X 
“ am afraid muft ahb be hi a great mea^. 

“ fure attributed to the defc£ls of cur 
“ former fyllem of manageiMcnt. The 
“ fettltmciit, in conformity to your or- 
“ ders, will only be made for ten ycau^ 
certain, with the nutincatiun of its 
“ ucirg your intention to declare it a 
*• -'crpetual asd unalterable alTcH'roent 
of thefe Provinces, if tiie principles 
upon which it has been made' (houJd 
" u.cct with your appiubation *.”<— 
Whether your Lordihip rccollefls to 
have written fomctliing to the affc£l of 
thefi; two paragraphs as well as of the 
firli } 

A. I do recolIc6l I did write it; hut 
in that Letter I alluded to the former 
fydeni of annu-al alfcCrnienrs. 

0 ^ Whcihcryour LordfliiprccollecU- 
that you wrote, on or about the iSth of 
September *^89, to this etfeft : “ 1 
“ may fafely aBert, that one-third of 
“ the* Company’s territory in Uindoflan 
“ is now a jaagie inhabited by wild 
“ beads. Will a tcu-ycars Icafc induce 
“ any Proprietor to clear away that 
jungle, and encourage the Ryot to 
come and cultivate his land; when, 

*• -at the end of that Icafc, he muft cj- 
“ ther I'ubmit to be taxed ad Itbilum for 
“ the r.ewly-culiivated lands, or lol'e all 
hopes of deriving any benciit from ' 

“ his labour, for wljicli ty that time he 
“ will hardly be repaid —Whether 
your Lordfhip rccollcfts a minute to 
that 3 

A. I per- 
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A. 1 perfcftfy recoiled to have writ¬ 
ten that minute. 

, t muft beg to afle your Lordfliip 
refpefting a Letter dated November jd, 
j| 7 t 3 > {containing the following fenti- 
Bients : “ I fliall therefore only rc- 
** mark in gcneralj that, from frequent 
'* changes of fyftcm, or oAier rcafoiis, 

** much is wanting to etiabliih good or- 
** der and regulation in the internal 
buitnefs of the countryS and thatt 
** from various caufes, by far the greateft 
** part of the Zemindars, and other 
laiulhoidcrs and renters, are fallen 
into a itate much below that of wealth 
and afliuence- This country, how- 
ever; when the fertility of its foil, 
and the induftry and ingenuity of irs 
** numerous iuhabitants, arc taken into 
** conitderation, mud uuaueftionably be 
•* admitted to be one of tne iineft in the 
** world j and, with the uniform at- 
•* tendon in Government to moderation 
** iuexadion and to a due adminiftra- 
lion of juflice, may long prove a 
fourcc of great riches borh to the 
•* Company and to Britain. 1 am per- 
** funded, that by a train of judicious 
** meafures the land revenue of thefe 
** Provinces is capable in time of being 
** incrcafed ; but with the principles 
•* of humanity, and even thofe of our 
•*‘own intered, it is only by adopting 
meafures for the gradual cultivation 
** and improvement of the wade lands, 
** and by a gentle and cautious plan for 
** the refuinption of lands that had been 
** fraudulently alienated, that it ought 
“ ever to be attempted to be accom- 
** pliihed. Men of Ipcculativc and inn* 
guinc difpoluions, and others, either 
from ignorance of the fubje£t, or 
** with views of recommending them- 
** felves to your favour, may contidently 
hold forth fpecious grounds to en- 
courage you to hope that a great and 
*< immediate accelHon to that branch of 
your revenue might be pradbicable. 
My public duty obliges me to caution 
you, in the mod lerious manner, 
" againft Uftening to propodtlons which 
** recommend this attempt; hecaufe I 
*• am clearly convinced, that, if car- 
“ ried into execution, they would he 
■* attended with the mod baneful con- 
** fequences. Defperate adventurers, 
. without fortune or charadfer, would 
** undoubtedly be found, as has already 
** been too often experienced, to rent 

• Lord Cornwallis bad appointed Capt. 
Mad-.ve In 17S7. 


“ the different diflri£l§ of the coirhtry ^ 

“ at the htghcd rates that c uld be put* 

“ upm them } that the dtlufion would 
“ be of a Ihort duration, and the impo- 
“ lity ind inhumanity of the plan, when 
*‘ per faps too late for efteftual remedy, 

“ oec^.mc apparent by the complaints 
“ of the people, and the difappoint- 
“incnts at the Treafury in the pay-' 

«ments of the revenue, and woulf|( 

“ probably terminate in the ruin and ^ 
thpopulaf.on of the unfortunate coun- 
“ try : ’—Whether your Lordfhip rc- 
coiivils to have written any thing to 
tha: tflciJt about that time ? 

A. I perfectly rcccllaft toHjive writ- 
tci the extrafts that the HondUraWe 
M .nager has read. 

Mr. Grey. 1 wifli to know whether 
th; Node Marquis received a rcpve- 
fc itation from Mr. Kirkpatrick * to the 
fol owing cfFeft ; *• Such is the impref- 
“ .‘.on which our former charafter and 
“ policy have left on the minds of the 
Natives, that, notwithflanding the 
“ many proofs, which our more recent 
“ conduft has furnifhed, of our being 
“ at prffint direfted by a very different 
“ fpirit, I am perfuaded, that neither ' 
“ he, nor any other HindofVan I’otcn- 
tate, gives us credit for finccrity in 
“ the declarations which we have late'ty 
“ made on the I'ubjetl. Time, no doubt, 

“ might fubdue this obflinate incredu- 
“ lity i but who can certainly fay that 
“ we fhall adhere long enough to our 
“ prefent moderate fyllem for the pur- 
“ pofe of enforcing this belief i " 

A. It is impolfible for me to recol- 
lc£l the particular, it is fo long ago; 
but I dare fay the Letter was received. 

Docs your Lordlhip believe that 
fuch was the imprcHion which our 
former charafler and policy had left on 
the minds of the natives of India * 

A, I believe that theie were the Icn- 
timents of Captain Kirkpatrick ; but I 
cannot take upon myfelf to fay, upon 
oath, whether thefe feutiments v/crc^ 
well or ill founded. 

Mr. Grey. Undoubtedly, direftly 
your Lordlhip cannot anfwer to fuch a 
qucllion j but. Whether irem your gc- 
ntral obfervation you' have any rcalon 
to doubt that that reprefentation was * 
vlrell founded ? 

A. I apprehend I have already given 
every nniwer that can be given to that 
queftion, 

lUrkpatrick to be Ambaff.dor at ^ Ci^rt of 

« 

Q. Did 
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^ Dul not hU Lordfhip fend Mr. 
,Piiacan into th« province of Benares 
to put it under regulation 7 

A. He did. 

VVhether credit was to be given 
to the report of Mr. Duncan about 
the ftate a lid condition of that coun* 
try ? 

A; The utmoft credit was to be 

en to the reports of Mr. Duncan. 

By Mrt Pltmn, 

Q. Whether large fiims were not 
traimnitted from this country to carry 
on the expences of the war ? 

A. There were remittances. 

What was his opinion of Sir John 
Shore ? 

A He had the higheft opinion of Sir 
John Shore’s integrity and abilities. 

Mr. Burke, on Lord Cornwallis ftat- 
ing fo ftrongly the fervices of Mr.Haf- 
fings in couhterafting the dedgns uf our 
enemies in the laft general war, afked 
Lord Cornwallis, Whether he was ac¬ 
quainted with the caufc of the late Mah- 
ratta war ? The,Chancellor faid, that 
tlic queftion could not with propriety 
be put. Mr. Burke faid, it might, at 
leaft, by any Lord j and Lord Stanhope 
faid that he Would put it, to prevent 
further argument, 
f By Earl Stanhope, 

Q. Whether the Noble Lord knew 
the caufe of the coalition of the India 
Sutes againfl the Britiili Power 7 

A. He heard of it before he went 
from England ; but as he had his in¬ 
formation in the fame way as othtr 
Lords, he knew no more of it than 
they did. 

Two very ftrong concluding nijcllions 
were put by Lord Hawke, Whether 
the confederacy framed ^ the Native 
Powers in I'ndia, and alhiled by the 
french in the laft general war, did not 
require the utmoft exertions on the part 
of Mr. Haftjngs to countera£l it? 

His Lordlliip anfwcred, it certainly 
did. 

Lord Cornwallis was afked. Whether 
by fiicccfsfully counteraijing thofc dc- 
fiens, and preferving the Britilh Ein- 
pfre entire, Mr. Hattiiigs had not ren¬ 
dered effcntisl ferviecs to his country 7 
- His Lordfhip replied, \Jn(lomUa(y hf 
bad, 

Mr. Larkins was then called to the 
b^r, and fworn. He had been in India 
for twenty years, and returned only in 
September Lft. He wa» for a-great 
PA.^Tvn. 


part of that time Accquntant-Gencr-,, 
to the Eaft-Indta Company, and had' 
alio the arrangement of Mr. Haftings’^a 
private concerns. He had given up 
the books which related to the latter 
to Mr. HaftingS on his departure from 
India. 

Mr. Burae alked. Whether he_ ha<J^ 
preferved apy copies of thefe accounts 7 
and, if not, From what fourccs he drew 
the accouiu tranfmitted to Mr. Pc- 
vaynes iri 4786 7 

The Counfel for Mr. Haftings object¬ 
ed to the queftion, as leading to re-open 
an Article of the Charges which had 
been clofed nearly two years'lince. The 
Managers, in bringing evidence to re¬ 
ply, were not to be allowed to* go into 
this latitude of examination. 

Mr. Buike denied, that the .Mana¬ 
gers were bound in this inftance by the 
cotnmon rules of evidence. - They could 
not pump dry the ccean, which till now- 
had feparated them from Mr. Larkins: 
they inuft be at liberty, therefcrc, to 
call for his teftiroony at large in any 
ftage of the Trial. It was the duty of 
their Lonilhips to feek only for fub- 
ftantial jufticc, and in that purfuit they 
were not bound by the rules of inferior 
courts. The overbearing neceflity of 
the cafe demanded that they ihoula re¬ 
ceive the bell poflible evidence,in what¬ 
ever ftage of the Trial it could be fur- 
nilhcd. 

On this point an argument of conft- 
derable length and importance took 
place. The Counfel for Mr. Haftings 
(MclTrs. Phimer and Dallas Contended, 
that the Managers, in their reply, 
could not adduce evidence but to efta- 
btilh fome point which had been dif. 
puted, or fome teftimony which bad 
been attacked. Neither of thefe pleas 
could be made ufe of in the prefent in- 
ftr.nce. If the evidence of Mr. Lar¬ 
kins was as necelTary as it was now 
ftated to be, they might either have 
moved to poll pone the Trial until his 
return, or they might have fent out % 
commiiiion to India, and have availed 
themfelves of his evidence under that 
commilfion i^t an earlier period. They 
threw thpmfelves on thejuftice anti can¬ 
dour of thiir Lordlhips, not to fuffer 
tlw Trial to be kept open on the ar¬ 
rival cf any new evidence froijt India, 
which would prolong jts duration to an 
indeterminate iengtn. They quoted 
fevcral cafes to (hew that fuch' pro* 
ceeding waf InadmUFibLe. 

P Mr, 



MF.^isrkc faid, that thefe arguments 
were nbfurd in the extreme. 

^keexT the Prifoncr at the bar in a moft 
con«;mptible point of view. He had 
tnhni^ the receipt of immenfe fums; 
ttnd’dic had vindicated himfelf by lying 

that he had always commu'iicjtcd tlic 


, cifcumftances to 'Mr. Larpiins, wliofe 
probity and whofe Jioiniur Ivcrc at th.it 
time ftated to be beyond all price. He 
•had bren fpeciilcally charted with 
• beTy,Jharping,/tviit(tlJng\ Aid to thelc 
•charges he had only replied, that if Mr. 
•Larkins were prefent, he could vindicate 
him from thele calumnies. Mr. Larkins 
was now prefent. Tlu; Managers wilh- 
cd to lift the maiter to the bottom, and 
to gise'liim the advantage of the tclli- 
inony which he had fo long defired. 
But inftead of wifliing to clear his fame, 
the Prifoner, when the means, according 
t« his own ftatement, were at hand, 
called for proteftion againft this deci- 
live teftimony, and fought a flieltcr, not 
in his osvn innocence, but in a technical 
rule of evidence. 

The Managers were ready to prove 
the charges of corruption by the evi¬ 
dence of Mr. Larkins. It was for their 
Lortflhips to decide whether that evi¬ 
dence Ihould be admitted. They were 
row at iffue on the cafe, and the Public, 
if the evidence was refufed, muft judge 
between them. 

Mr. Fox and Mr. Taylor fpoke on 
the legal propriety of admitting the 
evidence of Mr. Larkins. An exami¬ 
nation by a commiliion they did pot con- 
iider as tending to the end of fubfiantial 
jullicc. 

■ After fome converfation, the points 
were referved to be debated by their 
LordOiips in their own Chamber. 

Adjourned to 


Monday, April 14^ 

One Hundred and Twenty- 
Fourth Day. 

The Lord Chancellor informed the 
Managers, that the Court decided rc- 
-fpefting thj: queftion put to Mr. Lar¬ 
kins, “ th«^l* was not competent in the 

witnefs toanfwcr that (jueftion.’’ 

Mr. Larkins was then called, and 
fevcral quedions being put to him and 
anfwered, Mr. Burke put one of much 
the .fame tendency as that on which die 
Court had given their opinion. 


Mr. Plumer upon this rofe and &jd, 
that the queftion fell under the heSU of^' 
objedtion, the validity of which had al¬ 
ready been cltablifhed by their Lord- 
ihips’ decihon ; and added, “ But per- 
haps, my Lords, I may able to 
“ fave your Lordfhips, and the Mana- 
“ gers, from all further trouble on this 
“ lubjedt. When the objcdlion was ) 
** taken to the evidence of Mr. Larkins, ^ 

** it was in the confident hope that no' 

“ doubt could prevail any where re- 
“ fpedting the real, and the only reafon 
“ for making it, confidcring the paft 
“ proceedings of the Trial, and the 
“ prefent ftage of it. But, .my Lords, 

“ fo much has been faid, fo often rc- 
“ pcatecl,and foinduftrioufly circulated, 

“ rvfpcdting the nature of Mr. Lar- 
“ kins’s teftimony, if it were adduced, 

“ and of the motives operating upon 
“ the mind of Mr. Haftingsin ruftfling 
“ it, that any longer to forbear bringing 
** tbf/e bold ajfcrtions to that reft ivhito 
“ bat hitherto and in’variably proved Jo 
fatal to eviry acatfation agaUji Mr. 

“ Haftings, namely, the tejl of p^oof, 

“ would be to afford feme colour for the 
“ afperfioiis call upon the Gentleman at- 
“ your bar, as if he Ihruak from th's 
“ enquiry bccaufc he dreaded the rcJulc 
“ of it. Under thefe circumftancts^ 

“ Mr, Haftings cannot for a moment 
“ liefitate what part he ought to take. 

** Anxious as he is for the clofe of this 
“ long I'rial, but ftill more anxious for 
“ the vindication of his honour and 
•' charadfer from every poflible fuf- 
“ picion that can be thrown upon it, 
Mr. Haftings confidently hopes that 
“ the jufticc and humanity of your 
“ Lordfliips will prevent this or any 
“ other proceeding from having the 
“ effedt of carrying over the final tcr- 
“ mination of this proceeding to ano- 
“ ther y car; and in that hope, Mr. Haf- 
“ lings confents to wave his objcdlion 
“ to the teftimony of Mr. Larkins, and 
“ to allow to the Profecutors all the 
** full feupe of examination to which 
“ they would have been entitled at any 
“ period of the Trial.” 

Mr. Burke faid, that it was cafy for 
the Counfcl of Mr. Haftings to concede 
what they could not retufe. They 
protefted againft accepting as an induU 
gence what they were entitled to as a 
right.—It was upon record, on the trial 
of Lord Strafford, that the Commbns 
had a right to call and examine wit- 
ndffcb in chief at any time during-tha 
trial i and this proteft Mr. Burite de¬ 
fired 
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to^make in the moft formal man* was virtual^ foj hecnufc. in faft it was' 
ner. not, at the time of writing, tndofed^ 

The Earl of Mansfield ohjefted to nor could it properly be fo laid, until 
the argument of the precedent. He the«lctteir was folded up. 
could ifor, of courfe, objeik to the pro- A hueftion was then put, to which, 
teft. The Managers Jiad a right to Mr. f\w objefted, as a matter that 
their proteft ; but not to refer in it to would X^Ugradin^ toCounfei to admit, 
a cafe which was nut, in his mind, a It was, ** KVhether the witnefs did notu 


precedent in point. 

^ Mr. Burke infilled that it was a pre¬ 
cedent (Iridlly in point;—and Mr. Grey 
contended, that at lead they had a right 
to date the cafe as a motive for their 
claim of right; and their quotation of 
the cafe did not compromife their Lord- 
Ihips. 

Mr. Burke again infided, that to ex¬ 
amine Mr. Larkins was the right of the 
Commons; and faid, he Ihould requed 
it might be now entered, “ that the 
“ Commons accept the confent of the 
“ prifoner to examine Mr. Larkins, but 
“ take it as a matter of right, not of 

indulgence and this he did in the 
form of a proted. 

Thefe were nearly the words which, 
after a long altercation, were agreed 
. upon, indcud of a much dronger proted 
offered by Mr. Burke. 

Mr. Larkins was then examined by 
Mr. Burke until three quarters pad 
^ five o’clock, on a variety of points re- 
i'peCting i'ums of money alledged to be 
taken by Mr. Hadings; about bonds of 
178s ; Mr. Hadings’s private accounts, 
and his public accounts; the jewels 
given to Mrs. Wheeler; the account of 
money taken, from whom taken, and 
how applied. To all which Mr. Li‘r- 
kiiis anl'wercd with great compolure 
and much firmr.efs, that he either did 
not know, did not rccolleft, or that the 
qucdioiis were already anlwered by the 
facts in the public accounts. He (wore 
that Mr. Hadings never gave him any 
private dueflions refpefiling any im¬ 
proper application or receipt of money, 
and Icemed much hurt that Mr. Burke 
Ihould fuppofc him to be I’o bate and 
treacherous an individual, as to have 
taken copies of any man’s private ac¬ 
counts who rtpofed a confidence in 
him. 

Being alkcd as to the indorfement cf 
tile bonds, on what day that indoife- 
ment was made, he faid virtmllj'ow the 
day vvliich the date fpecificd. 

Mr. Burke demanded to know what 
was meant by the word virtually. 

, Mr. Larkins fnppofed this cafe^If a 
man thus wrote ,to a correlpondcnt, 
'** EnikfedX fend you a bill," the bill 


“ think tile conduct; .of Mr. Hadings 
“ drange .’r 

This biyught on a warm altercation 
between the Managers and Mr. Law,* 
which was dopped by 
Mr. Hadings addrclHiig himfelf to 
the Court, and earncdly praying to fay 
a few words. He conjured their LorS- 
Ihips to eonfidcr the dage of t^e Trial, 
and the fcafon of the year. He had 
been much alarmed on this day by a 
report which it would be improper in 
him to date to their Lordlhijis (mean¬ 
ing the report of an early prorogation). 
He therefore did earncltly pray their 
Lordlhips to take Ibmc deps to fatisfy 
h'ni that his Trial was to clofe, and that 
judgment would be given in this the 
feventh year of it. His future conduct 
would be regulated by what their Lord- 
ihips Ihould fay. He meant no dif- 
rclpeft to them, but human patience 
could not fudain ibis gtnnal ‘Trial. By 
the delays of this day he faw what he 
was to cxpe£l, and therefore he mod 
earncdly prayed their Lordlhips to give 
him fome afftirancc that his Trial would 
be fiiiillied in this year. 

The Court adjourned to their own 
chamber, and fent a inelTagc to the 
Commons, “ that they would further 
“ proceed on the Trial on Wednefday 
“ next." 

Wednesday, April 16. 

One Hundred and Twenty- 
Fifth Day. 

Mr. Burke commenced a fpcech on 
the evidence given by Mr. Larkins on 
the lad day; he was interrupted by 
Mr. Law;^ who faid it was extremely 
irregular to obferve in, the mtdft 
an examination on the evidence of a 
witnefs. 

The Chancellor faid, that what Mr. • 
Burke was about was perfeftly regular 
and proper; on which Mr. Law gave 
up his ohjc£tion, and then Mr. Burke 
proceeded on the nature of the rvii 
dence given the lad day, that Mr. Haf- 
tings had invariably declared, thgt Mr. 
.Larkins was privy to every procel’s of 
the burinefs of taking money privately, 

O t and 
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$ni applying U t 4 the 'public fervice } 
whereas it appeared that he knew 
Nothing of any of the tranfaftions 
prior to May 178a—that he knew 
hothing of the caborleats or obliwions 
for njoncy« not of the bond. 

- Mr.Haftings called out, tha/hc never 
^nfdfiated the fafis /» the mhnner Mr^ 
turjte mentioned. f 

Mr. Burke fired at this ini^emiption, 
And at a remark df the Couufel. He 
ibid, the Commons n'ere bejond all con~ 
froul, and that the Cotintcl, if they per- 
lifted to remark on his proceedings, 
muft be kept ib order, or the Managers 
tnuft take the inftrudtions of the Uoufe 
of Commons 

To one of the queftions put by Mr. 
Burke, Mr. Law objected in a very 
pointed manner, as being merely a re¬ 
petition of what had been fd” often 
alked before. Mr. Burke in i*cply faid, 
that the Counl’el objc6fcd, becaiife the 
anfwcr would damnify their Client; 
that they already had had experience 
enough in this Trial to know, that 
any attempt to controul the Managers 
only tended to wafte time in fpeccnes, 
for that the Managers would have their 
Way. 


Mr. Law with great feeling fr/.d, 
that their Lordfliips knew he had no 
motive whatever, but to endeavour, by 
confining the Managers to fome fort of 
rule, CO bring this Trial to a dofe in 
this year. 

Mr. Haftings, when Mr. Law fat 
down, role and faid, he wilhed to bo 
heard for a few moments. To the 
queftion then put by the Managers, 
or to any queftion of any kind that 
they might put in future, neither he 
nor his Counfel would obje£t, provided 
their Lordlhips would fit and clofe the 
Trial in this year. Surely, as an 
Englilhman, and claiming tbe rights of 
a Britilh i'ubje£t, this ^Ya$ nut too much 
for him toalk, If their Lordlhips would 
only fit on this day and to-morrow to 
finifh this evidence { and if they would 
afterwards fit to finilh this Trial (now 
in the feventb year of it) in this feliion, 
the Manager had his full permiliion to 
fay what be pleafed, and to alk what 
queftions he pleafed—no one would in¬ 
terrupt him. 

Mr. Haftings then, in a ftylc of na¬ 
tural c!o(]ucnce which noftudicd fpeech 
could equal, faid, as nearly as we can 
recollefl, as follows: My Lords, 1 beg 

leave 


* As there feems to be fomc ftrange confmion or mifunderllanding of this fubjcfl, we 
ftiall ftate it as it appears upon evidence : 

On the sad of May 178a, Mr. Haftings fent a letter to the Direftors, informing thena 
that he had received one hundrt'd and ninety thoufand pounds fteiling, privately, which he 
had carried to the Company’s account, and that he had received thefe fums at the time the 
Company Vety much Wanted them, and that the whole iiad been applied to the public fervtce. 
That if the Diicftois wjftied for further information, he was ready to anfwcr upon honour 
er upon oath to any queftions that fhould be put to him. The Oire^ofs, in reply to this 
letter, defired to know at what periods the fcveral fums were received. 

This letter Mr. Haftings anfwered from Cheltenham, and faid, that if they required further 
information, Mr. Larkins Would give it to tliem, who, he believed, potTcircd the only copy of 
the paper he everpofTefled. Mr. Haftings wrote to Mr. Larkins, who fent the account home, 
wliioh has occafioned fa mueh enquiry. 

It appears upon the evidence, that of this one hundred and ninety thoufand pounds, one 
(luntlrcd ahd ftfty-five thoufand is fo entered upon the public accounts at the time, as to 
leave it out of all doubt, that it was really and truly public money. 

But as bonds were taken in the name of Mr. Hafbngs for 35,000!. in Nov. 1780, and in 
Jan. 1781, .and as ttiolb bonds were not indorfed until the a9th of May 178?, the argument 
has been, t’'’it in that period Mr. Hafings meant to keep t* hmifelf thaf 35,000!. 

Mr. Haft.ngs, fhom a moft thorough conviCHon in his own nimd, that Mr. Larkins knew 
^he bonds net to havp been his property ill 1781; and further being convinced that a decla- 
Iration upon each bond, declaring it not to Ix his property, was written ip Jp>y 1781, defired 
Mr. Larkiiis to tianfitilt the bonds to the Company, in order, i>y their appearance, to verify 
liisaltert.cn, 

/ ML LarkinS m^dea publid application tp Lord Comv^laliis, defiring that theft bonds might 
M fent'to the Company. He fa.d, he m^e this application at tfie defire of Mr. Haftings^ 
tranfmit'tcd to him by'Major Scott. The bonds aviivcd, and, mftcad of bearing date in 
jltily lf?i, fho chfclaration at the back of each is dated on the a^thof May 178*. Here, then, 
la the Whole c^e, iH Which fo much time lias been fpent.—Mr, liaftings eagerly furnilHcd 
‘ ■.. ■ ' ' " ' ' the 
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leWe ftortly to recall to your rccollec- thiJ benefit of bis teftimony tbae the 
tion the facrificcs which 1 have made, Trip! might be accelerated. The delrc ' 
merely to get this eternal Tiial to an of me Managers to introduce evidence 
end. In the year 1791 (now three whil^i your Lordflnps %vould not admit* 
years 9 go) 1 oficted to wave my dc- eccali'tiped the adjournment for the 
fence altogether, provided this Court Circuit^j^nd in that period Lord Corn- 
would go to judgments In the cafe waljis revered. Tliis was the only 
made by my profecucors, this was not inftance ih which I delayed the Trial 
agreed to. In the laft year, 1793, the for a fingic moment, 
laft feilion, I gave Up the advantage of “ The /vlanigcrs then wifted to call 
the obfervations of my Counfel on the Mr. Larkins; my Oounfel objeftedy 
evidence on one of the Articles, and merely to avoid further delay ; to them 
waved both the opening and clofing I trufted the conduft of m’y caufc; I 
fpet'ches on anotiicr Article, in order never inftru£icd them tO nbj'ett to the 
to leave time to the Managers to clofc calling of Mr. I.arkins; they wiflied as 
their reply in the laft feilion. Though I do, that in lomc period of the life of 
three-anJ-twentydays were left to them nv.in, this caufc Ihould be brbiight to 3 
for this purpofc, they defircd to poll- clofc. Was it tobc expedlcd.my Loids, 
pone the Reply to this feilion.—Thus I after having made fo mmy facn'lices for 
loft the benefit of the obfervations of my the acceleration of thisYnal.that I ihould 
learned Friends, and was deprived «f confent to continue it to an ind>.(inite 
the purpofc for which alone I gave them period, to accommodate the Managers f 
up. In this felfion, for the firft time But when 1 heard them declare, that if 
in this Trial, I was the caufe of delay. Mr. Larkins was called, fuch a feene 
I wiftied to avail myfclf of the advan- of fraud, deception, and iniquity, would 
tage of Lord Cornwallis’s teftimony; be dilcovered, that I Ihould wilh for 
his unexpected illnefs occafioned two mounfaint to cover me (I think this 
adjournmLUtsof tbeCourt: but when I was one of the ftrangc cxprellions), I 
fo'ind that it would be uncertain at earneftly entreated my learned fiicnd 
wh It period the Noble Marquis would (Mr. Plumer), who fat next to me, to 
be well enough to attend, 1 even waved allow him at once to be called:—he 

the evidence to prove liis’own miftake; a ftrong proof, however, that he thought he was 
correft. 

The next point is the paper tranfniitted to the DireAors at the exprefs deli re of Mr. 
Hallings, from an anxiety to give the fullcll anfw-rs to the quelUons put to him, a; to the 
period when the fcveral fums were received. 

Tliis account was immediately fsnt by Mr. Larkins to the D.redlcrs j it arrived in April 
1787, and the following tifts appear from it: 

ill. That two lacks of rupees were paid by Gurtga Govind Sing into the treafu’-y, from , 
Dinageporc; .and that a balance of orte lack remained in the hands of Gunga Gov,ml Sing. 

2d That two 1 icks w.’re.receivrd fiom I’.atna, and paid .uto the u ,• y as public monry- 

3d. That one latikand a half wa. received iiom Nuddea, and paid into ilis tiva^'ury. 

■ For the lifft and the laft fums bonds were t.»ken in the name of Mi. Haftings, wliofe 
private property they appeared to be, until he volunt..nly declared tliat thefe bonds w.ic not 
his property, and that he had no right uoi titje to them. If tiierefore tiie changes were to be 
rung upon ih., fubi?ft for feven years longer, until onu hundicd th' ufand pounds ino e arc 
expended, we muil ftill come back to the fame point s That of the moocy received by 
Gunga Covind Smg, he hai “ot accounted f'-r one lack; and tint Mr. Larkins does not 
rccollecf his being informc.d liiat the three bonds given to Mr. Haftings in 1781, were lor 
,mone/, (he property of the Coiuf any pr.or to the 220 May 1782. 

Tneic arc the only two laoir.t. that .11. I.arklns' evidence or his letter liave a reference to 

all, though !v.‘ v.’js tx.iinir.ed fo many hours in fvo days. 

Jt is very i.irtterial to notice, that when tiis Counfel o-ppjfed the examination of Mr. Lar- 
kms, Mr. Burke boldly fiid, 1, «e were ci'-led, the Cip.nmoias would ptove by lus 
Icilimony a f, iLm of' fwindl.ng, theat.ng, thieving, Arc. tec. Mi Burke, on this day, 
fhaiiged his tone, and now merely prc-ft.Ttd to pfove. that Mr. Lariiiiis w.is not privy to the 
receipt of th.rty-five tlioufand pounds, out of one huntlreti and .hiny thoufand jjound-, fo- 
early as Mr Haft.ngs had fuppofed .h.m to be acqu.aintsd with it.' Th,s point, and the 
* information as to the jewel* iup*f„fi.d tJ be given to Mrs. Wheeler, arc the only two circum- ^ 
ftances which this great exanunation lias produced. 

thought 
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the expreflion of Icfs co/ife- 
Quencc^ and your. Lordfhips determ^icd 
nnc be could noe be examined; bu/ my 
Conunlel concurred with me in opi^iion, 
that the beft way to counter^t the 
Inliauations of rh.; Managery'tvas to 
cojafent to Mr. Larkins’s appealance. 
ne has now been two days biforc your 
I.ordlbips»you have heard hiwteftirnony, 
■od you fee how much of tnte time has 
heen wafted by n peating she fame 
ifueftions to him fo often ovcr» I fay, 
my Lords» that I will objea to no 
qoefiionthat can be put; but furcly 1 do 
not afk too much in return, when I re- 
f|ueft that you will fit to-day and to¬ 
morrow, ‘to clofe this examination, fo 
that a fufficienc time may remain in 
this feffion to bring this Trial to a clofe 
—that is all 1 am anxious about, and 
that fccured, neither 1 nor my Counlel 
will interrupt the Manager in any thing 
that he may fay, however irregular k 
may be.” 

This fpcech had a vifible effeft on all 
who heard it. Mr. Burke had begun 
a reply, but was defired to proceed with 
his evidence, which he did, twice fay¬ 
ing he Ivid done, and twke rallying 
again, but going back previoully to the 

S ueftiuiis that he had put on the laft 
ay the Court met. At length Mr. 
Burke faid be had done, and then 
Mr. Dallas began his crufs-exami¬ 
nation ; the material anfwer to iiis 
queffion was, that every rupee re¬ 
ceived by Mr. Haftuigs had been ex¬ 
pended in the public fcrvice. All the 
l-ords being gone, except five or fix, 
'the M.inpiis 'i'owalhcnd moved to ad¬ 
journ to the Upper Chamber of Par- 
banient, where it was afterwards agreed 
to adjourn further proceedings outhc 
Trial till the 28th of April ”. 

Monday, April 2S. 

One Hundred and Tw'Iinty- 
Six i H Day. 

The Court did not meet this dc^y un¬ 
til the ufual hour of two, when Mr. 


DaJIi^ immediately proceeded in 
crofs-examination of Mr. Larkins, by 
which it appeared, that iijMm the bonds 
for three and a half lacks of rupees 
taken by Mr. Haftings in his owA name 
he never had reccivcii one rupee of in- 
tereft. It further appeari.d, that though 
Mr, Larkins did not recoiled being 
fully acquainted until the a ad of May 
178a, that thcic bonds were not the 
property of Mr. Haftings, but of the 
Eaft-india Company, yet he thinks, 
from circumftanccs, that he muft have 
had Tome intimation upon the fubjed 
from Mr. Hsftings prior to that period, 
becaufc the bends were dated, tsvo of 
them ift and 3d of December 17^0. 
and the third on the 23d of November 
1780 ; of courfc one year’s intereil 
would become due upon them in Odo- 
btrand November 1781. As Mr. Haf- 
rings was at that time up the country, 
and as Mr. Larkins had the charge of 
thefe bonds, he thought he could not 
have ncglcded to receive the intcreft 
UjKin them, unlefs he had received di- 
redtions on that head from Mr. Haf¬ 
tings. That no intereft ever was re¬ 
ceived upon them, and that they never 
were entered on the Books of Mr. 
Haftings as his private pnqierty, Jl>t 
•zvas teriain ; but he cannot Iwcar po- 
fitively to being fully acquainted with 
the tranfadion relative to thefe bonds 
prior to the zad of May lySa. In like 
manner, the prefent received from Sa- 
daiuiiul, the Buxey of Ciieyt Sing, 
ftood upon the Company's Books as the 
jiroperty of Mr. Haftings j but it was 
employed in the public fcrvice, and 
Mr. Haftings never made ufc of one 
rupee of it. That while thefe bonds 
and this depofit appeared appatezitly to 
belong to Mr. Haftings, he was under 
the neccUity of borrowing money on his 
own private account from individuals, 
that needfity being created by the 
rcadioefs always ftiewn by Mr, H'lftings 
to aftift tliofc who w.'nte<i his aififtance : 
thrtt for the money fo borrowed he was 
obliged 10 pay an intcreft of 10 or la 


• On Tlmifday, April 17, in the Houfe of Commons, Mr. Burke brought up the Report 
of the Managers appointed to enquire into the caufes of the delay in the trial of Mr. Haf- 
tincs, &c. • 

Tlie Report, whleh was of confiderable bulk, was read a firft time pro feimJ, and ordered to 
liou])on the table. 

Mr. Burke then moved that it be printed for the ufe of the Members, wh’ch was oppefed 
by Sir Pepper Arden, and others, who, wilhing that it (hould not appe’ar even upon the 
Journals, moved lor the order of the day. • 

This' was opjiofed by Mr. P.tt, Mr. Dundas, and Mr. Sheridan, when, after a long conver- 
fatign^thc Report was ordered to be printed [and which the Reader w,ll find annexed, by 
- “^.v'fytEMXNT, to this Account of tlieTaiALj. 


per 
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fur cent, pet anymm^ which he would 
not have done had he conceived the 
three bonds in queftion, or the di-pofit, 
to be his own property. That Mr. 
Haftin^s was a man known to be per- 
fcAtly carclcfs as to the ftate of his own 
private fortune, and that it was with 
the grcatcll diflicuity he (Mr. Larkins) 
could get Mr. Hafting? to devote an 
hour to the confidcration of the ftate of 
his private aft'airs, fo very inattentive 
was he to cveiy thing that concerned 
himfclf. 

Mr. Larkins faid, that he believed he 
had the entire management of every 
tiling that had a rcl ition to the private 
fortune of Mr. Haftnigs. That during 
lire thirteen years in which Mr. Haftings 
was at the head of the Government of 
India, he verily believed, that in no one 
injiance, and he had full opportunities 
of making the obfervation, had Mr. 
Haftings done any one .afl:, cither with 
an immediate or a reaiotc view to his 
own perfunal advantage ; on the con¬ 
trary, his knouv ancljixn! cbaradrrwix^ 
the niry oppr^itc to tliat wliich had been 
imputed to him, namely, of a man ve- 
nu/, corrupt, and oppyej/i’ve, who, in all 
his adts, looked only to the accumula¬ 
tion of exorbitant ivcaltb—fae allega¬ 
tion in the Charge preferred by the late 
Houfe of Commons. 

Mr- Dallas clofcd his examination by 
alking Mr. Larkins, If he was the Ac¬ 
countant Genera! at the time when 
T.ord Cornwallis deferibed him as a ma.i 
whole knotioledge, abiltiies, and ac'nt^'iv- 
Itdged integrity, entitled every tl :iig 
that came from him to the fullcft con- 
fideration ’ apologizing for the mode 
an which he pur the queftion. 

Mr. Larkins ani’wered that he was, 

Mr. Dall.as aiked the witnefs one 
queftion more, which was, Whether 
he was obliged to Mr. Ilallings fur the 
honourable ftation which he had fo long 
filled in the Company’s fcrvice f lie 
replied, that he net-, th.ac he en¬ 
tered into the Arcountant’s OtTice as 
yotmgfjl ajfiflant that he rofe ic- 
guiarly in the fame Office till he came 
to be the head of it, in which he w.i$ 
confirmed by the Direftorsr, and did 
not deem himfelf at all obliged to Mr. 
Haftings for his fituation. 

This examination was comp!ctc^y 
finifticd tn half on hour } when Mr. 
Burke began a crofs-cxaminatlon which 
iafted until twenty minutes aftci^ five. 
•He begafi by alking Mr. Larkins,\Vlie- 
ther ^e had cmniiiunicaccd <wub wt 


C^unfei of Mr. Haftings ? To w'tikis 
he replied, that he had } that he avow* 
td kimfelf to be the friend of Mr. Haf> 
tinA; but friend as he was to him, he 
was what he had dcTcribed hiinfelf te 
Mr, SBurkc to be, magis amicus Feri- 
tas, ano^herefore, without any con- 
lideration how it might afFeft Mr. Haf» 
tings, he was ready to anfwcr any quef- 
Uon that eould be put to him. This 
he had fain to Mr. Burke in the Com¬ 
mittee of the Managers, and this he 
now repeated. 

Mr. jjurkc then went through a very 
lo-.-.g cxaniinauun, treading again and 
again over and over the fame ground 
tl;at ho had gone through bijfcre, and 
drawing from Mr. Larkins a more com- 
pleio conliriiiatiun of his former tefti- 
niony, m-mcly, that he the witnefs tvaa 
convinced of the purity of Mr. Haf- 
tings’s intcniions, of his perfeft indif¬ 
ference to every pcrfonal confidcration, 
and of liib invariable attention to the 
welfare of the iiaft-Judia Company- 
It appeared alfo, on his re-cxairiination, 
that the I.cttcr-writtcn by Mr. Larkins 
to the CciTipany, on which fo many 
comments weic made, was not in con- 
ffqiience of any application from the 
Company \o hn-i, but at the requilition 
of Mr. Haftings ; that he had every 
rcafon to believe the information was 
full and complete, becaufe the Company 
had never called upon him fur an ex- 
pl.anation on any tne of thofe points 
which noiQ were faid to have btcn fo 
impirfcPtlyJlatcJ. Mr. Burke, oti'ended 
at one of the replies of Mr. Larkins^ 
obferved, that the witnefs muft not at¬ 
tempt to give fo impudent an anfroer. 

On Mr. Burke alking' the witnefs to 
fpeak from mtmo)y to the contents of 
lomc written papeis, Lord Hawke and 
Lord Staj'hopc both renionftrated. At 
this time there werb not above thirteen 
Loids prei'eni in the Court. Mr. Burke 
- took fire, and after many pcrfonal allu- 
fions to the learning of tt.c Lords, which 
appeared ignoreaue to ignorant men, 
he repeated the following lines : 

“ Thtpe ejl dtjfficiles habere nugas, 

“ Ei fiuliui labor ejl imptiatum." 

Mr. Burke continued the examina¬ 
tion for two hours and a half, each an- 
fwer bringing the points more clearly 
forward in favour of Mr. Haftings, 'as 
to thofe pcctilidr traits in his chara^er 
which thofe who know him have de¬ 
feribed as the diftinguiftiing feature in 
it. At laft Mr. Burke touched again 

upoa 
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vpon the balancc^f o*nc lack of rup^s, 
which was; faitl to be left in the huhds 
oi Giinga Govind Sing, and whictr he 

S retenoctl to have given in jeweja to 
Srs, Wheeler. Mr. liurkc aflte^Mr, 
Lftrkins if he had had any cunvVh>tion 
on .this iubjed't wiih Mr. IlaftJfgti tinee 
Jkia arrital in tr.glar.d ? ile laid tie 
had, and fince he had hccn. examined 
lyr the Managers ; that wlitm he men¬ 
tioned the circiimltancc tolMr. Hal¬ 
vings, he tiild li'in that lie had nut the 
II glitclt ixeollti^tion ct it, and coiiJd 
not think it pofuide he fliouid have faid 
fo; but (Jii Ml*. Larkins telling him 
chat the fridt, thougli happening Jo 
many years ago, was lo flrongly ini- 
pnnreu iu hia memory that he Ihould 
be ready U) I'wear to it bel'ore the Lords, 
Mr. Haliings replied to him, “ Then, 
JLarkins, it mull be 1^.*’ 

At length, afur repeating again and 
again the (jueltifins which he had alkcd 
ot th*i e‘.anii".atii)n in thief, and giniig 
through ail the bonds and all rjie pitt 
fents, and alking whether Mr. Ha'tings 
uu^bt Koi ha\c received larger lunis, of 
which Mr. Larkins knew nothingr to 
which the anlwern as, he did not know 
what he bunjc r,^,irj,d, but that 

he tiidml hLfVe he had received any 
either fmns—and alkmg Mr. Larkins 
iVom whi-mMr, il.ilhngs had borrowed 
various liinis, and wnethtr he hud re- 
paid tbu/e Jum^t to which tiie nioft fa- 
tisfa^iory anlxicrs weie giycn-.-JVIr. 
Burke la.d be badiiont-, and Mr. Pallas 
faying he had no further tiueftions to 
alk, Mi. Larkins vvithiirevv. 

On the return of ihe Court to the 
Upper Houle ot Parliament, their Lortl- 
Ihip. lent a iiicliagc to the Coniuion:., 
ihai they wouui pioceed fiutiicr 111 the 
Trial o» ilic next day, 

Ob'jE Hcxdrkd A\n T-.vF.Mv- 
ShVRMH Day. 

Tuesday, April <5. 

Mr, Burke opened tie proceedings 
‘of this day by laying, that he was going 
to open a nrtv heodof t-vidmu, in order 
to convidt Mr. Hathngs of tniud^rob- 
bftv^/wthdi.n^, ibrutm^, t^nd forvnv', 
■that it was ilu more mee.ilaiy lo do'lb, 
hreaufe Mr, i.arkins J.jd attempted to 

S aiiiatc thefc ciimc.s, by Hating tl.at 
?r. Hafiings whs ntgligei't, ina-rttn- 
cive, and laboured und,.r a total v..'uicof 
memory. 

Mr. Law endeavoured to confine 
Mf. vviihia reaibnable houiuls, 


but finding that each interruption onlf 
led to further digrclfions, he fufilred 
him to proceed as he pleafed, and, in a 
mcech of one hour and eight minutes^ 
Mr. BurKe went into the explanation 
of the moft lingular evidence that ever 
was offered to be produced in a court 
of julljcc. 

^ 3 ^ deferibing Rajah 
Wobkillcn as a yifcu,,a Banyan^ and an 
UJttier-^ind added, that they had to' 
pioduce from a man of this defeription 
an allegation againft Mr. Hallings, 
vyhich muji be Uue^ becaufc Mr. Haf- 
tings had rejujld to aii/wet ii. 

Ml. Burke then went through the 
cafe as it appeared on bn otun evidetue-t 
T hat Mr. Hallings had borrowed three 
lacks of rupees from Nobkiffen, which 
he had efterwards given to the Com- 
pny, Nobkilfeji having defired Mr. 
Haltings to accept it; that Nobkiffen 
had lince ajipiied to have this money 
aghin, fiiiduig that Mr, Haltings had 
not taken it to himfelf, but given it to 
tile Company ; and m tlic courle of his 
fpeech, lie pitied the unfortunate fitu- 
of this banyan and ulurcr Nob- 
kifien lb miicli, that all the fuffeving 
millions in India were ftr the time for- 
goiten. Mr. Burke contended, that the 
oil! filed ill the name of NobkiHm on 
this lubjcot ouglit to be received as 
evidence, 111 order to introduce the 
anlwer given by Mr. llaftings, winch 
was, that as an inipeaclinient ul>on tbn 
Vtry Juhifa was depcndiiius he declined 
giving any anfwxr ai ull xm ihc bui filed 
againlt him. Mr. Burke argued, that 
the declining to give an anlv. er was a 
confelhon of guilt. 

Mr. Law very fully anfwored the 
argument of Mr. Burke. He laid, that 
the M. ii^ager’s arguments tended to 
n.ake a \.x\s\ perpetual that there miift 
be li'ir.e ptried tor doling proce-edings, 
but th,ii in no Jtage of the Trial could 
the' evideno; now < ffered be admillible, 

Mr. l'<)x and iVTr. Angelo Taylor 
contended tor itr admilhbiJity, and were 
molt liilly replied to by Mr. Law, 
Mr, Phimer, and Mr. Dallas. The 
latter Gc 11 tie man laid broadly, that he 
belieye'd Ni'bkiirt'ii w'as inelincd to enter 
3'j.s fouryears aflcr tbc commencement 
of the huptaxhtnoU (vi/. in 1791), by 
the efioris of-Hliofc who were friendly 
to the JinpcacJunent; and he fiiid that 
uiuicr no poliiblc circumllances cutyli} 
the evidence* be admitted. 

Mr. Law and Mr. Plumcr repro¬ 
bated the precedent <4 Dbrd Strageifd’? 
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trial, that it haj^ened almoft at the Kohies, and not as rbkws in a nigit* 

•• coniineucement of a rcbelUon, when the celldr; that he coaid not fufpefl tfieA 
Court and the Judges were panic- of fdJotU a t^i>^ a» to rejeft the evi- 
Jiruckf but tlxat in better tin >. no fuch deuce that be o^red ; that the law of 
doftrin^s as were fupporicd in 164s parliament was difiinft from the Uw of 
would be admitted. the land : that the Judges had no right 

Mr. Burke began his reply, by com- to guide tne Lords, and he trufted thef 
plaining of the length of the fpcechcs would at all times follow the example 
of the Counfel. He then proceeded, in of the Judges who were in ofRee daring 
V the flrongeft language, to contend for the trial of Lord Strafford.—After 
^ the adroiHibility of the evidence that he much more, he clofcd at fix o'clock, and , 
had offered } that he was addrelling a tlie Lords'adjourned 
body of Nobles, who would act like 

Mok- 

* On the Managers' return to the Moufe of Commons Mr. Burke faid, that during the 
late recefs, the Managers for the Commons had diCcovered fome inaccuracies in the Report 
which had been prepared and brought up by them, relative to the conduct of the Impeach¬ 
ment j and he tliereforc wilhed to move, that the order for printing that Report might be 
difehargtd, and that the Report might be recommitted to tlie lame Committee. 

Mr. Lav/ oppofed the Motion, which he contended would have a tendency to throw frelh 
delays in the way of a Trial already procrallinatcd to a maft unreafonable length. 

Mr. Cox and Mr. Robertfon fupported the obfervations of Mr. Law; and a defultoiy eon- 
vei ration between them on the one fide, and Mr. Burke and the Chancellor of the Bxchei^ucr 
On the other, arofe, when the Houfe at laR divided, and there appeared 

For the Motion, - 5s 

Againft it, - - »o 

Majority ——30 

The Report w'as accordingly recommitted. 

On the following day, Wednefday April 30, Earl Stanhope rofe In the Upper Chamber of 
P.irliamcnt, and faid, tliat it had been laid down as a principle, a principle which he hoped 
a.would ever remain indifputable, that the utmoft refped fliould be paid fo the Judges of the 
land, as long as they did not deviate from the path preferibed by juftice and integrity. It war 
thought fevere in tlic cafe of the Judges of the Jufticlaiy in Scotland, that any oblique blame 
ihould attacli to tliem, or any .-illurion to corruption, until tlie bufinefs had been brought for- 
wMid in .1 legal and confiitutional manner. He was of opinion, that the Judges of due 
coiii'.trv Ihould be protefted againft any impropiT afperfion, before even their guilt had been 
.alledged. lie was therefore furprized to hear, in a high court of juftice yelterday, the 
aircrtiun of a Right liuii. .Manager, that an arm of the Ganges had run into the Thames, and 
“ thai it h id poifonid its fourcc; and diat the courfe of juftice could not be pure, v/hcre the 
“ ijjl dixtt ot a judge vvus to prevail.” For the credit of the Judges, his LordSiip faid, the Noble 
Manager fiiould be cidlcd upon to explain bis words j if they were culpable, let them be 
pun filed j if innocent, there never was a period which called for their protection more than 
the piefcnt, when the different orders of fociety, it wa* repeatedly ftated, were endangered by 
a contempt of all order and decency. As far as he could depend on his own memory, hf 
fiid he believed that he had ftated the words corredUv i but as fhort-hand writers had been 
employed on this Ti ial, and if their Lordfhips (hould have occafion to call vpon them to pub- 
l.(h their notes, italfo bcliovcd them, in the prefent ioftance, fo call them to the bar, and fee 
if their fhoit-hand Jiaraifters conefpended with his affertiont. For this purpofe he woald 
move,” Tint Mtlfis. Blanchard and CUrney, (hort-Jiatid witers, employed on Mr. H;. • 
t ngs's Trial, fliculd be d.re£ltd to attend at the bar of the Houfc, to read their minutes, that 
their Lordfiiips may be informed of what was Lid by the Right Hon. EdmundBurke on tho 
Trial, on 'J'ucfday Jaft, with refpefl to their Lordlhlps the Judges ” 

Fail Catnarvon vvi.s furprifed to hear a dircfl charge made againft the Hon. Manager, whett 
ft om his o,wn knowledge and memory he could affeit that the words wtttrTieyer l^ken. Th# 
v/ordi at all events were ufed argumentatively, an.-! no; agieeable to the acceptation in which 
they wcie taleen byilie Noble Lord. He conceived that the time to have noric^ the eX* 
pitffioii wai when f,-okcn, and not at a diftant period.- 

J.ird ICinyon Ltd, that he conceived the propriety of the Motion, though he wasneittaA-v 
in iftei cf li.e form chut (hould be ufed, n.ith(r did he knov' w.hether fti* WM'ds palTeill or rot, 
bu' took them on tUqctedil of !u» Lotdfbip. He declared he had no coitUTnuiioatiflA with th« 
Faxt VU. P ’ Ncblt 
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Mokd,vy, May 5. / 

- O'iik Hvndred anu Twenty*> 
Eighi'h Day. / 

. Lord Kenyon fat day fur the 
Chairccltur, ar'd the (.’oun met before 
two o’clock, when his I-ordlhip in- 
t'onned the M:-inagcrs, tliat the evidence 
iaft offered was tKafhniJJible. Mr. Burke, 
>is ufiial, laid the CotriUions fubmirted, 
though they did not acquicl'cc, and la- 
incnted the inconveniences .w liich tlic 
e.uife of the Commons I'liitaincd by the 
decilioii. 

Mr. Burke 'then tiid, he had fome 
important evidence to offer, which he 
was confident was open to no fort of 
ohjeAion, and it was ncccffary for him 
Jhortly to open the nature of it. He 
fjid, that Mr. Haftings in his defence 
h.id dated that tlie various fiuns, of 
money which the Commons had in f.ift 
charged him with receiving, were really 
taken by him, and applied to the public 
I’ervice in times of great difficulty and 
ditirefs, and he had given in a very 
great variety of evidence to prove the 
diArcffcd (late of the Company's affairs 
in the years 1779, 1780, 1781, 1 ;Si, 
and 1783. He had alfo given eviJeiicg 
to prove the great confederacy which 
was formed againd the Britiih empire 
in India pi thofe periods, and he loudly 
ioaltcd of having preferved the Biitilh 
empire entire in India, while her do> 
minions were lud to her in America. 
■Mr. Burke faid, the Commons vcj y 
readily admitted the didreffes o£ the 


Company to be as great as Mr. Haf- 
liiigs dated tbem to be ; but it then 
became neceffary, by way of rcliutiing 
the defence made by Mi.lladings, I-) 
go tnto the (-rigtiiy p)oghfSf ami tn'thi- 
nuiton of /be Maratta Way, in‘order to 
prove that Me. Haftings was th. uiakoT 
of that ivar which produced the confe¬ 
deracy againd us, and excited France to 
life her utinod efforts for overturning^' 
the Britilh empire in India. He con- ' 
tended, that :;s the defence of Mr. Haf- 
tings was nmo fntUtfr, the Commons 
had a right to rebut it by .1 to f,:ai/,t ■ 
and oil this view' they offered it, not 
dating the Maratta War to be crtmnal, 
but by proving that Mr. Kaftings was 
the author of the diflreffcs which were 
brought upon the Company 
He therefore piopo/iii to begin with the 
proceedings of tlic Governor and 
Council of Bomb y in 1775, fo to 
go through the feries of inealures pur- 
filed relaiive to the Marattas until 17S3, 
[a body of dccumcnis tliat would Ji// at 
the leaji fivui foho'vol»»!/■!, and which 
could not be gone through in f'vin 
_u*co‘.']. Mr. Fox fiippoited Mr. Burke, 
but very feebly. In'o other Manaecr ’ 
fpokc. 

Mr. Law, with great force, contended 
that in 1 o pollible lhape could this cvi-^ 
dcnce be produced—that there was no 
point which had been more difpoted, 
than who was, or who was not, the 
.auruor of the Maratta war. It was 
pl.tin that the late lioufe of Commons 
did not believe Mr. Haftings to be the 


Noble Peer who brought foiward the Motion. Bm the two Noble Lords who had fpoken 
differedwidely asio the cxpitifton, and he thought the H*ufe fliould avail uLlief the means 
to fee which was the mod correef. If the Judges were guilty, let tlum be pumftied—it no 
charge lay, the Hen. Managu ftiould c.xplain hmifelf on the bufintfs; but chcir chir.nfters 
fnouldnot be taker) a-.v iv by a tide-wind, and lie did not think that it was anebjeft on v/Jiich 
they could think v.ih iiidifterence. 

' Lord Loiighhorouvli ubferved, if the Noble Ixird who had fjxiken laft had been prefent, he 
would net bave felt the ptrtuibation which he leeni'd now to mamfeft. For though the. 
introduflion cf a gic..t dealof iiielevant and colfatimln!..ttcr foreign to the fubjeift, prevented 
liirrj from ps.yii's ftridl atientiin to ilie whcle, rtiil he was attentive to tlie liibrtar.ee, and 
nothing thr.t he hod hear;i Iheuid create ilu. lealt m the breafts of the Judges, if he 

Tiad heaid any thing to g.vc them pa'm, they would not have w.atitid an advocate in h.m. Gcd 
•forbid, his Lcrdfti.p-f.’id, that ever ilc.r Lcrdthips flicuiil tall on the Ihoit-h.ind wnuis to 
•jpubliih their notes, lor ot ad people ftioit-hand writers were ever lije iVirthttl; lioiii eorre£tnefs, 
and ihcn were no man’s woids they ever beard that t‘'ey again ritumcd. They were m 
general ignorant as a£ting inechanic.illy, and by not dcr.f.''eiirjg the antecedent, and catching 
^he found, and ifC the fcufe, they pei vi tied ilie fenfe of the iiH'aker, and made him appear as 
ignonnt .as ilieniLlves. His Lordthip cou.-c-;ved tlie propofti cn made by the Noble Earl un¬ 
precedented, and t* 1 the icaibns he had /laitu, i.iurt g.ve it lus negative. 

^ ..Lari btanliopc laid, yiat one hiuble f,oid liad oppoltd him, beeaiffe he d.d not lirten to the 
proceedings p bin he llocd I'up;- '-icd by another, with whom he thould have it recorded on tb® 
^urnals, that they flood forwaid In fupport of the Judges. 

^ ’Tits Motion was ne jttived w.thout a diviiicn. 
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author of the war, becaufc Mr. Burke 
hiul originally prcl'entttl a charge, ac- 
culing Mr. Hatlings as the aiitln r of it 
—-that nothing was ever done upan that 
charg? ; Mr. Haftings boldly denied ir, 
but claimed all the meiit of refioring 
peace to India. How was the faft as 
applied to the evidence ? The Mana¬ 
gers had entered a letter from Mr. HaC- 
tings, m which he faidthat he left Cal¬ 
cutta in July 1781, imprelTed with a 
belief that ftiong nieal'ures were ncccf- 
I'iry to prevent the Company from 
fml'.ing under the accnmulated difficul¬ 
ties that I'urroue.dcd them. The Ma¬ 
nagers had alfo entered a letter from 
Sir Eyie Coote, dated in Septemb-r 
1781, in order to prove that at that time 
no Stale neci/^ty exifted. To rebut this 
evidence, Mr. Law faid, the Counfel 
had given a variety of evidence to prove 
the actual Hate of difirefs at Madras, 
Bombay, and Bengal, in 1780, and the 
frtblequenr years—-and now the Mana- 
'gers meant to repel it, by going into the 
hilTory <jf the rile, progrcl's, and termi¬ 
nation of the Maratta War, a proceed¬ 
ing which he was confident their Lord- 
Ihips sVould not entenainfor a moment. 

Mr. Burke replied at very great 
length, g'ling over the f.ime giouiid 
rgdin. 

Mr. Law, in reply, faid it w'ould be 
an infult to tb'ir Lor(iJbips,wii treaeheiy 
to Ml. llaltings, were he to watte a 
moment in further obfervations on what 
lu 1 been laid by the Managers. 

Mr. Burke upon this grew cxcccd- 
ii'giv angry ; and faid, that he lejoiccd 
tiure were fome perfons .imongft the 
audience of the day [the Turkilh Am- 
l).,irader and lus luitc were prcfcat], 
who did not underftand Englilh, as the 
proceedings in this cafe would he a dif- 
cnee to a'l’urkifh court of juft ice—[or 
words vei y like it]. Lord ICeiiyon and 
feveral other Lords called to order. 
—Mr. Burke was vifihly agitated, aaid 
qualified what he had fiid with an if. 

The Bilhpp of Rochfftcr repeated 
tl'.c words as he underftood them—and 
that was, as a refledlion upon the 
Court. 

The fliort-hand writer was referred 
to : but Mr. Burke faid, that Mr. Gur¬ 
ney could not read his own flior:-hand 
nofes. 

Losd Carnarvon got up and faid, he 
did n'st conceive Mr. Burke meant to 
•refleft upon the Court; and at l*ft the 
Lords retired, to determine, wl filler 
U was competent to the Commons to go 


on the origin, progr^s, and terininatiott 
of the Maratta If'ar, in order to piove 
that Mr. Haftings, was the author of 
that war, and could not thcriforc 
plead the (tijlrejfes and Jangns of tlic 
Company as an cxcufc for receiving 
money privately, and carrying it to tlic 
public lervicc, furh difliculiits being 
occttjioneil by that war, of which they 
cli.'iigcd Mr. riattings to be the authot, 

« . ..— • 

Ti’e.sijav, May 6. 

On’k Hi'N’prej) and Twen ty- 
Ninth Day. 

r.nrd-Kcnviiii (wlien the Court af- 
fembled on tnis day) informed the A3a- 
nagtis. riiat tlie evidence they liad 
offered covild not he admitted. Our 
readers will recol!e6t that tins evidence 
did, in faft, comprife the origin^ p)0- 
gre/s, and tcrrnnation of the Maratta 
war, including in it a period of eight 
years, from 1775 to 1785, and filling at 
the lead fix folio 'volumes oj printed cvi- 
d’m e. 

Mr. Burke obferved, that as the 
Court did not fta'.e the grounds on 
which they rejefted tl»c evidence, the 
Cornnions were utterlv at a lofs to 
know why it was rcfuled. Mr. Burke 
then laid, that this complaint of delay 
had been nboid from one end of the king¬ 
dom to the oih, r; that the Managers 
were lihetlcd, their motives mifre|.rc- 
fcntid; and be then aficed, ”.vhat one 
iedfnn under Heaven the Managers auld 
hn-ve for wilhing to protratl this Trial, 
in which they had now been engaged 
above eight years, and he himfelf an 
Indian entjuirer above fifteen years i 
that thofc who were grown old natu¬ 
rally w I (lied for repofi , and the you»^ to 
enjoy the plcafures of youth, ^fic 
priloner was perfonally known to ncr.a 
of them; to him they could,have ' no 
enmity —he interfered'not/a tbeir poli- 
iuai purfuits ; n was therefore impojjible 
for'any man, with any degree of jnjli&i^ 
to accufe them of delt^. 

Here Mr. Ilaftjngs ftarted up, and 
faid he did direttly accufc the Managers 
of delay ; that every word he was now 
uttering was irrelevant to the caufg. 

He was prcxccding further, when 

Lord Kenyon defired Mr. Burke .to 

proceed, and to go on with the cvidtilte 
to.vvhich he fuppofed his remafks were 
prclimftiary. 

Mr. Burke then took a newfpaper 
(Ti/? Or a( i.e) from his pocket, and 
laid, that the fame complaigts which 

r i Mr. 
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Mr. Haftin£:s made, he had met with 
in a Paper ^this morning'. After ftai ing 
much more to the fame purpufe, Mr. 
Burke proceeded to read the Paper, 
hut Was interrupted by Lord Kenyon, 
wh- faid the Court could nor receive 
any complaint unlcfs the Manager was 


he had a nem bead of evidence to go 
through—that Mr. Haltings had entered 
a variety of tellimonials from all ranks 
of people in India, exprclCng their 
fulleft approbation of his condiift, and 
thcfinccrtHaffcaionforhisperloii—that 
thefe tcftimonials were tranfmitted bv 


prepared to fupport it by legal evidence. Lord Cornwallis to the Company j and 
That It was net the duty of the Court while tlic Commons of Great Brliain 


to take notice of any matters whidt were 
not brought regularly befojre them, 
^hat he knew nothing of any libels 
that had been publilhcd, none of them 
having come under his infpeftlon. 

Mr. Burke again proceeded to ftatc, 
In very ftrong terms, the unwarrantable 
libcnies.taken with the Managers and 
the Court in the refiefiions call upon 
them. 

He was fticctlTively interrupted by 
Lord Carnarvon, Lord Thurlovv, and 
Lord Somers, who entreated the Ma» 
nager to proceed with his evidence. 

Lord 'J'hurlow faid, that no com¬ 
plaint could be confidcred in the court, 
unlcfs from fomc circumflatlce imme¬ 
diately occuning. That the Managers 
had it in their p<)wcr to complain to the 
Houfc of Commons, who might either 
proceed thcinfelves, or by melTagc to 
the Lords. 

Lord Somers cxprelTcd his hope that 
the time of the Court would no longer 
be confumed by matter foreign to the 
caufe : that the Lords would take care 
of their own privileges. 

Mr. Burke then infilled that they 
were an integral part of the country, 
and he then read a long prorefl againil 
the decifions of the Court, and denied 
that the Commons were to be looked 
upon as common profeeutors. 

The L^rds declined to receive the 
proteft. 

Mr. Burke ftrongly declared that the 
Commons loere the (tuihors of t^e 
dtlay, and that it niuil reft with the 
Court or Mr. Haftings. 

Tne Earl of CoventW faid, tlial as 
the Manager had lb fully pfoved that 
He was not the caufe of delay, he 
trnfted that he would iMmed/aiely pro¬ 
ceed to deliver in his evidence in reply. 

This debate was about a 

ftUMrter after three, when Mr. Vox and 
Mr. Taylor proceeded to deliver the 
evidence in refily in the Charge of 
Prcfei^s and Contrails. 

After Mr. Taylor had coneluded hi* 
evidence in reply on the Contraft 
’ CbargCi ir'wai luppofcd that rite whole 
' ' ' over, but M*"* |*urkc faid 


were pn-fecuting Mr, Haftings in the 
name of the people of India, for prac- 
tifing every fpecies of opprclHon upon 
them, that very people were telling the 
Commons that they were ignorant, un¬ 
informed, and deceived lie propofed, 
therefore, to enter Mr. Barlow’s report 
of the commerce of Benares, fome let¬ 
ters from the Nabob Vizier and his 
Minifters, and Ibtnc petitions from the 
Raja of Dinagapore and his Minifters. 

To favc time, the Counfel faid they 
admitted them all. 

The laft documents not being ready. 
Lord Kenyon faid, that the Court had 
no blame to lay upon the Managers, 
yet they did think their agents very 
rcprehcnfiblc for not having the evi- 
deuce at hand { and as it was underfiood 
ail the evidence was to be ciofed on ihis 
day, the Court hoped there would he 
no longer delay, lince it muft be the with 
of ail parties to chfe this long-di'pending * 
*Irtul in ibis SeJJiont of Parliament. 

Mr. Burke fecracd at one time in¬ 
clined to give up, but, he faid, the evi¬ 
dence he bad to offer nvas fa important, 
that he hoped he might give it on .a fu¬ 
ture day : it would not take up above 
three quarters of att hour, and would 
not interfere with the Speech of the 
Manager who was to fum up the Firft 
Article, 

At length the Books came, and Mr. 
Buikc laid, that one of the teftimonit-s 
came from the Raja of Dinagaporc and 
his Minifters. He, therefore, propofed 
to rebut it by giving in the report of 
Mr. Paterfon on the cruelties fuppofed 
to have been exercifed on fume inha¬ 
bitants of Rungpore and Edrachporc, 
in the years 1781 and 1782. 

Mr. Law objcdled to this evidence 
utterly inadmillible. He reminded the 
Lords, that this was a tale which he 
had preffed the Manager yiaxs ago to 
bring forward a Cbaxge, in a Ih.ape 
in which it might be an/iveredi the 
Manager declined to do fo ; and he 
triiftcd their LcrdQtips would i)oc ad¬ 
mit volumes on the Minutes, 

to which the defendant not n-^w 

’ ayr 

Mr, 
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Mr. Burke difclaimed every idea of 
bringing the matter forward this 
f'jrvt as a criminal charge againfl Mr. 
Haftings ; but the Raja of Dinagapocc 
and hts Minifters having ftated the 
luppincfs every one enjoyed under the 
adminiflration of Mr. Hafting<it they 
meant to (hew the mil'erics which the 
people fuliaincd, and which induced 
Mr. nadings hiinfeif to order an in- 
\cfti«aiion of theconduftof Deby Sing 
in the year 1782. 

Mr. Fox fiipported Mr. Burke. 

T^ord Stanhope, Lord VVaKingham, 
and Lord Kenyon fpoke, and it being 
clearly the feiife of the Court that the 
evidence* inadmijfibli’’, Mr.Burke 
at lengtii gave it up. 

The evidence being rejefled, and the 
Managers declaring that thty hau lotallv 
ch.fed tbeir evldencj', Mr. Law con¬ 
cluded the day by the following addrels 
to the Court: 

“ The evidence on the part of the 
prol'ecution being now fully doled, 
“ we might avail ourfelves of your 
“ Lordftiips’ indulgence in this ftage of 
‘‘ the proceedings, to obferve at large 
“ upon the evidence adduced rn r<ply 
“ dining the coiiri'e of the prefent Sef- 
^ ** fioiis of I’arliament. Bur, my L'«rils, 
“ in /jui-.iiai/tr of the Juvie purjo/e which 
“ induced Hs in the laft ScHioiis to forego 
“ ti Jh'ular advantage, and to fubmit 
“ our evidence on one Article ofChargc, 
<* the Contrails^ to your Lordfiiips* con- 


** (idcration, unaccnmfianird by any yrr- ■ 
** fatoy or concluding commtiiis ’lobatio- 
“ evtr, and to demand the evidence r»tt 
** anc^thcr Article, that of Pre/lniSj un* 
“ enforced by Inch concluding obferva. 
** tioiis as in other circuniifancrs we 
“ migiit have been difpofed to offer: 

“ In purfnance of that fame purpofe of 
** actnmulation and difpnttb which die- 
“ tated our conduft in the i&ftanct’ I 
“ have ailuded to, and with a view to 
“ the nearer and more immediate tcrl 
** mlnationof thislong-dcpendingTria?, 
“ wc again rclinqtiith an advantage 
“ which can only be purebafed at the 
*• :ntoli.>ah!c price of furthir peotroidioM 
“ nitil di.'ay. All tbe attempts made in 
“ the prck’Ht Selfions to fupporc the 
“ call- of the prtjfecutinny have ended ift 
“ prcdiiclng an effect dnetily contrary. 
“ Wc eo fidently truB, that the ftrong 
“ and imh>riani conciuiions in favoar 
“ of the Defendant, which rcfult from 
“ the tn'i'ahtohh oral tefitmouy ijte^ 

given at your ho-il/lips' Bar, cannot 
“ eithc" have efciped your Lordihip'a 
“ pcnetiMtiiin, or fail to have their due 
“ tfflfd hercarccr upon your Lordflup^* 
“ judgment. 

“ After returning to your Lordlhip^ 
“ our humble but grateful arknowledg- 
“ ments for tlie invaridblc patience and 
“ condefccn'iuin with which our zealous 
“ but impcrFe(‘> enuea/f'iivs to difehafge 
“ our boiindcn duty towards our Client 

have been at all times hoiioiivcJ dur- 


* As this ftory hat been once iKorc, .and W'^c believe rotr for .'/V I'tf t'urcf alludid Na, we owe 
it in i'.ifbcc to Mr. flattings to call the attention of eur Rtaclcu to it. Jn lySS, ;« the thiid 
d.jy of Mr. Bwke's firjl Speech, he intiodiiced this llory as ajijdicablc to the ciufe of Mr. flat¬ 
tings. He detailed a v.ariety of horrid cruelties, fiipjKfed to leave betn cotTiniitted by, or 
by the orders of, Deby Sing; .and he faitl he would bi in.; the c'lai-ge home to Mr. Hafting*. 
Lord'I'liurlow, who was then Lord Chancellor, faid in the Houfe of l.orc!.i, tkit the Clargcx 
prrfcri-ij Iy the Commons Junk to i;it.r ufgiufeaui, when a,’,p..iid lutk iLn nutur i:.tie.due>ii Ij 
Air. Bui lie in I is optrirg Sleub. 

In 17S9, Mr. H.illings prayed the Commons to introduce this matter in tie form tf an jS.'~ 
tide, or to give lim fmifativn lor the injury he fuitaiiied. 

I'he Comnaons did not comply with h<s rtqucft. 

In the Managers offered to introdurc this Report of Mr Pi'terfor, in order to fbera 

’tvh.it n.ttiet iright be e'mn’ittid without eomlig to the ki.c;vlidge of an P.iiglpj (Icsjlinwut. 

Tlie Couofcl lijetJtcd the evidence thus ccijlatcrally irtieductd; but laid, that it preferred 
ataC'iaige, t'ley were-rrt-v^ .and edger to reliiicit. The Loids voted, tliat it wa> inadm.ff;! Ic. 

In J791, Mr. Haffmgs compl.ained Icnd/y of the injuiy he fahalned by the intiodurtlon 
of Jo .itiai^ui a cduhny as this tale of Deby Sing was. Mr Butke had it in his ixHver .'f i.i.y 
tim, to 1 ly heiore the Commons tlte grounds on wliich l.c imputed criminal.ty to Mr. M..n,v.t;s 
rn tliia lubjeft ; but this he declined to do, and the whole tale- ba.s b>en buiied inoWiViCn to 
tiif day, when Mr. Burke cndeavciired to get it cn the Minutes of the Trial,—net a', a 
Cltargc Mr, ifo/fkgi,— not with the hope cf obt.a.n ug >ediefs for the pcopU nfhaia, 

but in order to prove, that the teffimqnial tranfinitted by Loid Coinw.illis from Dinagaporr, 
’in 1789, could not be true, bcc.aufe great enormiLcs which Mr. Haftings was moll anxious 
to 4 i-et and topvr^jh, vyire laid to have been ^oaimitted tfaeic in 17S2. 
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^ ing the courfc*of fo many years, u 
“• only remains for us, in the name and 
“ OB ihe behalf of Mr. H.){iing>, to Im* 
plore. that fo Kurh of cowniuc-l time 
•* lae^ he yet a!lo:ttd to tb/s Tf/ed in the 
courfe of the prefent Sclii>"!i'', as may 
•* be fuflicicnt to bring it to an entire 
** ftnd ultimate ronclufion. 'I'o tliat 
f* mumLiu Mr. Uaftiugs li rl;: fjt'vard 
“with impatient but Rati <■ cspc£V.i' 
*• lion, being, as he is, njniljy afTuml 
•• of his own iunocenct an } your Lord- 
“ j’iflict." 

Tnt'RsnAy, May S. 

One H.UNDRED and Thirtieth. 

I>A Y. 

Mr. Grey on this day fummed up, in 
part, the evidence tn reply on ihc Be- 
Dares Ai tide. K iving mentioned that ibs 
Managers had tinally clofed their evi- 
deiv:e, and pronounced a very Ihort ex¬ 
ordium, he fald he fhould be as concife as 
poliible in the remarks he fhould make 
on the nature of the firft Ch.uge of the 
Impeachment, and the Defence made by 
the piifuner to the .allegations theu-in cun- 
taiiwd. The lion. Manager then en¬ 
tered into a vletail of the fcrvici-s per- 
fornwd by Bulwant Syng in 176.V to the 
Engli/h Government in lire liaif; .and 
hiving read a letter from the Cuiut of 
Dittfiors to Mr. HHliings, in which 
thofs fervises were acltnowhsigeJ, he 
fhciice deduced, that wliat Mr. Il.idings’s 
CottiiiVl had nlledgcd wis not t!ie I'.il 
; that Bnlwant t»yng w.is not 
but a green Zemiti-lnr, aiwl that he fhould 
nor he iieated as Mr. Uctumgs iud treated 
him. 

Mr. Grey dwelt for a confnlerable time 
on this ciictimlinr.ee, in order to prove, 
that the rights of Client .Syng were tqn.al 
to ihufc lit ids fathci, .md lieid by ills tame 
tenures; .md thit Mr. Halhngs w^s not, 
by any cx ftmg law, or liy any po.ver de¬ 
legated to him, w.a! ranted to levy any 
money on thole Zeinmd.us, wlio were 
pot i'uHjeCt to fuch lieniandi. 

Aher (iLiving this in evciy lirong point 
of view, hcadveited to tive Chaige hiou^lu 
by ihc Connie! ag.iiiilf the Man.igers, or 
nioie ptonvrly tiic. Ilouje ot C.iii.iiiun., 
of wilfl inilVepreieiitsti Jii} and made 
matiy comments upon the atiocity of that 
Chaigc. He cjiiic.ideil that rite M.m igei.s, 
iii utmg the word ft^eriority inltea.l of 
foverciguft had not that meaning which 
"the Counici nnanttowreft from it, nor 
dill itJeail to any idea of equality, demo- 
' ctary^/prit*'® new riglils of mun. The 


learned Counfel, he fnppofed, tlionght of 
thio.ving the apple of dilcord into the 
Managcis’ box; l»ut he w.is iiiillaken in 
his ideas, for tlieic was but one opinion 
t.heie on the fnbi.'’£I. • 

Fioiit ihei'e obfervations he pneredeJ 
to remark on the conditfi of hit. Fiaircis, 
wlio was a in.tn iii.it had nun eroiis ene¬ 
mies, hut no accailets. He givealngli 
ch.ir.iiler of this genileiu.m, artd laid, 
that if his evidence iud been admitted, it 
would clf.n ly have proved, th.it he did not 
hgree with Mr. Haflings, but that he 
oppofed him. 

The Hon. Gentleman next went into 
the evidence given by Mr. Mirlihani, 
which, he fiid, fhould be attended to 
with cintion, ns he was the friend of Mr. 
Hjftmgs; and then, t.ikiiig a view of 
tiie Conrtiiiition of Hindolhiii, the conduft 
of Mr. Haftiijgs 011 a I'upporrion ot the 
Fiencli war, and a vaiicfy ot other mat¬ 
ters, hd leemed alnioff cxhauftjd; when 
the Court adjourned to their own cham¬ 
ber, and Jent a meffage to the Commons 
that they would furtlier proceed on the 
following Monday. Mr. GiI'pcke for 
three houis and a h.df. The mhieil w.is 
dry and uninterefling to the grcatell p.iit 
of the auditory. 

Lord Thurlow fat for tlie Chancellor, ^ 

Mond.w, Mav i:. 

One Hundred and Thirty- 
First Day. 

The Court met on this d.ny before 
half-pall twelve o’clock, being very 
thinly aitcudcd, tliougli the auditors 
were numerous, when Mr. Grey im¬ 
mediately proceeded to fum up tlic 
evidence in reply on the firft rtick. 
He began by repeating the fubltancc 
ot his left I'peech, and lery fiiirly aJ~ 
Ku'h.d that the p-oint of ngeit to demand 
aiiiftance from Clieyt Sing in war, was 
the main point on which the inn^icercc 
or guilt of Mr. Hsftings mtijl turn. He 
lamented that he could not be more 
umuji.t^, but he fiid that ilic fuUjctl, 
though dry^ was of the mmofi impor- 

ianet'. 

Mr. Grey’s fpeech, for the ^r/f hour, 
was fill, fly a dsf nice of the c.njiflency gf 
Mr. Francis, in which we fay with 
deference that Mr. Grey ffmplftrlg 
faded —not that it is of the leaft coiil'e- 
qufucc in th, decifion of tb'^ enute, for 
we fully lu'ofcribc to the j iftice of a 
remark made by Mr. Grey* that to fv«c 
on the Moiife of Cowunons tlie j'lfiicr 
of the c‘:ag,raf inco'-Jifntcy in not im- 

pi (ichi'>g 



peaching Mr. Francis, wostW hy no 
mans exculpate Mr. HajUugs. 

The plain and fimpie fart, (tripped 
of oratory on both fiJcs, is tbn - 

That in July 1778, Mr. Hallings 
propolcd to call upon Cheyt Sing to 
iiiaintain three battalions of Sepoys during 
the war, of which they had tnen re¬ 
ceived intelligence. 

That Mr. Francis concurred in the 
demand, though he expreffed doubti as 
to the r/ght. 

'1 hat Mr. Haftings mod clearly cx- 
prelTed his opinion as to that right ; tne 
Company, as So\ creigns, not being pre-. 
ducted by any cxiiiing engagements 
from iiureafiiig the right inherent m 
all Siacet, to call upon their f-ilijerts 
for extraonlmary aids, in times of txlra- 
oidi/iary trnngtticy, and that Mr. Haf- 
tinga cxpvrtiSly referred the <|ue(iioii of 
/ ight to left tih dby the Court oj Dii ritors. 

That on Cneyt Sing dnuurung to 
pay the fubfuly, Mr. Francis again ex- 
picU'ed his as to tiie rigitt, and 

Mr. Haftings again exprefi'etl his clear 
convidi^of the poJjtJ/fjg the 

right. 

1II 177^ Mr. Hillings again propofed, 
that Cluvt bing Ihould pay tive lacks 
for that yiur, and that iVIr. Fiaiicis 
Loncurred-, but on Cheyt Sing demur- 
iing, Mr. Francis again cxprellcd Lis 
doubts as ta the tigoi, and Ins opinion 
that Cheyt Sing bad not the ability. 

That 111 1780, Air. UaUings again 
propolcd to call upon Cheyt Sing for 
his lublidy. That Mr. Francis r&,v- 
ciated", and on the ufudl ctlovs I’ring 
mad-. Air. Francis a!lb concunt.l in a 
pioj'ofiiion for marcliir.g tioops to 
ptl the p yment\ and in a pr<'po'bj,,,i 
jO) rXiitting a fine of one lack of tup'-a 
for his loniuniiuy, ihe vords ol Air. 
Fi.iiicis weie,—I acqiiitl'cc, though 
“ I hope the threat wi'l be IblTicicut.’' 

After going ihrongli thefe points, 
Mr. Grey came to a furtlicr de-inand of 
i\v^ab\', vt liirh Cheyt Sing was rc- 
flhired to furnilb. He aduiittcJ tli,i: 
Mr. Francis dul concur in this donanj-, 
hut he faid, that hndmg oj;politi(,n 
iurjff'LLlual, Mr. I’lanciswas then ..cady 
about to quit Bengal, and did, iu fdrt, 
tinbark for Europe ihemouTh after tl;e 
demand wa^made. Mr. Grey, in the 
fullrjl mantJff ir.adc that admilfion which 
the Jatc Ifmfe of Commons mva zuould 
admit, namely, that the dijlrefs of the 
Company's affairs in November ^780, 
Was to the full nr, great as the Coiiiil'cl cf 
Mr. Hayings had Itated ic to be. 


Mr. Grey imputed,to Mr. Hailing* 

the demand of cavahy from CUcyi Sing. 

'I he fart is as follows : 

At the dole of September 1780, the 
Supreme Council of Bengal received 
advice of the defeat of CuJ. Baillic in 
the Carnatic, the retreat of Sir Hedor 
Miinro to Madras, and the expectation 
of a Flench arniaiucnt. In audition to 
tills intellige nce, 30,0:.o Maiaiia horfe 
were on the borders of Bengal, near 
Midnapore, and anoilier body of Ma- 
rattas \\.is exported to invade Fah^r. 
in tills perilous (late, Mr. Hallmgs 
prcpolld to fend ample alhllance totKc 
Carnatic, and he requellcd Sir Eyre 
Cuote liinilVlf to take ihe command of 
the army on the cuafl. He alio re« 
(juciled Sir Eyre Cootc, prior to his 
departure, to give the Supreme Council 
his ideas of the belt mode cf dciecidinf 
Bengal againft the dangers that fur* 
rounded it. Sir Eyre Coote did to, and 
he propoftd, as one meafurc, to form a 
camp ill Bahar, to be compofed of cer- 
uin brinalions, and as many cavalry as 
could be procured from Cheyt Sinj;, 
Tlic lioarel (Mr. Francis coiicuriing) 
requcltcd Air. Haftings to write to 
Cheyt Sing for cavalry. Such is the 
oiigin of ti.e dein.and for cavalry, whieu 
Mr. H-iltings is charged with having 
made ill order to liarral’s, opprefs, and 
rum Cheyt Sing. 

After this, ivir. Grey tame to the 
period of Air. Haftiiig'-' goingto Benares, 
in July 1781; and iu-ie he m.tde a 
pointed reference to //.u Jlate tj bane 
po/itu' at ttis nionmn. lie laid Air. 
Halhngs went to Brn.ir. s, intenJiiig to 
exart live hundred tlioufand pounds 
from Cheyt Sing, for hi$ delinquencies, 
ill aid cf ih.e Cumpanv’s dil'trcH'es. He 
reiiiiij.lid tluir Lerdihips, that ihis 
nation v. as eng.iged at ihis moment in a 
war of the luiv.olt ditficuliy and danger 
— <i w ar which bed brought gnat dtf. 
tu/s ujon ihf country, and they had the 
luelaiiehi'y piorptrt- of liiai dittrels 
int.Ct'din:; conruierably before they 
fliould meet again to give their j'ldg. 
11.Lilt on this imjiortant caiife ,Su, - 
pi I'e one of bis A'ajefiv’'; Aliuifiei s was 
to propcilr, if Air. i-Ialiir>gs llinuld le 
coir.irti-i!, that a laigi fine Ihoiild !c 
exa^ud fiom him, in order to e.-.lV the 
people of the burthens brought iip:)u 
them by this niceffnry '.car. God toi- 
bid, (hid Air. Groy, that fiuh (li.uild he 
the law of tiiis country. He wilhed 
their Lofdjiiips would rcjc6‘ (o inon- 
ftrous a uoctiinc. He (aul. b 
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caftctirfed Counfel, tliiit if the 

mai* 9xx<\ frtmtpul ait were proper in 
Mr. Haftings, he meant exacting a war- 
iuhRidy, and if Cheyt Sing had been 
gutUy of the etniuffiuqi with which he 
was charged, then the propofed fine of 
fire huuifrect thoui'and pounds -itfas not 
*mrmotts\. on the contr.iry, the ex- 
{ftiifion of Che}t Sing was a proper 
meafurc. 

Mr. Orer, after commenting on the 
‘evidence, adverted to tiie remarks of 
the CouMlcIon the-diiference of opinion 
lublihing in the i ue iloul'e, as to the 
fointi oj cumincd:y in this Cliarge. He 
did not think it ii’nie decent in the 
CounfelM allude to it, but lincc they 
had, he would notice it. It was per- 
fe^Uy true, that a Gentleman of great 
iBftaencc,and whole talents he admired, 
though he dilfcred from him in politics, 
had given it as his clear and decided 
opiitton, that Mr. HaHings ttw ?cm'. 
roKt.d in making the demands he did 
on Cheyt Sing—an opinion to which 
neither he (Mr. Grey) nor thoic wiio 
condu&cd this Impeachment could (uh- 
feribe; but that Mr. Pitt thought it 
criminal to intend to impofe fa lav^e a 
fixe upon him. Mr.Grt^,"however, did 
not purfue this part of his argument 
to any conclution. 

Mr. Grey at the clofe contended, 
that if the Lords adopted the opinion of 
the Managers, Mr. Hailivigs would merit 
a ievere ptuiilhmcnt. It they adopted 
the opinion of Mr. Pitt, he would dc- 
I'erve feme puniihmeiit, hcc.iufc, though 
najdne had in fadt hetn impofed, it was 
vltar Mr. H.'.ftings tKttnded to impofs 
one. He ran cntiou'dv over the rc.» 
maming part of the oblervations of the 
t'oiinfel, and m.idc no remarks on Mr. 
Dallas's concluliun on die nature of 
hnitjh jujUce. 

VVedkesday, May 14. 

One Hcndhed and Tuuity 
Second Day. 

After the iifual proclamation had 
been made, Mr. Sheridan rofe to r«- 
tjuefi the ttteniion of their Loidihips, 
while on the pirt cF the M.inagcrs he 
te|dieil to the cvulei'ce and arguments 
cft'-Tcd 'oy tile L’oanlel for Mr, Haf- 
line.s in reply to the Uiguni Charge. 

• Mr, Shcrnlan iutio.Uiceil his ohierva- 
tions on v. hat fell from tiie Defeii«I.int’s 
CoUnIcl with a loort ..Xordiiim, m which' 
he ft.ited, th.ir tie Ox'uid eompics what 
he tali' tw olftV v. uUin a vejy narrow 


compafs indeed. Vic iuJ read 'ail the 
Speeches made by the Counfel with the 
muH particular attention, and found it 
extremely difhcult to difeover even one 
point that u'cnt to fet aiide- the evidence 
given by thc'Managcrs rcfpcfting the 
Begum Charge, it not being in the 
power of Counfel to controvert it. 

He then alluded to the time confumed 
by thole Counfel in difplaying their ora> 
tury t fomettmes in the indulgence of 
a jLxteen hours' oration of extraneous 
matter, with which they had loaded 
their arguments; and Ibmetimes with 
figurative lamentations at the metaphors 
tifcd by the Managers. 'Fh* firft day 
had, he laid, btcn occupied by the 
learned Counfel in relating a very plca- 
fant ifory of one Sadut. He went 
over the narrative, and, with inch a ln> 
dicruiis power as defied gravity, Iketchcd 
t'tic indignant emotions of two old men, 
whole licards had been fpit upon, deter¬ 
mining to cfcapc the infult by death ; 
but mutually diArutfful of each other’s 
lirmnel\, they appointed a fpy upon the 
puil'un howi, and were in ci^equencc 
both dere£ted in the iiuiii'crcSliravado, 
At length, however, ihamc detetted 
trick was mere potent than at inflijftcd 
fcorn, and they linilhed iaeaincii: what 
they had begun in jt il. 

How this I'enfible occupation of one . 
whole clay could apply to the cafe in 
point the Hon. Manattcr was at a lots 
ti> iimgine. TncleecI he was conlidcr- 
ably at a,Id's to dilVover wditn the 
learned Cotinfcl were ferions and when 
they were in jeft. They had, for in- 
ftance, with their ul'ual happy facc- 
tiournefs, taken hold of an cxprclfion 
iifed by him on a former occafioti, and 
of which if he had aiiricipatcd their ufe, 
he ihonld certainly have forborne to 
trouble their Lord (hips with tha fen- 
tcncc :—he had laid, the treafure.s in 
the Zenana of the Begums “ were an 
**olFciing laid by the hand of Piety 
“ upon the altar of a Saint the 
learned Counfel had feonred thi.s un¬ 
fortunate 'dllufion, and aficed triumph¬ 
antly bow the lady was to be lonfi- 
dered as a Saint, and how the camels, 
part of the treaiures, were to be laid 
upon the^altar. Mr. Sbciidan faid, it 
was the tirfi time in his life that he cvf r 
heard of fpicial pleading metaphr, 
or a bill of indiAment agliiifi a trope. 
But fuch was the turn of the learned 
Coupfei's mind, that when he attempted 
to be humorous^ no jt.ft could be found \ 
when feriout, no* fadl was vihbie. 

He 
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Hi infilled, that all the Mahi'mcran 
»laws were mifquotcd and mifintcrprctcd 
by the learned Gentlemen ; and that not 
one iVllable of evidence had been ad¬ 
duced w prove what the extent of the 
Begum treafures were. 

He accufed Counfel of taking up two 
days to invalidate^the treaty of >785, 
although in the end they admitted the 
» exiftence of that treaty, by allowing 
rhat it liid the tnoft lacred kind of 
force. 

He then came to what he called a 
very firious pirt ihdecd, an attack 
made by Mr. f-aw on bis (Mr. She¬ 
ridan’s) charaftert wherein tlntlearned 
Counfel had accUfed him of utdiaal Ic- 
gerdemai'i in the examination of Mr. 
Middleton, of which charge he iliould 
indeed be afliamcd, if he was not able 
to clear himfclf. The quefliou to which 
the learned Counl'cl alluded was not 
aiked by him, but by the litc Earl 
Camden, and he (Mr. Sheridan) let 
Ear! Camden right. The charge, there¬ 
fore, WPS founded, not on the condudt 
of the Meager, bul upon a complete 
lcandalint#blundcr of the very learned 
Counfel himlelf. It was no cal'y matter 
t6 difconcert Mr. Middleton ; frir his 
evidence throughout miglit be called 
hprevaiication perfoiiified, for which 
that immaculate wiincfs deferved to be 
committed, who knew nothing, who 
remembered nothing, and than whofe 
memory nothing was more ’memorable. 
What! confound and 'confhfif the mtnd 
of Mr. Middleton ! The idea was ri¬ 
diculous ^ and when Counfel urged 
that as a charge agaiuft Managers, they 
furely forgot tlicnil'elvcs—they vverein- 
fefted with Mr. Middleton’s inemory. 

The learned Counl'cl ought to have 
known the, difference of lituation in 
which the Managers ftood, from that 
in which Mr. Hallings’s Counfel were. 
The Managers were to accul'e, and en¬ 
deavour to convi6l» if they found caufe 
in the procefs to believe the Defendant 

g uilty; but if any thing arofc to give 
lem an idea of his innocence, they 
were immediately to make it known 
to the Commons, that the proceedings 
might be arrefted, and the bufincls 
finilh. 

Far otheywife was it with the learned 
Counfel. Their duty was to have their 
Client acquitted, whether innocent or 
^ilty. They were to take cvcr|^ ad- 
Vjintagc of a flaw in the indiftment, of 
the contradidlion pf a witnefs, &c. for 
CtJch was the lenitv of the merciful law 
Part VII. ' 


of our excellent Coi^itutlcn, that a 1 
defendant was always to be confulered 1 
innocent until he was found guilty. ^ 
Counfel were warranted to ufc every 
chicane; but the iln£t line of RLcri- 
TUL,F. was that marked out for the 
Managers, and they mull rigidly pur- 
fue it. 

The Counfel, in fome rcfpcfls, had 
an idea of this, and thcref*)rc they pro¬ 
ceeded with what they deemed great 
caution ; “but in others they loft fighr' 
of what they owed to the Commons. | 
Indeed, when they brought fatls, they 
produced documents to prove they were 
right, and always had fome authority 
to refer to ; nor did he doubt,, if they 
had found it ncccffary to affert that /too 
and tivo made four, they would quote 
Coi-kei's Auihnetic to fupport the alle¬ 
gation. The Hon. Manager was ex¬ 
tremely fcverc on Mr. Law. 

He then came to what he called the 
confpiracy of I»Tr. Haftings, Colonel 
Hannay, Sir Elijah impey, and others, 
againft'thc Begums, for the purpofe of 
plundering them of rhe'r property ; to 
prove which, he faid, there was no ne- 
celfity of other teftimony than referring ' 
ro the Private Corrofpondcnce, whiclr 
had in a manner tufned king’s evidence 
againft its own corruption. This was 
what no ingenuity could get over— 
what fet al! the learned Counfel at de¬ 
fiance. Mr. Haftings’s own Letter: 
convnfted him beyond the power of ac¬ 
quittal. 

Upon the paflTionatc exclamations of 
the Begum, on which ftrefs of her dif- 
affedtion had been laid, the eloquent 
Manager commented with exquiiite pa¬ 
thos. He ftated her provoedtions pall 
patience, her injuries too repeated for 
forbearance, —and froth, not her enemies 
by profelEoft, but, in the application of 
a paffage from Scripture, the equals of 
endearing intimacy, the brothers in 
whom flic had confided. 

“ Woman,” exclaimed the Mana¬ 
ger, “is by nature, perhaps, a pas- 
“ sroNATE ANIMAL.’’ [A loud appro- 
bation.'} 1 do Hot fay that it is a moral 

obligation ro be a scold.” \^An ap~ 
probathn louder JliU.'\ “ Bat lefs con- 
“ demned than Men to accident and 
“ violence, Ihe mull be Id's apt to cone 
“ with it, when it comes, either With 
“ the patience that can be perfeft only 
“ through fiiffering, or with that a£tive 
“ fortitude which, ftrengthening while 
“ it ftruggles, fometimes learns at laft 
“ to check affidKng fortuhe, to encouift,. 

“ ter, 





*• ter, to overcome^it 1 While with Wo- 
man all is paflive as to her power* and 
** lefoorces I Htr weapons are words— 

** her aflimlts are in her ferrows I—Wl>at 
** ftreiigrh Ihc has is from weaknefs; her 
** bell fecurity is from fear! She eludes 
** fouretimes, by (hi inking, the calamity 
** rtot othei wife to be efu.tjwd! But when 
** all fails, when biuiled and In •’ken, 

“ though ill (pite of bending before tni 
“ florin, theft is not to be berefr of 
“ the laft isd ionfolatinn, the ct y of na- 
,** tuic, the teats that oveiflow from an- 
V* guifli, the groans and exclamations 
V‘ wliich lighten the overloaded heart !— 
it was not an open enemV that had 
done me this dlflionour} for then I 
*• could have borne it 1—Neither was it 
MINE that did magnify 

hiinleif againll me; for then, jH.iad- 
venture, I would have hid myrelf fiom 
him. BWT-*>it even thou, ifty 
** companion, my gimle, mine own fa- 
** miliar fiknd—we tofejt fwcet cour.ftl 
“ togeihcr,'* 

lu conclufion,Mr. SHendan fr.iJ, that 
the Counfcl had endeavoured to deter 
their Lordfliipi! from fin<ting a verdi£l 
sigainft Mr.HafclngCjby ftatiiig, that the 
fi.x hundred thoufand pounds had been 
taken by him from the Begum for the 

} )ublic lervice at a moment of great pub¬ 
ic exigency ; that it had all beert efn- 

S loved in the public lervice; and that the 
lation, knowing of the traiilaflion a few 
months after it had taktn pi,Tee, had 
full opportunity of n dre liing tlie wrong 
ncaf-Iy twelve years ago; that it was 
impojfible to vote that AJr. Haftipgb had 
a£tea wrong, tinlefs tluy were prepared 
to dn full and complete jujUce to thofc who 
had been injured. 

Mr. Sheridan faid, he joined ilTue 
witJi the Counfcl; he fully cijncurred 
with them: but fiuti was his idea of 
the juilicc of their Lordlliips, that he 
was convinced they nrJn would be de¬ 
terred from doing juft 1C? frora a dread 
of the ronfe'^ucnccs. CTxotiomical as 
the Houfo of Ccmnions was, he never 
could believe that they would Altxs jujiice 
to the People of hidia^ bccayfc jujlice 
could not be done to them nuttbout calling 
upon the People of England for a •very 
beanjJ paynunt. For his own part, con¬ 
vinced as he was mat on this Article 
Mr. Haftings was guilty of hav ing taken 
from the Begum large fum of money 
for the Public, on a tharge of rebellion 
which was ill founded, he was ready 
to avow, that it would be ithpofftble to 
dtjclarc Mr. Haftings guilty withsoii 


giving to the Begum complete refliitu'* 
tioa of ail that had been taken from . 
her, principal and intcreft. It was 
ftaied to amount to two miAions ftcr- 

ling- 

The Counfcl bad alTumed, that the 
Benares Charge alfo was totally dif- 
proved; but they argued in the fame 
manner, that if it were not dj/proved, 
the Nation was bound to rcftorc 
Cheyt Sing, to call him from liis pre- 
fent mifcrable firufftiun,' wlicther m -x 
Mahratta or a Myfofe camp, to pay 
back to him the millions which had been 
brought into the Exchequer by his cx- 
pulfiun, and to place him preciftly in' 
the ftatc in which he flood when he was 
driven from lienarcs thirteen years ago. 
He would go fikther—every perfon /«- 
lined by the a£ts of Mr. Haftings had a 
rigl'.t to full retribution, or there was 
no juftice in the profecut’toii of the Com¬ 
mons ; but he hoped their Lortlfhips 
wouiil not be deterred fiom their duty 
by fuch conridcrations. The Commons 
were not profecuting for pcifonal pur- 
pofes. No : It was to do iujiice to India ; 
and to fuppofe that if it Ihould appear 
the People of India were injured, this 
Nation would merely jiop at condemning 
the man who h'ad injured them, while the 
Nation received the advantages arifing » 
from his injuftice, was a libel upon the 
Counti y. 

Mr. Sheridan trufted that Mammon 
would never Ijc the Deity of that Houfc, 
bur that tv the temptation held out by 
the learned Cnunfel they would reply 
in the language iSi Sir Guyon, in the 
Romance, 

“ Mammon, faid he, thy godhead’s vautit 
IS vainc. 

And idle offers of thy golden fee ; 

To them that covet fuch high-glutting 
gaine 

Proffer thy gifts, and fitter fervants en¬ 
tertain^. 

Another blifs before mine eyes I place, 

Another happinefs, another end : 

And to be lord of thole that riches have. 
Than them fo have inyfelf, and be their 
ierviic flave.” 

I'AERY <iy. b. a. c, 7. 

Here he iloppcd, fdying, if he had 
treated (he fubjc£l in any part of it ra¬ 
ther lightly, it was bccaufe nothing that> 
he bad* heaid or read againft him dcr 
jerved a ferious anfwer. He was juft 
to the merits of Mr. Dallas and Mr, 
Plumer, but faid that vigour might be 
crippled into weaknefs by the caufc ie 
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had to carry; and that there could he but 
little tame in the Arena, by throwing an 
antagonift who was forced to come on 
duties. 


Tuesday, May ao. 

One Hundred and Thirty-T^ird 
Day. 

Mr. Fox begnii ti>on after one, by dat¬ 
ing that it was his 'luty, liri.vever hatih it 
niiglit be, to enforce, in ilw 1 ilt rtage of it, 
that Charge which he had fummed up 
many >tais ago. He proceeded to div'ide 
the fiibjeil ot Prefen»s into two pet iods j 
tliefii (t, the I’ums alledged to l.uvc been ic- 
celved in 1774. 

Mr Fox, in confidering ibis fubjeft, 
faid, that when Mr. H’itings rcinoveil 
M 'homed Reza Cawii, in J772, by order 
of the Couit of Dire6\ors, the Charge of 
the Commons was, that Mr. IliUtings 
had vinaally appointed Munny Begum to 
the office wliich Mahomed Reza Cawn 
ihad held. 

Mr. Dallas had contended, that Mr. 
Haifin»s had done no I'uch thing t on tlie 
contrary, Mr. Halting.'! haU tojlnlly abo- 
I'fhed the office wh'ch Mahomed Reza 
Cawn held; that he had taken upon him- 
lelf and his Council the cntiie manage- 
men,t of the revenues which iVJahotned 
Reza Cavn had cuntioulcd j and thit, in 
fact ami truth, Munny Begum li.id no 
power, except in the houl'ehold of the 
Nabob. 

Mr. Fox then faid, that Miinry Begum 
was (!ie Su pmothei of the N.diob, and 
therilore not lo proper for the gnardian- 


fhip as the Nabob's Motbec* Mr. Fox, 
in this part ol his argument, totally aban> 
doRcd the alTertion of ihjs Commons, 
which was, in fact, that thie Gmernment 
of Bengal wa*! delivered up to Munny Be* 
gum by Mr. H.rltings. 

Aftei a long argument, Mr. Fox came 
to tlie yea/ point of the Charge, which 
was, that unde the appoint¬ 

ment fw floury : Mr. H illings admitted, 
that one lack and a half of rupees had 
been received for entertainment, but which 
the Manager contended was a bribe. 

Mr. Fox fp< nt a conliderable time in 
going into preliimptions as to the other 
lurr-i charged to have been receival •, but 
at lad the whole turned tipon djis I’lun oi 
otioand a half lack of tupees, which Mr. 
Hailings confeiTed to have received, and 
which he never did deny ^lavirg rs- 
ceived*. 

Mr. Fox argued the prefumption of 
Mr. Hailings having been guilty, becanfe 
upon the i^ath of .Qencral Claveiing and 
Colonel Monfon he re>appointed Munny 
Begum to that office, fi om which that Gen¬ 
tleman and Mr. Fr.incis had removed her. 
He recapitulated his argument, and proved 
very fully, that while Mr. Hailings was 
at Moorlhedalnd, in 177Z, he had re¬ 
ceived from the treafury of the Nizam 
zooo rupees a day for entertainment, in 
the fame mannerih.« Loid Clive and Mr, 
Vcrellt had done. Of the B.ibes there 
was no proof} and they reft upon certain 
Papers which wer^ liibinitteJ to the in- 
lpc£lK.n of the Company’s Lawyers in 
1776, who pionounced upon them that 
the Charges could not be true. 


* Molt fortunr4tEly fur thi /’urovr of Rtr. ItpJUng’, and for the caufc of jullice, Mr. FoX 
had the candour to bring foiw.ird a dccifive piece ol tv.dencc m reply, which Mr. Halting,'s 
Couhfcl had molt anxioully wdhed to pioduce, but ic was not difcovered while the Defence 
was depending. 

Mr. Fox called Mr. Wright, the ^-uditor of India Accounts, and afked him t 

^ From the time of Mur Jaflier to the -e^celGcn of Mr. Haltirgs, do there appear any 
allowances for the expencts of an Englilh Governor on the acccurijcs ot the Company f 

A. Noton the account of the Company. Tlie book 1 have before me is c..lled the Treafury 
Accounts with the Nizam's ; th-t is, an entry in the Belah Eflablilhment tor the month ol 
lEuffa Sup, Icventh of the reign, under the head ot Multa Prucka, Paid charge.; of enter¬ 
taining L'ord Clive 23,000.lupsts. For the momli ol Sulf.i Sun, eighth cf the reign, By 
the Hon. Harry Vereill paid Ion for Us dadj charges 9.000 rupees a day, (^6,000 rupees. Thelc 
^rc all the entries prior to the aoceffion oi Mr. Hailings, for the expcnces of that kind. 

Here, then, is proof pofitivc that Mr. Hailings did precifcly what Mr. Vereill (dsicribed 
4»y Mr Burke as one of the honeltell men in the world) and Lord Clive had done before hir^. 
As long as Mr. Hailings was at Moorlhedabad in 177*, lie received, as Mr. Vtrelll had 
done in 1769, 2000 rupees a-day, agreeably ,to annual prailice. It is felf-evident, thereLre, 
jthat whether Mr. Hailings had appo.nted Munny Begum, or the Nabob’s Mother, or any other 
^ perfon, to he guardian of the Nabi;^, be •uruuld squally have received zooo rupees a-day as 
kts.; he remained at MooilltcdabAd. It could not, therefore, bt; a biiit for an appointuiea * 
xo office. 

0^4 Having 
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Hnving conclu^d this part of his cafc, 
Mr. Fox fai<t he ihould now come to tliofe 
prefents which Mr. Haftings had received 
lubfeqiient to the A^l of Parliament, the 
j'cceipt of whicli he publicly avowed, 
as well as his application of them to the 
public fcrvicc. He cont.-nded, that to j e- 
cei.ve preleiits after the Aft of 1773, was 
a^ainft law, and that Mr.-II*ifings nmft 
o? coiirfe l>e found g'ui'v, though licie, 
ceived them with the puieit intentions; 
"but that he Ihould proceed to» ftate the 
ciicumftances under whicli they had been 
taken, and the piefunnption that parts of 
them at lead were iniemlcd, at the time 
they weie taken, to iiicreafe the piivate 
ibriunc of Mr. Haftings, though lie af- 
terwaro’s changed that intention. 

As this was a fubjeft of lome length, 
if it was agreeable to their Lordihips, he 
would break off here. 

As the Court was riling, Mr, Hartings 
moll carneftly implored the Lords to con- 
fider the {late of tiie Seflion—that much 
time had lately been loll, owing to the 
indifpofitlon of the Managers, -and he 
diended the adjournment to another year t 
that the illntr* of one Gentleman, Mr. 
Grey, vyas apparent j and another Hon. 
Manager had applied, as he underllood, to 
poftpone the Trial, on account of indif- 
poiition, fi om Friday lad to another day, 
though he had afterwards feen the Hon. 
Manager in the Park on horfeback: that 
be had been often ill during the Trial, 
and twice lofe from his bed in a very high 
fever to attend in the H.ill. 

He prayed, therefoie, that the Lords 
would go on fo as to finilh in this year; 
and then he did not care how many days 
they frit. 

' Mr, Fox fiid, that in the liuiation of 
the Gentleman at the Bar, he could well 
excuie any warmth of cxprelTion from 
bim that it was true, he had wiitten to 
the Nobir Lord [Lord Kti.'yoN] who 
prelided in the abfence of the eiianfcclior, 
and fail!, ih t though he was leady to go 
on (as Fii'lay lali), yet if it woifid not 
occafion ai y material delay, he wifllfcd 10 
pnllpone it, as he was indilpoftd : that it 
was true he did ride out, which might be 
i'athcr imprudent for a pnfon iivdilpcfed 
as he was; but that, uulefs indiipolfd, 
he would not have expi elTed a dillant willi 
for an alteration of the day. 

Mr Burke ir.fiantly role, and faid that 
Mr. HaftingS was perpetually complain* 
ing} but that if he held one end of the 
chain, the Managers held the other; that 
fivhile they WHO ieiving in this caiile for 
nothing, the Ciiinmal had ninety thou- 


fatid pounds of Nobkilftn’s money in h^l 
pocket. 

The Court immediately lofe. 

Wedsesday, May 11. 

One Hundred andThirtv-Fourtv 
Oay. 

Mr. Fo>; proceeded to animadvert on 
the Dclcnce read by Mi. Haftiiiys to the 
Houfeof Lords ill 1791. He laid, that 
Mr. Mailings, in that Defence, had de- 
claicd, that if lie bad mill-iken the Aft, 
evti y man with whom he had converl'ed 
01 correfpotidcd, had been in-a fimilar er¬ 
ror. Mr. Fox lamented that the Counfel 
CO lid not anfwcr him, but he challenged 
the wliolc woild to difpute bis llatemcnt. 

The alTeitioii of Mr. HHltiiigs was, 
that though the Governcr General was 
piecluded by law from receiving prefents 
for his own ufe and benefit, he ■■light ic- 
ceivc prefents for the Company. In proof 
that iliis nlfeiiion was not true, Mr. Fox 
read two Minutes from General Ciavering 
and Mr. Francis, eftted the 23d ol Ofto- 
ber 1774., in wliicli tl(ey pofiiively de¬ 
clared, that the fair conlbuflioii of the 
Aft was, iliaf no pieftnt whatever, on any 
account, could bp received; that they had 
theinlclves been guided accordingly; and 
that they had aftually refufed prcleiiis, on 
any account, either for themfelves or the 
Company. flow then,” faid Mr. Fox, 
“ can Mr. Hallings date to fay, that all 
the Servants of the Company inilroiillrui.d 
the Aft ill the niamicr he pretended to 
do ?” 

General Clavering and Mr. Francis 
agreed to receive theRoliilla pri?e-inoncy 
as a dcpollt for the Company, and to be 
dil'pofed of bi'reajlcr as the Company 
chole. This was a prefent to the Army; 
and in 178+, in Mr. Pitt’s atlininillraiion, 
that monty gii'cn to the Army.— 
When Genera) Clavering fat in the Chair, 
in the abfence of Mr. Mailings, he re¬ 
ceived a niiEzei" from the Zemindai" of 
Bmdwan, and fent it to the Tieafury. 

Having flaied that Mr. Haftings muflr 
be coiivifted for receiving piefcnts agaitfjl 
law, it living a crime lu 1 eceive prel'ents, 
even ll)pugl> they vverc applied to the pub¬ 
lic fci vice, lie entered into a very long and 
ingenious train of reafoning, in order to 
fhew the prefimption to be, lhat when Mr. 
HaAings received thel'e feveral liims, or 
at lead a part of them, he did really in¬ 
tend t/) .apply them to his own ule. 

■ With le.'ptiiio the defence offeied by 
Mr. Halliii^s's Counfel, in which {Mr. 

LaikinU 
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parkins not being then In EnglanJ) gr-'at 
ftrefs was laid by tliL-m, that he, Mr. I., 
knew every tranl’aftion relative to Mr. 
Ilailings’s concerns, and that It was not 
likely iie would be employed as a coiifi- 
tlant, being high in the iCaft India Com¬ 
pany’s fervice, if the tratifaflions weie 
corrupt; Mr. Fox obferved, that this pre- 
iiimptlon was the principal part of the de¬ 
fence offered by the Counfel; and Mr. 
Haltings, in all his different ftatemeiits, 
had alfeitcd, that Mr. Larkins was regu¬ 
larly acqvtaiiited with every tranfaft.on. 
But when Mi, L. c.imc to be examinetl 
upon oath, he /aid he kifw nothing of 
thefe diffeient matte6 until May 1782, 
long after they had p .(Ted, and only wlten 
a difcovcry of them was likelj' to bojome 
public. Mr. Fox ohinvtd, //ju/ nvbtn- 
("vrr Mr. Hafln:g% hud ixpre^id his 
luf of any thiry. it had turned cut ir- 
roneotts j hut lubeue'Vf he made a pojhii-e 
ajfertion, n tvas aituavs fuife. 

In obterving upon Mr. Larkina’s evi¬ 
dence, Mr. Fox fail!} their Lot dfliips mull 


have obferved a peculiar mode of fpeiking 
and of giving evidence ufed by tliolc Gen¬ 
tlemen who had been in India} lomncb 
fo, that in a Ihort time he doubted not but 
we flioukl have a complete Indian dialeft. 
Many of their Loitllhi_>s knew, that iri 
the Greek Language iheif were f veral 
dialc6ls, among which the Dojic, in par¬ 
ticular, <ielit<hteil in limpiicity, and was 
geiicrally ufed in the Iiidicative Mood t 
but thcpiliur.il fiitiplicitv of (uch a dia¬ 
lect by fio means fmted thof Gcntlemeft 
who lu.d learned their rennement in the 
Eali : they puferred the Optative and Po» 
tenti II jVl' .ods, I umv, I m'^ht, I Jltoidd^ 
but c.ui'i. ntly .ivui.Vd the open fraiiki 
neis of tile Indic.itive, I didy* or I di-M: 
not. 

Kverv thing diat genius and ingenuity 
could d , w.is done by Mr. Fox, in order 
to convince tlie Loids that Mr. tijliingi 
did intend at one time to apply part of 
thcle picilnts to his own ufe *. 

Fm. 


* In a debate which took place in the Iloufc of Peers, on Thurfday May 22, on the Bill 
for allowing Govt inmri.t to take up .me! confine for j limittd time ptrfons fiifpefttd of trea- 
fonable or ftditious pradtices. Lord ThurLw in Ins Sp"ech mentioned “a pamphletf which 
his Lordliiip faid was publilhed by one Debiett .n Picc-itlilly, and which liad th.it day been 
put into Ins hands, rilleilmg highly ujjon the Judges and many Membe-s of that Ilojfe : it 
w'as difgracelul and indecent; fuch aslu- thought never ought to pafs unpumped. He con* 
fidcred tlut vilifying and mijnpufa-tlng the condudl of Judges and Magiftrates entruded with 
the adminillration of jultice and the laws of the Country, vwj u crime of a very heinous na¬ 
ture, moll deftluftive in its confsquLnets, bccaufc it tended to lower t.heni in the opinion 
of ihofo who ought to leel a j>i oper tevci ence and nlpe^l for their high and important ftations j 
and when it was llatt,d to the ignomnt and the wickid, tlut their Judges and MagiftrateS 
W'erc ignor.int and corrupt, it tendid to Iclu-n their rtfpeft for, and obedience to, the Lvjvs 
of the Country, btcaufc they weie taught to think ill of thofe who adminiftered them.” 

The next day (May 23), Mr. Burke cilltd the atteiKion of the Houfe of Commons to the 
above circumftance in the following Speeih : 

“ The litiencc of tlie prefent time., makes it very difficult to talk upon certain fobjcdls in 
which Parliamcnt.iry Order is involved. It is d.fficult to fpeak of them with regularity, or 
to be Blent with dignity or w.fdom. All our proceedings have been conflamly publi/hed, 
according to the difcretion and ability of individuals, with impunity, alinoft ever fince 1 
c.ime into Parliament. By prcfcription people had obt.uned fomething like a right to tltis 
abufe. I do not juflify it. The abufe i, i.ow grown fo inveterate, th.it to puniffi it with¬ 
out a previous notice, would have an appearance of hardffi.p, if not injuitice. 1 liefe pub¬ 
lications are frequently ermiicous .as well as irrcgu!.,!, but uot alw.ay 3 fo : wliat they giVe as 
Reports and RefoJutions of this Houfe, has'e foinetimes been la.rly given. 

“ ft has mi been uncommon to attack the pioceedmgs of the Heufe itfilf, under colour 
of attacking thefe irregular publications} and the Houfe, notwithftand.ng this colourable 
ple3,*l;as, in fome inftances, proceeded to puniffi the perlbns who have thus infulted it. 
When a coinpI.aint is made of a piratical edition of a work, the author adm.ts that it is );is 
work that is thus piratically publifhed ; and whoever attacks the work itfclf m thefe unau- 
thonfed publications, does not attack it lefs than if he had attacked it in an edition authorifed 
by the writer. 

“ I underAand, that in a Place which I greatly refpeft, and by a Perfon for whonn I have' 
likewife great refpeft, a pamphlet pubhfhtd by a Mr. Dcbrctt has been very heavily celt, 

• 

-f- The Report of Committee of the Managers of the Houfe of Comnions appointed to * 
jnfptdl the Lards’*Journals, See. [See the SupriEMENT arvexed to thii TriaE.] 


furt 4 . 



( ”8 3 


FniDA-ft, May 23. 

OsR Hundred and ThiRFv-Fifti# 
Day. 

Mr. Taylor commenced his obfervi- 
tions upon the Clmges relative to tlie 
Contrafts. At fix the Hononrahle IMi- 
nagcr informed the Court, t!):it he fiiould 
r^tiire, at lead, an hour Jon;-',ti to pc form 
his duly; upon which t'le ll^ul’c adjourned 


to tlie Upper Chamber, and deferred th« 
fuiuicr pioceedings to 


Tuesday, May 27. . 

One Hundred and Thirty.Sixth 
Dav, 

Mr. Taylor, !/, a Speech of two limirs 
lengili, completed tlie Cliajges icipcain" 


That pamphlet, I hear ffpr 1 have not read it), purpoits to he a . j l 

your Comm-ttecs to this Kou.^-. Jt has hcen cenfu^cd (as I am told . hy’rhritrfou 

the Hltc#? I hnvp mpnrmnpeJ m U .../v_1 _ - _ • * ^IIOH 


fiired. 

one of your < 

and ,n the Place I have mentioned, in veiy harth and vcr/unqual.fvd terms ’k 
A id, and fo far very truly, that at all times, ard pamcul.irly at^dds J 7” 

the prefervation of order and the execution of ti.e law, thL the char-4-,s 
of the Judges of the Courts in Weftmirfter Hall (hould be kept in tlw h,7 di .it ‘ 7'*^“ 
fpeft andnrverence; ar.d that in this pan-.phlet, deferihed by Uk name of' l! 'i" r-T' 

rafiem and conduft of th.fe Judges upon a late occafion liad been afperfed; .s’ 'I If. who*' 
Ignorance or comiption. • *>-iijaig iiom 

1 think it impoflible. combining all the eircumft.mces, rot to fuDoofe that tine r. 
does not rtfleftupon a Report wluch. by .an order o, the Committed on wi ch i f 
I had tne horrour ot prcfcnting to this Houfe. For .my thine imcrcor r n tint r. ^ ^ i 
refponfjhle, as well as the oth-. r .Mt-mhe rs cf the Cc; m i ttet w, t4 h r * 3 ^ ^ ■*''* 

wiao.» of II., Hoofe, tU, „p„., Ml, ,mTo * „■? 

merit may feem moft expedient, ri th.t you mav ro^ • n n r,., , i. ' - ^ urjuug- 

r.'* h '•“■■■■' "r.'“ 

done as duty in n.,king that Renou. i .a,n < f op;n,u, wit.n the ern nei i k ’ . 

R,po„ „ .hi.0,, iL c\T7 

auhsA-ity tf the Judg^.s. Th-, howev.., does not depend on n . topuRivc the 

Jt is Bcu.ffu> to prtf.rve the dignity ,.nd r (pert cf all the corLut.onal utl- 

too, deprnd, upon ourf Ivts. It is ncced.i v to pufcive the rtfiHa due to il.,! w T 

Lftfds : a is fuU as receffiry to prcfei vi. tn rtfptdl due to i v Hovfe of ( n n « 

which .whatever may be theught ot us by fomc pvrfons) ihc we-gla a d lorj JVlI 7^“ 

authontits within th:.s k.ngrfo.n cfl;nt,..::y deo. nd. if the power of the 1 u.r7«fr ''''' 

isdegraded or enervated, no othe, can liard: We niuR . ZJ to 0^7 

»m^t.rr upon any of our Members wl a abufe the t.tiR we plS m Ihe . ’w" 

port toefe who, wnliout regard to eonr.qm nces, [ irfo.;-i their duty 

fi Man.ii-e:s, and for inylelf, J rnull t ,y,’th..t the Report w-.s de 

^tatelyinadr, and does not, .is I conct.ve. eont.iin ■-inyvrryniareri.ilenor,noranyundue^or 
ii^ecenCrefl.«ion upo.i any perfe,n. Jt rioes ne t aecufe the Judges of ignorance or cor,uptio7 
W.aiever it fays, it dots not f.iy calunmioiiny. '1 his kind ot J.iHgu .ge belongs to pwfoM 
eloquence entitles thein to a lue ufe of epithets. 'I Jie Repori iLtes, tl.ft the- Judges 
Kd given tlMir opimons^ur./.jF, comiary totlit alinoft unintenupted tenor of Pailuimentarv 
jfage on fuch occafions. It Hates, tliat the opinions were given not u-ion ihn r i. ^ 

yr 1. ay o;;r:,;r4rifr; 

eiviij. „ ri, r th, jfcujc rf Vc^r^orr. Jt itates, that the Committee did not’ know 

-rviM r„L, andprrna^h, tk, Jrrdg.-JU duhUd^aj.s, as they neither heaid the^ 

J™ r r detcimmations of the Lords- and 3 

-donor thin.e fuch a mode of proue-lmg ;it all .ud.fud by the ino.l nuimrous and theb^ 
pncedents. None of thefe fentiments are the Cominittee. a^ j corce,wW^rTr i" » . ‘. 

as any of them), difpofed to rrtra« or to folKii m the fmalleJl degree ^ ^ ^ 

** The Report fpeaks for iefeIf. mt-.r or, lhall h,-,■ ■ ■ ■ 

coBftitutiooil principles, which this Houfe conta.ns'w.tb.n itfclf,^ alH^wl !cb'“rhofe *^I 
evt/contain; and in the afliflance which it yviJI not i.i l to fF^pH p r ’ ! ’ * ’ ** * 

intention, do their beA to maintam the tiRntial Tnv hvii of rl« h T 
cf r.iri;amer.t, and the public Juftice of the KinX;' 

No reply or obfervation was made on the fuhita by atiy other Member. 

the 
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the ColUrafVs. He partirultrly dwelt 
upon thole given by Mr. H.iltings to Sir 
Eyre Coote and Mr. Aiirlol, which he held 
to be in direfi: contradi^Vion to the Ail of 
Farl’.aijieni, and the exprefs orders of the 

Com I of DIretlors.-In the cor.clulion, 

he iccapituiatcd the lois to the Company 


as follows: 

Mr. Benn’s opium contrail* 
.Mr. Sullivan* 

Mr. Young, 

Sir Eyre Coote's bullock con- *) 
trail, - J 

Lofs to the Vizier on ditto, 

Mr. Auriol’s contrail for rice,"^ 
&e. (allowing him a fair > 
profit of five pet cent.) J 
Mr. Belli, (aliofvt'iog twenty per ) 
cent.) . j 


£• 
76,000 
46,000 

2Z,000 

260,006 

83,000 

33,000 

34>oca 


Total, 554,000 
Mr. Taylor made an admiraik ciofe. 
He read, with great einp'hafis, aiui won¬ 
derfully well, a part of Mr. Halh'ngs’s 
I'peech in the Lords in i7(;i, m which, 
turning to the Uoufe of Commons, he 
faid, with flioiig maiks of indignation in 
ms countenance— 

I To the Commons of England, rn 
^ whole name I am arraigned tor defft- 
“ lating the provinces of their dominion of 
“ India, 1 dare to reply, that they are, and 
thsir Reprefentatives aiimially peifill in 
telling them fo, the molt flouiithing of 
'* all the States of India —it was 1 made 
“ them fo. 

“ I gave them all., and you have re- 
“ ^warded me with eofififcatiote, dijgracc, 
“ and « life of impeachment." 

Mr. Taylor utfiinied that on this elo¬ 
quent palfage Mr. Haltings liad very iin- 
jullly attacked the Commons j but, unf 'er- 
tunatelj/t Mr. Taylor omitteii to prove 
that the attack was unjiiil—that is to fay, 
he did not attempt to difprove any one 
afrertion of Mr. Huflings; and, therfore, 
the meie (leclai ing that the charge preteried 
by Mr. Haliings againll the Commons is 
ttnjif, leaves the matter jull as it vras 
Mfc|/brr Mr. Taylor fpahe. 

Mr. Taylor, after biinging his fpeech 
to a concltifiun, called upon their Lord- 
fliips* principles and feelings, on which he 
faid he had the molt firm reliance, to decide 
in fuch a manner as would fatisfy their ovbn 
confcience, and bed anfwer the ends of 
fubftantial jutlice. 

The Court adjourned at five, and order¬ 
ed the Trial to proceed again the next day. 


Wednesday, May*28 to Monday 
June 16*. 

One Hun6red and Thirty- 

Seventh Day, &c, 

« 

At half pall one o’clock their Lordflilps 
entered the Il.ill, when 

Mr. ftiiike proceeded to make the final 
reply on the part of the Commons. He 
fiid, that this great and imjiortant buli> 
nefs, which had lb long engaged the atten¬ 
tion of lift fii It Councils of the Nation, was 
di awing to a ciofe. When he conlidered 
how near the period was when their Lord- 
fhips wcuild he called upon to pronounce 
tlicir Judgment in this Cale—when he 
conlideriil m Wow great a degree the honour 
of the CoiiunfHis of Gieu-Biitain de¬ 
pended upon the convidlio^lp’ the Pritbner' 
at the Hai, he could not tliink of the event 
of this long-piotilifted Tiial without 
treiTtbluig. One of the Counlel for the 
Jli-feiuhint had ilated to their Lordfhips^ 
that the ('ommons had only brought Mr. 
Ilallings befoie that Ccuit to clear up 
Ibme ilouhiful poiitis, and that they (the" 
Managers) niuti feel ihciulelves happy it 
he Ihoiilvl be .ibleto ellablilh his innocence 
before the woi Id.—Such an idea he begged 
in the moll pointed manrer todifclun. 
"^I'lie Commons of Orcai-Biilain did not 
come ilicre to Iblvc aprobkmi they came 
tiiere to convict Guilt, and to allill the 
cjuli: ot Jultice. The acciifatlon ot Mr, 
Haliings was r-'t adopu-d by the Coni- 
nions in a iniiTy: it w is nut done in com¬ 
pliance wi'ih popular clamour, by winch 
ibmeilines even the gravelt aud mod cau-J 
tio'.i'^ populiii alTeiTiblics may be I'waycdj 
but it was the refult of long and laboiious 
inquii y, of inmiite and accurate jnveltiga- 
lion- -riicrefore, to acquit the Prifoncr, 
would be to convifl the Commons of 
Pfngland of deliberate fyilematic eiior.—* 
Bctoie the Commons biought this Im¬ 
peachment to the Bar of the Houle of 
Lords, they had fpent years in tiieexami- 
naiion of every paper, cvciy document 
which could thiow light upon this X'ubjefl. 
In the year 1782, a dringof Relulutio»» 
were pioptofed to the Houfe cf Commons 
by the then Lord Ailvocate of Scotland/ 
now one of His Majefty’s Piincipal Se¬ 
cretaries of State t thofe Refolutiuns, ar¬ 
raigning the conduct of the Defendant, 
wete agiecd to by the Houfe; they weic 
then ref ei red to aCommittee, and theRepprt 
of that Committee cotTefponded with the 
former dcteimination of the Houle.——' 


• ★ Mr.Burke continued his Speech ninodsys, viz. on May *t, 30, June 3, 5, 7, ii, 12, 
14, and 16 ; and wtiich, for the Take of givina ic with the greater perCpicuiiy, we h ve ihoiwn 
into one aniaterruptc-d cotmedled nartacive. 

Not 
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conlejlt with tlij/s, hy an unparalleled 
iiifiance oi camion and clrcuinfpi£lK)n, the 
inat'.er was refened tosiiochcr Committee, 
who made a Kept^i t of a limilar teiideitry, 
When, after liich' an invcftii'atton, the 
}ioule ot Commons felt iUelt bound, in 
■ irder to vindicate the honour of the Bi iiilh 
ijme in India, folcmtiiy to atcule Mr. 
fallings, he finely did in-t eo too f.ii in 
lying, that the dignity, the tii.-rnaeij nay, 
erhaps, the very exillence vt li n braiirh 
•fthe Legiflature would depriid isi-on l.is 
Jonviftion —He therefore begged to dif- 
flaim that falfe candour imputed to liim 
iy the Comifel, and to fay, that it (he 
|(Olj|d baldly biin;< liis heart to think ct or 
ongne.to exprcls the idea)—it their 
ffliips ilio’dd feel thcmlclvcs juHifit-il 
intequitting 4||^ liallinos-—If it flioulj 
ppneai to them^tnat inllcad of proficuting 
a great delnupient, the C .nimons had been 
piofetutnu; net only an innocent but a 
merit''I lous man, then In- and his Ftliow- 
JllaTi''?,*-’'*’fioni the Bai co¬ 
vered with fliame and confiilton : Bui 
when he confidcitd tlie cvidci'Ce hi ought 
by the piifoner in aufwcr to tlie Ch.ugts 
brought by the Commons, lie could not in !p 
lookiugupoiifuchaiiacfjiriil.ilasimpotlibic. 

It woiiiJ now be iiectliaiy tor him to 
ftate to their Loidfliips the ftaic of the 
Profcrntlon. Tiic Conimoiir. iiad, out of 
an irrmei.fe mafs of tiiminaiity, iLleih d a 
quantity of mattL-v, wliicb they aiianged 
into twenty Articicb of Accnf'tion againft 
thtPiifoner. Inmaking thiskledion, he 

J not fine that they li.'.d rot kit behind 
nhiinde of fails of equal atiocity with 
e they had brot gbt forward—But the 
r.agei h forefteing the probable length of 
she '] lutl, and anxious to do eveiy thing 
in their power to fliorun it, without in- 
jiiiing the caufe of JiilHce, went to their > 
Conlfilnents, and alktd leave to make 
inch a further comprt/llon as they thought 
would tend to obtain that objeil; in con- 
tqiience of which the Chat ges were re- 
eluted to foin } the two liift, viz. the 
ijenaics and ihe B gulu Charges, tending 
to !hew the violence and tyiaiii y of the 
Pefendapi j • nd the oilier two calculated 
to difplay Ins infaiiable avaiicc and cor¬ 
ruption, and the fcandsloiis means be ui'ed 
to obtain his purpoi'c, ai d to conceal his 
frime,—It was not hi* intention to trou¬ 
ble tlieir Cordlhips with any obleivalions 
Vponilwfe Charges which had been fpoken 
tQ with fucli jriinite abi.iiies by his 
Ib'Ot.bcr Mapagtis} of thofc abilities he 
£)utd fay no inoic than that they were 
^ual to tlie liilk—moi e he ctuld pot fiy of 
tlltm. Indeed, the confideraiion qf the 


great talents requi/ife to explain am! eif- 
force filch an import.ant fiibjecl, woultf 
have dcteiicd him from flanding forwaid 
ill this bulinefs j but he had a duty para¬ 
mount to any feelings of his own, vix. hii 
duty to the Houfe of Commons, who had 
coni.iiaiulcd iiiin to uiidertake tlie office.-- 
The Houle of Commons thought, perhaps, 
th^i dultry would irrake up for the want 
o^fci.ities, and therefore .apuointed him 
a ^Pin iger.—Avoiding, theicfore, every 
llimg which had already been difculfed, he 
lliould confine his obfei vatioiis ‘o four 
points, VIZ. ihedemeanour cf tlie Prilbnec 
at tnu Bin during the com i'e of this Trial— 
the pimaipks winch he had laid down, and 
upon which he founded his juitification—the 
means by which liis flefencc h.ad been fup- 
pc i red, and the telfimonies which had been 
bioiight fill ward in li.pporf of thofc means. 

With rclpeft to tlv;fii(l of tliofe tour 
p.'iints, VIZ. the demeanour of the Piifoner 
•■'•iiitig the coiiife of the Trial, he thought 
it tdfVided ground of the moft ierions ob- 
ferv'ition. It war fucii .1 conduct as he was 
line had never been held by any perlbii 
ffiiulnig in ihc l.imt awful predicament 
with tlie piifoner: it wis not the boldnefsj 
of coiilcic'iis innocence, but the infolenccl 
of hardened guilt. He wiflicd their Lord- 
fbips to examine tliefondiuTt of cveiy per- 
ion who h.id llooii in pe,iciicd before them, 
and to compaie it v ith th u of the Piifoner 
—fiom tli.u of (lie Di.ke of bufFolk, I.ort! 
Bacon, Loid M..cciesficld, down to the 
Smiiggleis who weie iinpc-ched in the 
I'.eign of Willi.im III. and they would 
find thot Inch infolcnt and dating de- 
nH'.inour bad never before been ddplayed. 
Their Louifhips would lecollrdf the name 
of Lord Vet uiam—In knowledge, to fpeak 
of every thing the moll pi ofouml—1 n learn - 
ing, of cveiy thing the moft various and 
cxte'nfive—in difcoveiy, of every thing the 
molt enlightened and the moft penetrating, 
was to mention Lord Veruiam. This 
min, whole Icaft diilinflion was, that lie 
was a Peer, a Chancellor, and the ion of a 
Chief Jiiftice—this great man was not 
exempt f 1 om fiailty, The Commons dil'||g 
covered fomc Ipofs in this fun, and im* 
prached him : how did he conduct him- 
lell f With humilityi with a confeioufnefs 
of his fitiiation, with contrition; not- 
withftanding which, the Court fined him 
40,0001. — a fmn equal to ioo,oool. at 
the pieknt day. It was not his wilh that 
the Defendant ftiould be abjeft, ftiould be 
mean ; he only wifiied him to condudh 
himfelf. with decorum to the Court who' 
tHed him, and to the Body who profecuteij 
hiiii—But inftead of this, inflead of at* 

tempting 
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itHipting to refute the Charges brought Copying Clerks. Ifponenveftigating thi 
•againfthim, his whole Defence confilted ciicuttiftance, he found that the Dire6toi 
of recriiflinatory acctif'ittions aga nit the of the EalbIndia Company had given d 
Commons, and of tellimony to his cha. tedions that Mr. Hailings ihould hai 
rafter .-^The charge which he made copies of whatever papers he plea fed gratis 
againlt the Managers for tlie Commons x-therefoie the pretended charge ot 6ooc 
was, that they had ufed tlie moit hai fli and was utterly unfounded, 
violent language agair.ft hisn.-i-In anfvver Mr. Burke, hdving argued thefe poir 
to this he would iav, tlut the Manager^ m'lch at length, came to the fecoml he; 
Lcxtine there to maintain the caufe of Trutl^l which he had mentioned in the bcginnii 
and were thereloix obliged to life the.lanwof his Speech, viz. the piinclple he hi 
giiage of'riiitli. Tiie language of the laul down,' and upon which he found' 
Commons of Cicat-Biit.iin was ruftic, his jullificaiion. This principle was, th 
blit iiitelliglbl,.'; tliey had not Icaint the hevviHied their Loidlliips to underibn 
iefinenient of Indian cciniption.—'I'he that the people of India were a lace 
Managers were acciHed o( u ling language to beings fo much below the reft of Mankin 
Mr. Haftings r.s crolii as'ibat applied to that they had no fenfe of honour, no notii 
Sir Walter R iWigh, Sir \Valar Raleigh of equity and juftice; that they had .alwa' 
was aman of Icaining, a p.ic.it Siddier, and lived in the moft abjefl: ttart'of Haver 
great Mar.nir: to apply t'ne C|dthet of without propeity, real, peifonal, heritabl 
“ a Spider ot Hell” to Inm was abfiird, or of any kinil whatever j that in India, 
and wellfnikd to the ped intt-doipiejiceof life the words of Mr. Haftings, thepow 
the man who iifed ii. liut if Sn V/alter of the Sovereign was eve y thing, t 
Raleigh had been guilty ol coiMiption, of tights of the People nothing. Such w 
peculation, of the mdl mean and fcaiida- the principle upon which Mr. Ilaftin 
foils piaftices, fncli ihol.: imputed to rtlled his D--fence, and it v;as Worthy 
Mr. ll.illiigf, Sir Rda.irii Coke would hint; but he wouhl Ihew to their Lor 
have tiiec uioiV agandf ducoidm than blips, by fnch a mals c.f authority as m' 
a^inft tiiith in git mg liln, fneh an appel- foice conviction, that it was ineVerypar 
lation. It was the gieat misfoi tune of cnlnrunfcunded. Inftcad of their havi 
the picfciitage, and not h mg con lil more no (Infe of honour, their feelings upon tl 
yftrougly piove its dc^en-.i.icy, that line point were the moft acute, perhaps, of a 
and emollient names weie appliid to bad people j and innumerable inltancts ini^ 
aJlions : a vvoin:,n guilty ofadiiltciy, is be cited to prove it: he could menti 
c galiant\ the ili in who t.omn,i:ted it cales in which VV'omeii in India, who f 
IS always in the Ficncli, and often in the been acciil'ed and acquitted wnh hobo 
Englilli language, called a man of good had put anend totheir exiftenc^,’not bei 
jortune. But the Managei« foi the Corn- able to furvive the dilgrace of having bt 
mons would pever Ihew luth a falR, dan- accnled. He could fliewinll tnceseven 
geroiis, ami r.(>vcl-h,kf I'ynipatliy, VVlieo coinnion Soldiers of tint Country, w 
tlicy wcie tiefciibiiig alloc:ous guilt, they having been condemned for crimes, c< 
would life adequatetcims. To tbe charge tended who lliuulJ flrlt be blown from 
of delay bioiiglit againic the Maiiag'-rs by nicuth of the caunon, maintaining tl 
the Cotu.fel, Itc v'otild only fav, that the fionour in pnnilhineiu. In Ihoit, 
Mausgpfs wvre only lelponfihle to the hiltones of that Country were .full 
Body that lent them, to whom they h;id cafes, every one proving thediieft nej 
cxplaiiicd ihfir conduil: but lie defied th6 live of Mr Hiftings’s affertion. T 
Counfel to l3y* lb‘t any delay pit judicial they bad no lenle of Laws, no righi 
to Mr. Haltiiigs had been cauicd by the pi open v, was an aftertion equally daf 
'*''anagers, ami equally fdie 5 and upon this fub 

^^Mr. Buike ilien adverted to a Petition h,e woitlil beg to refer thttr Lordflup; 
^efeixtul at .an caily llageof the Tiial by Mr. flsllied’s Book, out of the mO 
Mr. riallings to the Houfc of Lords, in paid f«>r the tianfLttlon. of which i 
which he ftates the expences incuried by Haftings. hadcheueJ Nubkiffen. *] 
him prcviniMo the commencement of the B >1 k, w h'ch contains a moft iccufated, 
Trial to be jo,oool. Comparing this with, of the Gentoo Laws, not only proves 
the cxpence incuri id by the Commons, it they have property, and laws to regula 
tfppeai^ to hint enormous; he therefore i^iit proves as much founded tipon ju 
nade very particular inquiries upon the ^d reafon, aAd containing as many 
fpbjrff, and he was prepared to fay,, that diitlin£i:ions,even aa our own boafted C 
&e aflertion in th.tt Petition wjt* falfe-~ Mr. Burke then cited paflages fre 
iinv item of the 3&,oool. was £eooi. for Variety of Onenu\ Authors^ proving 
fatLT VU. 3 
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right of property wi India, and {hewing fliould appear that there had been any 
that' that property had been refpe^le'd by thing unnecefTary in the couiTe of this ' 
the greateil Princes and Conqueiors, by Trial, he had pledged himfelf to prove, 
Tamerlane, Gengis Khan Kliowli Khan, that fuch delay could not be imputed to 
and others.—“ But," faid Mr. Burke, the Managers. As to the charge-ot in- 
** the Counfel have fancied that we com- gratitude which the Prifcncr had thought 
pared Mr. Haliings to ramerlane and proper to make againft the Commons, he 
“ .others, and they have told your Lord- (Mr. Haftings) had, towards the dole of 
** Ihips of the thoufands of men flaugh- jus Defence, entered into tt copious detail 
*• tered by the atnhiiion of thofe Piinces. H his ewit met its; it would be iheiefbre 
“ooJGodl have they loll their fenfes ? ^ffoper tor their Lovdfhips to take into 
'an theyI'ippofe that vve meant to com- their confidcration what was the nature of 
»are a maker of Bullock-contraftswith tlioieboaiiedlei vices,and howfartlieycouli 
Tan illullrioiis Conqueior? We never be taken intoeilimation as proofs of pofitive 
'Icompared Mr. Haitings to a Lion or a merit on the one hand, or, 91T the other,.^ , 
Tyger j we have compaied him to a how far they Could be ufed as a fet-off or 
“ at 0/ a Wcafel. When we afTimiiate a mitigation of the crimes laid to his 
•n to fucli contemptible animals, we charge. And here the demeanour of the 
do not nis.an to cruivey an idea of their Piilbntr came pioperly in, as a ftrong 
incapability cf doing injury. When indication of what mud have been, and a 
Pharaoh was to be puniftted, it was by proof that the conduit of the Defendant 
Locuds, by Lice, which, though fmnll in India could hardly have been governed 
' and contemptible, are capable of the by motleiMtion ; fur when their Lordlhipa 
greateil mifchlcfs." had wiinelTed the exuberant piide and 

-Mr. Burke, on May $0, proccc-cie 1 .— daring ptefumption of the Prilbnei wheh' - 
le faid that on the former day (Vl.iy 28), fianding beloie the mod awful Tribunal < 
dien he had the hoi'ioiii ofadiirdling the r in the world, nnd accuj'cd by that Body 
.ordlhips, he had fubm'tteil to llicm (uch of Men it was molt his duty to bow with 
-blervations as he tliought nectfiary upon reverence and refpefl to, what might not 
wo important points, viz. the dcmeiiiuur their Loidfiiips conceive his pride and 
■f the Prilbner dining the comfe of this cruelly to have been, when armed with 
Trial, and the principles upon whii.h his aimed unlimited powi'c over the weak and • 
Jcfence was iounded. He lud /hewn to tlefencclel's, when unreitrained, as he pro- 
heir Lordfhips, that ti ls demeanour was tvd'ed iiimfelf to be, by any Law, and 
f a nature peife£tly umirual diid unknow n when elated with the plenitude of uiurped 
n the annals of Parli imt-nt. He had Soverngnty ? 
ewii, that men the mod dillingviifhed for The Prifoner therefore having, as he 
nk and for abilities, had, v^/iien ca'Icd would Ihew in the cuurfe of what he had to 
fore this High Court, toiidu^lcd thcin- fay to their Ixjtcllhips, reded his Defence, 
elves with humility, rerpcd’t,.ii)d decency; not i-n a denial of the Chaiges brought 
nJ he had coiuralted the conduct of thole agwind him, hut on a judification ol the' 
nen with the prefiimptionand inloiencc o{ various .i^ls upun which the Charges 
he Priioner—his prefuinpiion in making were founded, the queition tor the conli- 
a recriminaloi-y charge upon the Cum- delation of their Lordllups’dcterinin-aiioa 
inons—and his iniblence, in acculing thim ceafed to be an iffue of I*afl, and became 
of malice and black ingratitude to him; an iiTue ot Law'. Their Lorddiips, he 
for the Prifoner had not attempted to de- was lure, would concur with him, when 
tend himielf by aiifw-cring the Charges he laid it down as a clear and indifputable 
brought againd him by the Commons, propofition, that all powers of Sovereignty^ 
but on the Gontraiy veded his whole de- were either dilcretlouary and arbitrary, or 
fence on reciimtiiation, charging the limit'*d.—In the fird cafe, where the power 
Commons with iiijudice ill their Impeach- veiled in the Sovereign was atbitrary^ 
ment, and on the otlwr hand both the there being no pofitive written Law t» 
Commons and their Lorddiips with delay guide him, the peribn exerciling that 
in the T'ial. With rdpeft to the impu- power was bound to govern his coudufl by 
tation ot injudice, he hoped that accufa- lound political morals: on the other hand^ 
tson was already anfwered ; ami as to the where the power was limited, and La>% 
bharge of delay, the Managers for tfc applied, he was bound to keep within thP 
Commons of Gieat-Britain didnotcon exact limits of that power, and to be 
jpiye themicives at liberty to account m governed by the drift letter of that Law, 
their conduft before any other Body than In applying this general principle to the 
ihetf before wliom^ if it cafe cf the Prifonei> Mr, Burke proceeded 
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to dcmooftrate, that Mr. Haftings was “ the Law by arotlirr Jireach of ihe Law, 
bound, in the dU'chajge of his important “ and would vindicate his illegal accept- 
duty of Goveinor-Gencral of India, to “ ance of coiiupt piefents, by alleging 
make the Statutes of Great-Britain the tf'c diftreffed and exhaulkd date ot the 
ruleothiscondiia, asfai as they applied; “ Company’s finance-*, winch had been 
and where they w-ere dificient in their “ caul’ed by his own unlawful prodigality 
application, he was hound to adopt the “ and vicious application of the Com- 
laws, rights, fianchifes, and piivileges of “ pany’s tieafures^ to hisfavouiite iyifem 
the Country he governeil, as the guide of ** of Corruption.’' ^ 

his conduit; and where they failed, ife _ Mr. Burke next entered into a dilquifi- 
upon the hi oid principles of the L^w tion upon the nature ot Government, 
ef Nations, as in all cales with Foreign of which'we lament our inability to give aA 
Powers. Thcfe, Mr. Burke laid, made adequate idea ; but we will endeavour, as 
the grounds of the prefent inquiry. To ntaily as we can, to give the geiieialfcope 
cai ry this retifwning home to the cafe of of his i cafoning. ^ - 

Mr. H'lftings, he would remind their ^ He tint laid it down as a general priflcM 
Lordlliipsot whaihe was I'ureihey very well that all Law and all Sovei^jgnty 

knew, that Mr. Hallings, being the fer- derived fioni Heaven ; tor if the LawS* 
vmt of the Kaft India Company, was evciy Naiioii, tiom the moll limpie and W- 
bound by the Statutes of England which cial ol the mult baibaious People, up to the 
erc6led that Company, to obey the ord-ers wil’clt an<l m ni ialntaiy Laws of the moft 
of the Court of Diirilois, without pre- refineJand ndightered Societies, from the 
fuming in the iiu ftmiimie article to ileviate HkineLtiws haiuied down to us in Hofy 
from tlioi'c orders upon his own rerponllbi- t'ir, down tot lie nie.meil loi ms of earthly 

lity. “But fee, my Lords," laid he, inlUtution, were attentively examined, they 
“ how Mr. Hallings has thought proper be fiomd to bicaihe but one Ipirit, 

“ to comply with thole Laws: he not o'-e piinciplc, equal diftribiilive jullic* 
** only refills them, hut avows openly that between man and man, and tlie pi\>ti6Iion 
“ he did not think himlell bom d to pay individual fio.n the encroachments 

“ obedience to them. He treats ilie Ads die roll. Phe univeilality of tnispi in 
l our Pailiament with contempt, ami, ciple piovcd its orig.n. Out of this lU’in' 
in the place of the wife and lalutary cipie Laws aioie, lor the execution of 
** regulations of our Laws, fuhllitutes his "’hith Sovereignty was ellablilhed ; and 

“ own aihilraiy and tyrannical will.- inai ptmeipU-, thole Laws, and 

«» No, my Lords, Mr. Haftings difdained diat Sovereignty, weie thus evidently dc- 
to be bound by the Laws of this Conn- rived h orn CiOU. , 

“ try, or even to be refti ained by thole of dicn Laws and Sovereignty were w 

Gengis Khan, Kliouli Khan, or Ta- oed, as being the gift of Got) for the H 
merlane, who, though Tyrants, re- «efil or the People; and if the Laws ^ 
“ fpefted the Laws and prelerved the Sovereignty of India were, as he contend^ 
*« Property of thole Countries which they diem to be, founded upon the lame princi- 
“ conquered, but takes for example ihofe pic of Univerlidjuftice, then Mr. Haftings, 
who had become Traitors to their So- “s » Bntilh Governor, lent, not to conquer 
** vereigns, that they might he theTyi ants or exiirpate, but to piefeive and cherilh, 
“ of the people—Coftim Aly Klnii, Su- was bound to proteit the People ot that 
jah ul Dowlah, and all thofe Ufnrpers Country in the ulc of tliofe Laws, and Ihield 
** and Tyrants, whofe piiriciples being Sovereignty from encrojchmeiu <u 

« more congenial to his own, weredecni- ofurpation. How ignominioully he had 
ed more worthy of imitation. Tliefe aacd, in direil comradiaioB to that duty, 
are the Laws which he followed, ihefe l'*y Lordlhips, in evidence un- 

are the I.avvs which he would preferve, J efuted by any contradiHory proof; and. 
by inducing your Lprdfliips tofanflioii indeed, up.denicd. 

tliem with of your approbation,’’ Hallings had aflerted, that he hat 

[Here Mr. Burke read from parts of the got the Genioo Code ot Laws tranllated a 
Pcfenceof Mr. Haftings, pafiagus fttiiiig, Wsown expence; if it were lb, ’tweegood 
that whenever he thought the Laws of and he fiiould have approved ol lucli gene 
kJEngland militated againft the inuicfts of ^pfity ; but how did the ta6l really appear 
Pthc Company, he was at lilwirty to violateffo far from paying foi the tranflation,' ^ 
them.] “ And thus,” laid Mr. Burke,the pious perlon who devoutly llolej 
, •* heendeavourstoavailhimfelf of htsown ^ible, that he might read theSenpturesj 
wrong, attempts to juftify one breach of he defi-auded the Rajah Nookifteii of if 
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and thus by a douJ)lc ilroke of ingenuity, 
he contrived to acquire both reputation and 
money.—It theii Lurdfhipsweieot opinion 
with hinS) and he thought they would liSrdly 
dil'agree with him, thai fwindliug of money 
was bad, I'urely they mult allow, that the 
1 ‘windliiig of glory and fame to which he 
ha.d no pretenllons, was not only tqually 
atrocious, but infinitely more mean.— 
Whether, however, Mi. Halrings paid for 
the traiiflalion or not, they weie certainly 
’dedicated to him: and here the charge 
becomes heaviei agamll him; for it was 
robable he nevtnead them, or, if he h id, 
ad a6led in diiect v:< lation of them •, for 
Jieii Loriifliips would pnceivelie was iii-t 
'ornc out in any one of his n^s by tlie 
' tutii qsconiHineu in (hat Code: A. d 
If the learned Counicl were as well IkilUd 
in the Gentoo Law (which he was lorry to 
perceive they were not) as they were iu 
the Laws of their own Couiuiy, ilioy 
wou’d fiwl it equally difficult to del’tnd 
their Client in ciihor. If, however, tlie In¬ 
dian Lawscqntainedwithin tlum princ pits 
f auguft and qrbitiaiy inltilulion, which 
by no iqeans admiittd, thole cxcepii.ms 
• their geneial tendency fhould be pio- 
duced as a jullilication tor a ptilun aCemg 
in the iituation of Mr. H.ilt.ngs; toi he 
relied upon it, that no example of violation 
OroppiefTion, however lar.dluoiiej by the 
great talents or ului ped rank of any Ty¬ 
rant, fliould be admitted as a juftification 
pf a 3 'itilb ^love.nor, thougli that Go¬ 
vernor had the audacity to plead it as an 
excufe, and to follow it as an example. 
All tiieie fafts, he faid, were in evidence 
Before th^jr J^oidihips; and in all thi-fe’ 
crimes tl.eir Loidlhips were called upon 
hy the Piifoner to concur. 

Me* Burke next laid, that Mr. Haftings 
haei, by rei)ing upon the example’s of thole 
Chiefs alluded to, fec-med to conceive him- 
felf inveltt’d with Soveieign Power, apio- 
pofition vyhich he conceived utterly un¬ 
founded, beciiqfs he was only the Set vant 
sf the £a 4 -India Company, who could 
not delegate to him Soveieign Power, be- 
saufe they did not pcfl'els it theinlelvcs : 
their I ight was deiived fiom, andconftned 
within the Chai tu’ granted by Parliament; 
•hey therefore having no Inch light in 
ihciii, could not delegate it to Mr. Hal', 
lings. Sovereignty was of a nature, taken 
n its abftiafl lenlc, that would'not admit 
)f delegation. In England it was placed 
blely in the hands of tne King, who waA 
iovereign over the Lords and over 
.oi^oions eolleflively and individualijH 
|(c’'Sovereign i'ower v/3s entiullcd 


him for the public benefit, but it was ut? 
teily impoffible that he could delegate it 
wholly and completely to any otj^peifon. 
But the prifoner, as if conl’ciJw that his 
Iituation under the Company was>thatof 
a Servant, and not th.it of a Sovcieign, 
boiiml to obey tbeir commands, and to a6k 
in conformity to clear atid pofiiive infti- 
tutions, inlle.td of dilob-eylng the one, and 
fgbflitnting his own aibitiaiy will in the 
place oi tile other, liad rtcourfe to another 
fountain, from which to draw his right of 
Sovcieign Authoiiiy, and .Tfliimesto-exer- 
eije tb'’ lame power as Sujali ul Dowlah 
liad ilone htfore him—(a power whieW 
exicndid to the Pioperty, Liberty, and 
Life of tilt* Snbieft); but unfortunately 
this fource alfo failed him, for Sujah ul 
i)owjah waj not a Sovcieign Irndelf, but 
tile Reprdent.uive of a Seven ign, and of 
courle could not give that to Mi. H.iftinss 
which he did noT poficis liimiell, iinlels, 
like Mr. Hailing';, lie qbiaincil it by na 
abiifc ot (he pn'.'.'er cntiulfed to him, .uni 
.scied the pai t of a Tyi uii when he fhould 
have p.'rl(,rmed the duty of a StfrVant. 

Hell,id now, he liopiJ, fhewn that Mr. 
Ilaitings’b all'usiip’ion of Sover..ign Power 
was as unfoundt.d as it was infolent, and 
this conduil was to be judged of by its 
confoimity to a violaticn ot thciules ]-.re. 
feribed for Ins guidance —If their Loid* 
fhips vtc-e to do that ivh'ch he was fiirc 
they never wi.tilii—il they wtietoado|t 
the pi inciples 1 .id down by Mr. Il.dlings, 
by peimilting a man toefcape |umilhment 
who had I'o d.ii!ngly violated eveiy lule cf 
Government and every diablilhed Law, 
they vvoii'd do what » as eveii woi fe than 
dtllroyiiig all piinciples, they would efta. 
bliih fail,; ones.—Man,-and, every other! 
ani.ual in their moli favage ft.iie, may be 
ferocious, m.'y he friiel; but when the 
appcitio IS ictiateil, they are h.irmlef's, nay 
even docil..—Bi:t.\lan, wlicn a6fuatedby 
falle prmripl'Ci fpmly fixed in his mind, is 
inlini'dy more ilangerous, not lor tempos 
rary feio(jity, but for fyliematic wicked- 
ntfs, deliheiate enor, perennial vice. 

Ml. Bmkf then proceeded to fhew, that 
the whole of the Charge againff Cheyt 
Sing was tli.it of an iinwillingnefs to p.iy 
a lum of money much beyond the regular 
'Piibute which he was bound to pay} st 
condufi for which that Rajah was juftiftav 
blc upon every principle of tfte Laws o* 
Nations, Nature, and Morality, he being 
inyefted with all the attributes of Sove 
reignty, and exercifing all its funftions. 
The ^friloner at the Bar having thus not 
jnly violated every principle of juftice aii4 
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general Law, but Iming afted in dlreft 
Oppofi^n to the pofitive Laws of England, 
and trelM|||he fource from which thofe 
Laws derived with contempt, was 
guilty (If Contumacy and Rebellion; of 
Rdaellion not in its abllraft,' hut in its 
ftrift fenfc, oyeit afils of which were to 
be found upon their Lordihips’ minutes, 
proved under the fmilion of an oath, and 
given in as part of thePrifonei’s Defence. 
lJut fupp )fing any Subjeft were not in 
adhial Rebellion, hut iiil'pefled of a con- 

| )iiacy againft the Goveiiimcnt, how 
lould Mr. H ’.ttings have afiteil ? He 
lould, as a liritilit Migiilrate, have en- 
aeavoured to prevent the eifeils of fneh 
confpiracy ; he fiiould have convened the 
party fnfpeftcd brCore him, and have in- 
velligated the proofs of liis guilt, before he 
proceeded to convidlion and puniftiraent. 
—Before Mr. Haitings had* proceeded to 
infll^ any putiilhinrnt, he (hould hive 
confidcred the piincip'e of the Geiuoo 
Law, with reipecl to apportioning the 
puniihment to the lank and fituation of 
the offender, became it mud be obvious to 
their Loidllnps, that the I'ame p'lnilhment 
tn'ght opei.ite iniKh more leverdy iipi'n 
one man than another;—he fhould bav3 
confideied alfo, llr.it it was a principle in 
the Gcnioo Law, that although a Ma- 
‘•gillratc might pals j'id.;menl upon a dclin- 
<]uent in liis own houfe, yet in liich cafe 
bis hoiile mull be open to accefs, to pi event 
ail foipicion of |>att;a!ity or coriiiplion. 
Under the Maliomctan Law, he was 
equally bound to have informed the party 
of rite crime laid to his charge, and to 
have proceeded in an open anti judici.'!] 
minner. Thus, under whatfoever Livv 
Mr, Hadings may pieteiid to have ailed. 



Sing before him, previous to his infliiliiig 
any puniflimeni upon him. 

Inllead 'of ailing upon thefe principles 
of Law and Jultice, he not only never 
acculcd Cheyt Sing of Rebellion, but he 
ncvir mentioned to the Council, toLoid 
Macartney, to Mr. Wheeler, or to any 
pertain to whom he communicated his in¬ 
tention of going to Be/imres, any thing 
like a fufpicion of that Rajah being in a 
flate of Rebellion.—In addition to the 
circumtUnce of Mr. Haftings never hav- 
informed any one peilon of his fofpi- 
ll^n of Cheyt Sing’s Rebellion, Mr, 
Burke begged of their Lordfhips to Confi- 
t^er the aaual impollihility of inch anddea 
entering 'into the contemplation of that 
a* that of rebelling againlt the 


e, 

I 


Company: in the fir(l pfaee, be was a man 
by nature extremely timid, and pofTeircdof 
but a veiy inconfiderable dillrift:—the 
whole of his condiiil under the vigilant 
infpeftion of the Vakeels, Agents, and 
other cieatmes cf Mr. Haftings, imme¬ 
diately under the eye of an ^r.glilh Refj- 
deht, and fiirrounded by a v^ole body’cf 
Military—could he, afling iimier fuch 
circuinlfances, and pofl'elTing his Sove¬ 
reignty on moderate terms—could he, he: 
demandeef, think of Rebellion i conid it 
be believed .> where could he look for f.ifc- 
ly ? It could not be with Siij h Dowlah, it 
could not be with the Mdiiatt is, or anjd 
of the other Indi.in Powers, who he knew^ 
would reduce him to the moll abjbtl ferv^ 
tude.—He called upon Mr. HallinjiS fdf*' 
Ihew that the Rclident in Benares, the 
yaketls, or any perfon whaK vei, had ever 
exprefled a fufpicion of a Rel)..liion ; or to 
produce any evideiice to convince their 
Lordfhips ot a ciicnmftancc in cveiy point 
of viev/ lo impiob.ible. “ But,” i'aul Mr, 
Buike, “ I will now product I’nch damn 
“ ing proof that Mr. H .flings did n 
“ coiiuJei Ciievt Sing in a (late ot Re 
“ belliori, as it is impijllible fui him toge? 
“ over; for I will uad ir.mi Mr. Hai'« 

“ tings’s own woicls, the moil untqiiivo- 
“ cal admiflion, that at the period in 
“ which the pi ifoner would u ducs your 
“ Lonlfhips to helitve that Cheyt Sing 
“ was in afliial Rebellion, ihat he wk 
“ not cvi:n fo nincli as fulpeflrd of an in- 
“ tention towauls it by Mr. H illings.’* 
[Hfi e Mr. Btiike read levesal pj.xtrafts 
fioni Ml, Ilaflmgs’s Nairative from Be- . 
n iies, in wiiitli he fiys, that he does not 
bdi' ve Cheyt Sinnrguilty of .ipieinedltated 
projvcl for Rtb liion, when he panifhed 
h.iiii for his foi mer mitcondiiwl. Again, 
hedeciaics pofitively, tlut it was not for 
RtbLllioii, hut fur perfunsl contumacy, 
tliat be lined iiini 509,000!. but that after 
his refufal to pn that Fine, hacoaridetcd 
him as a Rebel.] 

“ Hcie ilitn,” faid Mr. Buike, ** it 
f appeals f'lom the Pril'oiier’s confefljon, 

“ that the only fympiom of Rebellion was 
“ the Piinillimeiit and Fine laid on by 
“ himfelf, lor an infult odered to himfelt. 

“ The Rebel ion theiefoie, as fixed by 
Mr. Haftings, appears to be theconfr- 
quenceof ih.it*Hne, and not the Fine 
tne confequence of the Rebellion—fo 
faid he, “Mr. Hallings went up 
Wo Benares under the impulfe <»f malic^ 
*910 wreak the meaiielt vengeance fm 
‘^private wrongs, to the manife'il injury of 

f * the Company's interefls, and to the in^ 
< delibie difgrace of the Britifh namei* 

“ thenre 
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*•'thence fprang the rebellion ; ami all the 
** tlblatnities and inilchirU aitt-ncling it, 

** arofefVom pride, mal'ice, tnl'iti dtle avi- 
** rice, and an ambition to follow the cx^ 

** ample of Sujah Dow! :h, and the other 
•* deted.ible tyivints of i> e 

Mr. Burke n;xt prcete tel to advert to 
another part of the Defence of Mr. Haf- 
tir.gs, in which he endeavoured to jnlfify 
himfelf by precedent in taking Bribes, 
or, as he f|iecioufly denominates them. 
Fines; and here, he laid, it t^ould have 
occurred to a man of an enlarged mind 
and honeft heart, lohave chofen, when he 
was feaiching for precedents, tho'e whv> 
were moll eminent in antiquity for viitue 
and talents, and have adopted the exam¬ 
ples laid down by thcgreatell philofophc is, 
writers, and legillatois; but inftoid of 
that, Mr, Hallings chole ike moll m- 
doned and languinaiy tyrants of the M-ifl, 
Kolllm All Khan and Sujab ul Do-vhih. 
Sujah til Dowlah, faid he, took a lii.e. 

** Good God I my Loids, fee how gudi 

i ‘ lierverts the unJcillan ling, blinds the 
‘faculties, and extioguifnes eveiy power 
‘ of difeiimination in the human mind ! 

* Could your I-ordlliips have bekevtil, 

•' that the Goveri.or-General of India, the 
** fagacious, the ingenious Mr. IL.ilirgs, 

** Ihould have been I’o (lupnt as not to dil- 
tinguidi between a line of purchalc and 
a fine of penalty ?—a fine ol piiiclule, 

•* as in the cafe of Suj.ih ul Dowlah, anti 
a tyrannical fine ot penalty, as in his 
** own ?”—Upon the whole, he tliouglit 
the fame lines were applicable to the i*n. 
foner, which Lord Coke had cited Irorn 
Virgil upon a lotmcr occafion, in which 
that admirable Poet defciibes the cunducl 
of the Judges in Hell: 

Cxojpus oa-'cRtad/imafthus hahet Regra i 

Ciijiigiil^uc, autLiiijuc DsIbs ; jnbtgti^uc fricn 
ytiis nf ud J'wfo lataiu^ \ha;\y 

in Jc'iam (cmm'Jja ^tacula ir.num. 

t 

If their Lordlbips wilhed to fee tliif 
Condt’£l of thole Jndets ot ILll excini 
phfied, they had o. ly to io< k for it in tiie 
condufl ct the Priionei at tlte bar.—lint 
while Mr. Hallings was afling iti tliis cj- 
prellive manner, was lie in t.thcr irlptdls 
idle ? No, by no !)itn<;s j f< r it wou-d 
appear lo t hew is I'uli'.y «m ployed in a 
plot which '.1)1 deeper i was negoci.-iing, 
and had aiiujlly received p><<pdjls tor 
the fale of the province ; and, in aggra^ 
Marion of the gii-.ii ot fnch a iiaidadtiui^f 
had chofen the very tail man almoll in 
exiHence that he emght to have chofen, to 
xuntmit the charge of the province to ^ 
jbe cbsfc Afuph ui Dowlah. who was M 


bankrupt, and in the lail degree of indi-> 
gencp} who owed already more^o the 
Company than, he was able ; and 

who, by the necelfities of ^rfituation, 
mull have been cunllrained to n life of 
rapine. This bankrupt tyrant, llimulated 
by want, was the man with whom the 
Pi ifoner entered into a treaty to deliver up 
Cheyt Sing. To the pillage of this needy 
tyrant he delivered up a country, which,' 
from its fuperior beauty and fertility, was 
called the Garden of God. To him he 
agreed to give the power to break into th 
before unpolluted Sanftuary of the Wd 
men, the Seat of Honour of that unfo| 
tuna'e, injured Prince, which the laws < 
the countiy and the ulage of time imme¬ 
morial h id held facred even from the exe¬ 
cution of thole laws or from the entrance 
of the Migilhaie. Mr. Hallings never 
cnmmunicatui to the Rajah, or to any 
Ollier pcri'on, tlv; fum with which he 
woiil'J be laiiified, nor the time at which 
it fluiuld he paid ; yet when Cheyt Sing 
effbred him twenty lacks of tupees, he 
iviufeil ir, laying that it came too late. 
He alfo afietled the utmofl refenlment 
againll Cheyt Sing for not having ofiered 
him fifty inibiaj ct twenty lacks, he hav¬ 
ing (letei mined in his own luiud not to 
accept a lei’s fum than the fifty l.tcks,. 
But if this was his piirpofc, why did he * 
nc.t cominuiiicarc it to the Rajah ? In- 
llt'Sil of doing Ji), lie kept it a uiofounj 
facrer, as it to entrap tliai luroilunat** 
Piincc ; for li appealed from the evidence 
produced even by Mr. Hallings, that not 
even the Reficlent .at Benarts knew the 
fum which was demanded, or even that 
any fum whatever had been fpecified. 

To point Qut the various incdiifillencics 
in Mr. Hallings’s account of thefe tianf- 
'aclion<i, were an endlels talk; hut there 
was one which Mr. Buike faid he could 
rot avoid meiitiouing, vi/. that at one 
time he politively declares that the whole 
ot iiib pioceeciing agaliill Cheyt Sing was 
O'Ay ix teirorcniy while at the very fame 
iiiotn*'nt he put into execution that which he 
f.'id was only intended as a threat. Thus 
it would he found, that no two accounts 
of the Prifoncr’s agreed with one ano|^ii'", 
but the one condanily operated as a con- 
tradi6lion to the other. 

Mr. Btii'ke then proceeded to Ihew, in 
the cleat ell manner, that fo far from th^, 
Company having any right or claim tq 
the Fort of Bidjegur, they had not tven% 
Colourable pretence to it} tor the real ‘pro¬ 
perty in it lay in Cheyt Sing. Mr. llaj'- 
lings was fo confeious^ of this, that when 
taking for pretexts pudec which to ihelter 
- < binifeiT 
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hiTn^e^f upon that occahon, he laid he 
found that fome ot his pi (.deceiToi s had 
wiflied to poffeffion of it; and llts up 
the mod foBicrous jnftificatlon that ever 
Awas conteivcd, namely, the ■:(’//?> of his 

E i cdecefl'ors, as if his opprcilive afls could 
e jnftifieil by their illegal intentions. 

Mr. BuiLe next advetttd to that part of 
Mr. Hii'iings’s Defence in wlrch he jufti- 
fied his affoming military rank by tlie tub- 
I'eqneni air'mption of it by Lord Corn¬ 
wallis :--r!iis, he contended, was an ag- 
ravation of tlie guilt of the Piilbner, 


f 

Wjo 


the confidence of an tvirufpicious hearty 
till at lall his fubje£fs, aware of the dan-g 
ger and tieachery that Airroutided him,l 
and anxious for the honour of their So. | 
vereign, flocked around him, and agaiud 
Ins w.ll toiced him into refillance. 

Having fliewn the cruelty of Mr. Haf- 
tings’s conducf to Cheyt Sing, Mr.Buike 
proceeded to prove its impolicy with re- 
fpett t(* the into efts of the Company; 
ior Cluyt Sing, in his fl gilt, earned off", 
with h;m no lei's than four htindred thou-" 
faiul pounds, which mult have greatly iin- 


caufe it was an attempt to offer a iv.it’- ^oveiidicd the piovince. He left liehind 
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ief piodii'-cd by the example of his own 
5 ft in jiiltiticaiion of that very aSt. But 
Mr. Burke denied the faft ; bn’ Lord 
Cornwallis had united in him the double 
offices ot Commander in Chief and Oo- 
Vernop-General, which waas io far fram 
being the cafe with Mr. H.iltings, tiiat the 
Parliament of Kngland was oblige J to 
pafs an Aft to cf* fer that united power on 
Lord Cornwallis. He reprobated the par¬ 
tition of the p.i'.ver of Govei ii''i-(jcneral 
between Mi. llaftlngs and Mi. Wheeler, 
as utterly illegal and incvnfiftent. He iii- 
fifled that Mr. Hai'iings’« journey to Be¬ 
nares cov.i'ci have origimfed in nothing but 
the mod foul and unjoltiflablc xno:ivc; j 


lor theie was no a 


fl^f I 
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adv.inlage to tl.e * 


• Company that he ?^Id not li.i‘'e done 


,1 


and 


0 -ioKate 

!i:p- 


bettcr by remaining in C i:' 
whether he wilhed to make o.' 
a ticatv, or even to overconv- 
pofed leiiftauce of Cheyt Sing’s, he might 
have done it with much inoie elfeft by his 
agents; and there was no fucii taliiman 
in the gicat and mighty peiion of Mi. 
Haflings, but that Msjo; Po} h.im, with 
his army, niigl t i>s conipltieiy l^ve tl- 
fefted the fubjugation ot C heyt Sing, as 
that Gcnileman with liis tew co.nu dales 
of Seapoys. 

Ml. Buikethen, in the ftrongeft lan¬ 
guage, pain cd the additional intuit tlTeicd 
to Ch yt Sing m hiS feleflion of a perfon 
as the lubitituie tor that Piince. He ap- 


him two hiindre.l thoufand pounds in his 
Zenan.r, ‘g in a f'anftuary which never 
h.ul, am!, as he vauiiv AippofeJ, iicveb 
cc-ild be violated. But no faiiftmaiy waJj 
f.icicd ill Ml. ILaft'ngs's eye; for in hi^ 
Leiier to Mi;or Pophani, he aniititfedt 
tin: toldieis to plunder it; and, as if to 
tnew tint he was incap-able of keeping 
tilth wnh any one, lie diiefted the Com- 
p: ny’s A lvucatc at Calcutta to fuc tlie 
Soldiery foi the plunder which riiey hail 
t.iken by his diiection. ^'Calculate then,” 
t'liil Mr. Kuike, “ the profit and 
“ of tills ftupendoiis account of tyraniijr’ 
“ —put on one fk!e tour l.uv.diat 
thculand pounts carried fffhy Cheyt 
Smg—two hnndied ihoofHud p.Minds 
“ laviftied in plunder amo. g iti.e Sol-^ 
“ du.'}—the a^riciiltuie, liws, and com- 
'* n.erce of a coantrv, tern up by the 
“ loots—the Britifii Nation dilhonourtdi 
“ and ail tanilicns, human and divincj 
“ tr.ampltd under foot ; and on tfieoi'i.T 
“ put—what ? The giatification if .Mr^^ 
‘‘ H.iftiiigs's malice f.Ji a private ii.fulc 
“ laid to liave been clLrcd to hiinfeit.— 
“ So jor^ as ifrithmetical nuinbeis ftaiid, 
“ as iot.g as truth fh'Hll have exilfenc^ 
“ and juit’ce be the fit It principle of focui 
“ 01.ion, fo long fholl the ciueity, avarice, 
“ and ex'.ojtion of Warren Hastings 
‘ .appeal manif'efl to the woildl ” 

Mr. Buike next told their Lcrdflilps, 


I 


h.it tf'.cy wire now to view Mr. H.ift iig* 
|>ointed HufTam Sing, who liad dift.o- in a nev.i ch.irafter—th.it of a Legifl.itor. 
iioiircd his family, polluted his Father’s Kvery thing being fwep' away by his ru- 
bed, and was his own inveterate enem\ ; 
as if the viudiftive I'piiit of the Piifoner, 
tinfa’ed by the enornious injuries he had 


inous h.>nd, the People of the CountrjF 
f..inc botch'.red and fome exiled, the 
Prince and his Family outraged; with- 


aaiieady offered him, had'uetcrniined to out one plan, the comj^lele conqueft made 
lembiiier luin, to make dcftiuftion diflio- of a country little lels, in point of fize 
Inonr.ible, diigrace moreinfainous, and af- and revenue, than England and Wales ; 
t^ifticn more t^iftive. Lordlhips were to fee how far the 

Mr. fiurke then fhewed, from MinutesHPiifoner, who had compared himfelf as 'a 
of the Evidence, which he read, that fo^conqueror to Alex.mdcr the Gi eat, had 
far from Cheyt Sing difcloiing any fniiftcr imitated the example of that illulirious 

4 *ntentions, he had three times put his life tharafter as a Legiflitor—in which cap^ 
bio the power of the Prifoaer, with ail ^ cttp'he would be i'ouiul afting in deflan^ 



t 

»f the laws of hi| Country on the one hundred thoufand a-ycar) although It Sipii 
and on the oilier giving a loofe to peared, from tlie evidence of Mr. Maik- 
Itioft unbridled arbitrary will, and the ham himfelf, that he. In Privy Council 
'ft harfli and ferocious difpofition, and, with his fage Moiinlliee and his fage 
Handing in a middle capacity between the Cleik, having made up the revenup at the 
inferior and fupericr, by liis infamous utmoft they could bring it to, it was only 
conduA to both pioclaimed himfelf at three hundred and fixty thoui'and; a cir- 
once both the Rebel and iheTyiant. As clmiftance which could not fail to engage 
foon as by thofe illicit means he got pofn the attention of their Lorddiips, that ar^ 
feflion of the country, he proceeded, with- inexperitneed Youth of twenty-one, 3 
out any communication with the Council, hireling Mounlhee, and a venal Cleik, 
to difpofe of the country as if it was ac- ftiould fit as ^rtoium to decide upon the 
tually his own property j confifeated as it revenues of a great country. Mr. Dun- 
fulted the needy cUmours of his aval ice, »can, too, whofe charafier flood with ho- 
diftributed as it pk'.ifed his* capacious in- nour on their Lordfhips' rccords> has de¬ 
clared, lliat the whole revenues of the 


clination, and, as he took, gave away 
without peiiinlfion, und by a mailer-ftroke 
If finntical htpociify rounded a Gentoo 
Plhaiity, to pray, not fur the Country, 
Hot for the Government of Kr.giand, not 
for the Company, hut—for tiie profpe- 
rity of Warren Hastings, Esq^ 

When he had thus difpatched the pro¬ 
perty of the country, he thought then of 
a perfon to govern under his own arbi¬ 
trary will, and nominated to fucceed th'e 
Rajah in hi?ofnee DurbldgCc Sing, a boy 
•f nineteen ye,ns of nge, who, he hini- 
iett confefic.', had neither right to the of¬ 
fice nor ability to fill it; but to cnr.b!e 
him to dii’chaige tlie duty of it, choofts 
for his guardian the Boy's I'r.thtr, a man 
Ipf acknowledged tncapacity. To cni'uie 
lo himfelf the dominion cv.;." thole nomi- 
■al Governors, he appointed asf^ifidcnl 
Rdir. Markham, a Gei.ticnian pc-aLircd of 
■he very ftro.ig recommendatoi) qualnlca- 
jpoiis of twenty-one years of age and five 
months of t cpeiienct*. When he men¬ 
tioned this Geiflem.m’s name in that 
manner, be wilited theli Leidfiiips to un- 
ifierliaud, that not to iiim, hut to Mr. 
Wallings wlio appointed him, v.eie jufliy 
to be attj ilnitcd the misfortunes that en- 
fued to that Country and the Company 
from his incapacity ; for when any mat 
was burthened beyond his llrength, Ir 
was no longer anlwerable foi his exeitions 
For tiiis Gentleman’s lervices, however,’' 
and to fupport his dignity, Mr. Haftings 
allowed tlie mod extravagant emoluments, 
not Ilfs than fixty thoufand a-ye.ir autbn- 
lited allowance, befides what their Lord- 
chips' knowledge of t!:e lyftem of pecu¬ 
lation in that coontry might luppofe liini 
to have picked up. 

In this, as in every other tran'fa£lion of 


i 


ps 

whole 

coimtiy, take them how they would, 
could not be made to exceed three hnndud 
and forty thoufand pounds} in addition 
to which, if their Loi dlhips would look 
back into the icvcnucs cl any number of 
yeais, in the moll profperous times, the 
country was never known to produce any 
thing near four liundted inoular.d pounds. 
As a proof that Mr, llallirfgs was con- 
fcious of the enoiinilY of this exifiioii, 
he agreed to give f-,r the future a reniiffion 
to tlie Rajah, but granted that remilfion 
only oil the terms that the full fiim fliould 
be paid up to the time at wl'ich it wca 
granted, and thus one ail ackr.ow- 
Jeeiged the enoituitjl of the exaitien, 
and enforced the execution ol it : and 
not one of thcle ciicumllances did he lay 
before tlie Council. 

Ml. Biiike f.iid it was a principle, the 
imivtrlal promulgation of wlilch might be 
of Grvictt to mankind, that that man 
whom his unlucky fate condemns lo liie 
cxLicife of aibiliaiy power, is as ccitaiiily 
condemned to perpetual ignoiance and 
biir.dnefs. The Aaves who flnie his fa¬ 
vour will not fet liim right, and the honeft 
men who do not, dnie not. Thus 
happened with Mr. Haftings—his lapid 
dcicent in wickednefs deprived him of his 
intellc£ls and fight, while none wepe fo 
hardy as lo dare to impede his progrefs.. 

Under this blindnels and fatuity he en- 
tiiely deftroyed the countiy, fu that while 
he exa£led the hcavieft revenue from it 
that ever was known, he reiideied it ut¬ 
terly unprodnftive even of fupport for its 
inhabitants; and confidering it as his. 
own private property, received complaint 
againft Durbidgee Sing as againft a pnvatel 
ileward, and pioceeded in a tnoie fum 




Mr.Haftings, Corruption reared its faead|||in3iy way againft the (me than he could 
and ftartd them in the face. From thi^Pagainft the other, and never communi- 
Durbidgtaefitng, Mr.Maikhara, by whicit tated to the Council a fingle tittle either 
be ivoo|d be underftood to mean Mr. of the complaints or of the confe<}Uefit 
Haftiogs^jexa^ed a net revenue of four proceedings, till theniio of that ftnhappj 

ikiauif 
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Mian was effeAed, although he had full 
*live months during which to luake fuch 
communication. He then called upon the 
Boaid to confirm all the violent a^s of 
himlHf asd Mr. Markham ; faid he was 
perfonally hint .it the difciedit done to his 
appointment; and dclired thi-m to concur 
in tlie punifhment of the Kijah, when in 
fti i£l julh’ce if was himfclf who merited 
^!ie pimi/hment. At the fame tim.' he 
denounced, that if every rupee of the 
exafllon was not paid, the life of Dur- 
bidgee Smg fliould anl’wer for it. 

Mr. Halhiigs having thus annih'lated 
all law, and the People having no fixed 

I mint to which to report for pioteflion, 
ud nothing kft but prayer and pecition ; 
this they had rccourf-.' to—many petitions 
were feni in againll Mr. Maikhaai 5 but 
Mr. Haliings leceiv. d the petitions of 
Mr. Maikhiin agalnil them, and flip- 
pitti’ed ihule peutKois whirli were fent 
agai.ilf thtt (jcntle.iT'ii. (Tiu'er colour 
of ilie ligoious ex.’.flion of M*. Mukliam 
of that enormoiia revenue, the coll'-flion 
of which, if It could have been colLSed 
at all, was prevented by bJs iiireif(,iciiec, 
•Diirbiilgec Sii'g was plunt cd into the dun¬ 
geon (’1 Chunar, febrited for its hoircrs, 
and his life w is threatened if he did ttot 
pay; but thsie bei'.g, no proof of his 
Ik.'.iiig collected, but, on the conirary, 
ill opg proofs I'lMt ii cuuhl i.ot be eu'.iccl^d 
at all, and tint he w;'s pvrkci-icd fji that 
which the Pi Ibutr knew had noe.viuenrc, 
appiicitioii was made to M:. H.dl.Oj, s 1 a 
his leKafi:; but the'I'yiant proreedea to 
Europe witliout relealing h.iv., and he d.vJ 
in ja;! afV. r his depaiturc fieai jiiiii.i, 

Aftei his dc.'iih, upon an c'.'aniinr.llDn 
of his affairs, and a [inch of his hoiili, 
it appeared that the uiihappy man tlied 3 
bankrupt. ** In the- iiaiue of this un- 
“ happy Viftim,” fiid Mi. Buike, “ who 
“ was condemned and futfeced without 
being heard, and in the name of liis 
affliited Family, who were left to de- 
“ plorc his nniimeiy death, 1 conjure 
“ your Lordfhips to do fevere juftice upon 
“ the Cilmin-tl at your Bar.—Thus was 
“ a fecund Raj.di of Benares cut off.— 
Fiomthat period the revenues of the 
“ country weie managed eutirelj by Mr. 

Maikham, under tbe oflenfibie name of 
“ a Ni’ovc Colleilor, tillMr.Hallings rc« 


** turned to Europe, an* the ie*gn of bit 
Viceroy ended.'' 

Mr. Burke faid, that in order to f'jper- 
fede all nccefliiy of obfervatiun, he would 
read fiom Mr. Haftings’s own detsiU 
what would be fiifficient to condemn him. 
He then read to the following 
That in April 1/84, the Prifoner faid, 
that in palRng ihiougii Benares he was 
followed by the clanioitrs of tin difeonfo- 
late inhabitants: th.it fiom Buxar to the 
oppolite bdundarics of the countrj, the 
whole was nearly depopulated, and nothing; 
appeared hui luin and devallatiun. This 

i is the defciiptian h.' gave of that very 
itntiy ill 1784, which but a /Iiorttime 
(01 e he hiiiifcif had defciibed as & place 
at Huin.iiiity miift Ihed tears of joy tO| 
tliick let with villages teeming with tht^ 
odudlions of n.ituicand agriculfiiie, and’ 
nihivircd that the folJiers were obliged 
to uiau.li In liie to avoid dellroying the 
fiuits of the cai ill, which, had they v'alked 
in vanjc, they iriift have done. 

In confirmation of this fjft, Mr. Burke 
diic^di-f il'.eir Lordfliips' attention to a 
tiauruSlicn whi..h had llncc taken place : 
Lend Co.nwallis had lent up Mr. Jona-« 
than Diincan to fee the country j and, tOi 
fhew how deep the wounds of arbitrary 
p.;wcr all', and iiow flowly, ifevei, they 
reel ver, Mi. Duncan rcpoitcd, that not 
a ii.' u 1.; I'jine didiills vve/f in a Ifate of 
cu'iiv.uii.ii, arid, tint in the lefi i; was one 
c.ntiinad wiRe -us far as the eye could 
.e.icli ; .iiitl ili.i:, upon tTquiry,l.c found 
tint the wbule was owing to the mifma- 
ii.^gi.mi.ni of I'oimei Governors, and that 
ilk- c!a‘c o*-’ the luin was to be fi.vcd from 
til-'. cyDiili’mi! or Clit'vt Sing. 

“ t>li! ’ laid Mr. Burke, “ what tii»* 
“ uinpli for a BiifiQi Governor, who on 
“ tilt b.iIiT.y wings of peace and benefi- 
“ cento fiiouid carry meicy, blefiirg, and 
*• glidikfs in his train,,to be uuifucd by! 
“ tho clamours and cxcctations i.f Sfn 1%*' 
“ jured peo[)lo, or to create a foUtude 
“ around him wherever he went; the un- 
“ happy viiSlims flying from him as from 
“ a iieltilence; giving up their all, their 
“ induftry, and tlicii homes, ar,d facing 
“ famine and exile, lailier than fiice the 
“ Tyiant who had ovcrfpiead their coon* 
“ try with ruinf ?” 

Mr. 


* See a complete anfwer to this and the preceding afTcrtions in Note to p, 136. 
f This pait of Mr. Burke’s Speech was delivered on Juhx 3 ; in the following fittiDg of 
the Court, on June 5, after they Iiad rvtuiucd to the Upper Chamber of Parliament, Lo(d 
IlarQwiCke prefented the following Petition from Mr. Haflings to the Lords: 

« That it is with the greateft relu£tance and concern that your Petitioner feels himfetf 
obliged once mote to addrefs your Lordfhips on the fubjc£l of hie lofig-dependtoi Trial. 
pAtrVIL S ,«Y<mi 



C *3® 1 


Wf. Bmke rdHl,ontTie1afli!iy[ JUNE 
be h.itJ been ohiif:;ed to co>ictiiJe the 
proi'j'eiity and thcpuience crtnclvidtii too; 
where a great count!y was laid wade, its 
agiicidtuic anil commeite dsllfoycd, and 
its UwtuI Soveicign di;pof(.d md h.iniflicd. 
XlvcirLoulfliips were now to jnotced ht-ni 
tliat delou'-ted country to ani liter, and to 
travel fiom delblatioti to ik-lblation, be- 
caufe they wtie to walk in the itcps of 
Waiitn ilallings, IJui l>eforc their Lttd- 
fliips proccede^i to the confideiation of 
what he had to offer, he would call to 
their icco11c£\ion one giajid principle, Tt'3:,| 
that a mail w,,s not innoxious irciely beJ 
caufe he was inrignificant; tor inanifoli.V 

f xper'ence had fliewn. that men bred iiM 
[je molt mean * and wicked h ibit#, whetm 
laced in unfuitabie power, do itioie n.ifJ 
chief than the woill tyrants boin unde* 
canopies of ftate and iwsddled in cloth of 
puiple. The Pi il’oner at the Bar amply 
verified this rcmai k; for ii the great ty- 
rants of tlic Bail, to whom the Connlil 
had thought propei to oppofe his chnra^cr, 
had railed a pyramid ot ninety thoiilaiid 
heads by the Iplendi I h.ivock of tlie Sword, 
|thv Pnlbncr had laifed his pyramid by the 
mieanir and more inevitably dciliuitive 
'havock of Famine. 

Having endcavouied to imprefs this 
principle upon their Loidffnjs' iccollec- 
tion. Ins next duty w.is to Icjil their at¬ 
tention to the coining ol tiie Piiluner in 
the province of Ondc, a cininiry Ivudly 
infeiior in fize to Lnglaml; winch conduif 


the Connfel of the Piifoner had endea'* , 
vonied to palliate by the moft groi's and 
unfounded (hndeis upon the pedigiee nf 
the reigning Prince ot that country, and, 
t 'king toi ilieir atithoriiy that contemp¬ 
tible piodu^ion, “ Dow’s Hiffoty of In- 
dort.ui,'' which few read, but almoll all 
who lead diipiled, had endeavoured to 
lhi..w .1 fliii uiion that great family by / 
laying tiiat he was the fon of a pedlar. ' 
Siijah Dowlah, be I id, it would appear 
fiom Ml. Vcif lli’sAcccuiit of India,was, 
tlioiigii haugluy and teiocious in his na- 
tuie, at once nnignificcnt in his expences 
and oecenomical in his ftate affairs. He 
made .tn annual living from his levenues 
without ftniining them, and of coiirfe had 
the confidence ot his people, though a ty¬ 
rant. But the Prifoner had treated his 
offspring with indignity below leivility, 
and raked up the alhes of the dead to 
vihiy tliat Piince, though he was not 
a!lrainc-d to take and put in his pocket 
im.mcnle I'nms of his montiy. But whe- 
ihct the .icc''!int given to their Lordffiips 
of tint f.indiy by the Dows, the Hif- 
tings’s, ai.d that infamous chui of llan- 
deieis, was tme or not, could hive no 
weight in tiicir Lorddups'deteimlnation ; 
for Mr. Haffiiigs, at all events, found him 
a fovertign exeicifing amhoiity by they 
content of his people, •-viih a rtwenur equal 
to that ot F-ngland, an army of i?o ooo 
m''T,and:' ijiicndidcomt, and had no right 
to oo back into h.is ••edigite.iii order to hnd 
elefeids to cover iiis own enormities. 


" Your Petitioner hegs leave to lay before your Lo’-dthips hli w: U-founded apprthenfions 
excited by the manner in wh.ch thcGencid Kq ly cn thi pat oi i le f lanaptis ,a now evi- 
kaJentlycondiiAtd, th.it fuch Reply js meant to hi ixitndtd he vena ti c picbable limits of the 
rprd'ert fseflion cf Pa.'liaincnt. 

“ Your Fetitiontr hopes he may be allcwcd to tr.rg to ycui Lc idffiips’rccclle^Hon, that 
the Reply was, at the inltar.ce ot tlie Munagr's, adj.'urned ovc*- irom the Lift year, under 

I titeafluranceof an ucedtraud and early tiTm.nation t'f .t ; ;.r.d that the wliole oi the prefenk 
Seftion, except a fmall .nurri’puonocctfioncdby the t::..rninarjcn ot the Maiquis Ccrnwallis, 
^has been employed by the Ilc-nourable Mnnavcih, nciwLti.ft.ind.tig th_t your Fet tioner has, 
for the purpoft' of dlfpatch, In addliicn to the i m.dc loi a iinulai' puipofc in the laft 

* year, waved his right to obfcive, by h;s Com.I'd, or. the new tv.ricncc adduced in Reply. 

“ Your Petitioner begs Icuve ag.i.ti to lugi-cft to your J.oidffiips the uncsanipltd duration 
of hib Trial j the indefinite period towh.c'a u iii..y be ft.ll turthu protraded j and the ex- 
ireine vexation and injuiy to which h> wn’d'.' he f.ibjtcltd, if the intention on the pait of 
his profecuior* Ihould be fuft'eied to h^ve clftcft. 

“ He implores, tiuicfoie, of your I.oii‘.fiiip> hum.inltv and juftice, that ftch meafiircs 
may be adopted on the part of your Lon'rti.ps us may ufloie to your I’ctitionei the fpeedy 
tertriination erf this pairlul and m'.jMi.ilUltd proceedii g ; .ird further, il need fhouli. be, that 
your lairdOiips wul gric.oufly ccudcl'cerd, in fiici a manner as to ilic wifdom and dignity of 
your Lordthipf may feetn meet, to become futois to his Majilty’., goednefs in hiS behalf, 
that the prefcat Seffions of P.iiliament may be jicrnitted to continue till tne Reply on th* 
^art of the Honourable M.inagers for the Iloufe of Commons fh.ill be fully and finailjf 
flotcd. 

(Signed) « WARkEN HASTINCS. 

. Weftmhsfler Hall, janb 5, 1794." 

an anfwtr to th-s ciji’idly i,>lfc and ilLbiral infiroatii n againft Mr. Kafttngs* origin, 
•Bd which Was repeated on a lubfcqucnt day, in the Mots, oaee ta.s 
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In 1775 S»!ja.h nl Dowl «; diei*, leaving 
we lawful clvlil, Afoph 111 Dowhiii, and 
eighty by hi> concihiiHi, all of wh.'in, by 
the ctiltums of the M.iliomei.in Conitf, 
had ru; 1 Hs and privileges pi ciili irto them- 
felves, and even pietenlioiii to lii I'licrcf- 
iion. With this Pi ince a Trea'.y had been 
made, which however give no power of 
inteiference with the inteiior of the coun¬ 
try; blit Mr. Hailing', fet up .is his de¬ 
fence, th.\t by tins I'leaiy ih . Nihob was 
reduced to nn a<^ 1 ii:d il Aeofvalfilige ; and 
while he adnirted on the one n nv.i the floii- 
ridiing date of Onde at the time of this 
Treaty,on the oinoi he .ivows iis to.al ruin 
dining his adminiltiation ; hat he fays it 
was occafioned by » bad fydcin of On- 
vernmeiit cdibliflied ibert*. li.toic he 
would remark upon iliis tianfatlion, he 
would l.iy it down as a prmcip'e, tli.it nine 
fytfeins never rendeii-il a people hippy or 
unhappy, but as they p, tvr wirked men 
room to acl'. II td (he lyrte..i iio.vever 
been never f.i p inirio.is, was it nor the 
duty of Mr. lliftiiigs to coiieil it by liis 
Adniinitliaiion ? Hnt l>y faying tliat It * 
ailed 111 conhiimiii' tnereto, he avowel 
himlelf the i.’.ftrii.iii 11 et t'l't v"'aiuous 
fyllemj and ii a,ipc aed by .Mi. H Ui .g^'s 
evident e (winch Ivli. }ini ki 1 c id), ri ii by 
good fiiih ihe c i- is not :i niiton in In lia 
but might 'i.ive hr.-n .von over 10 Knglind, 
and yc ilvii in feol tliry ail abhoried the 
c mneclien. This dtfgrace upon ihe Bn- 
tilh name, oud lhi=i ablioirence of its ler- 
v.ints, look iiie only in the Ad.nimftra- 
tion of M . llallings, who threw the 
wii ill- con 111 y into a M.dquer.id-, wi.o 
irvelle i S. nes wiUi .nithorily, and ijin.d 
Governois isv.o Sl.ives. 

Ml. fsiiike thon .ulvfrted totlutpsitof 
thcl'iill iK'i’s Delencc, in which he ll-.ted 
tint the I e lion whv he oii! n.>t oppofe t.hrit 
con Ujit I'yiiem in the coiirinutioii of Oude, 
was, that theie was a niajinty in Council 
againlt him ; and to ilieiigihen his dc. 
fence, had thrown afpeifions on the tln- 
rniltr of General Clavenng, Colonel 
Monfon, and Mr. Francis, m^n whom, 
Contemplating their conduit in India, 
ha mull icfpeit, whciher living or dead, 
and wliole late, when comp.i.od with that 
of this Fiifoner, lerved to remind him of 
an obfeivaiion by no means new, that let 
a man be ever To coriupt and wc.dihy, lie 
has holts of friends ; but let him Item the 
torrent of conuption, niui a tlioufand 
iTiouths are opened agair.Il him. But Mr. 
Burke infiftt’d, that whediei Mr. Haltiugs 
hjd a majoiity in the Council or not, he 
was hound to propofe meai'ui cs to countcr- 
(hat i aud «vcn though he knew 


his propofiiions woy!J*be nega*ived, at 
liMit to record his dif.ipprohaiion of jt. 
But tJikingthe Prifoner’s obif-ition tothoCe 
gentlemen (v.z. Ctayering, Monfon, and 
Francis), and ftipp lilng inem to hive tieen 
as wicked as he (aid, their power lalted but 
fora very fliort time, after which hew.is left 
in ftillpower over ilie Councils of tlie cviiin- 
tiy, and in full pofleflion of the govern- 
mentofOude. Being thus In veiled with 
unlintited power, and finding the N.i'uob,’ 
as he would reprefent him, a v,’.fl’il to the 
Cjiiipany, he determined to make him a 
validl to himfilf,'and to ihar end aniiihil.sted 
the whole Pei fian Coirefpon lence of Oude 
(which, iheii L-ordHiips knew, midlcont- 
pr.ze the wliolc Cm lefpondvnce, as the 
Pcifun is the oidy language in which tl'.<| 
biifineisol .dlEillem courts is iranfaftedjjf 
fecreted and kept it in ajniv.ite c.ibinef, 
and never cj iimuivcated it to the Council 
fiom 17S1 to 17E5. Dot as nothiitg 
Ipoke In iir ingly ag ■ind a man as his own 
evidence, fo noili ngcnild e.'lc.hlilli a f.ift 
fj rtiongly as .1 recoid ; and in older to 
coniiiin his aU'eition lelitivc fo the fup- 
piiillin ol il’i, C'<iuI'pondinee,Mr Burke 
f.iiJ he would leid fioin ihe Company’s 
Kecouir 1 (f.i'Lemcnt of t!ic fait as it really 
li lud. [Hoic Ml. Bui ke read from the 
M nuies of Council, a ItatemenC of the 
Ptrliin I'l.ar.flitor, that far four years he 
fuiiiiJ no Pi'ilian ducument vvhi*tro;ver 
till alttr the depiriuie of Mr. H.illings, 
v'Jien lie foand foine in a miitllared ftatc in 
the 11 link olCapt. J dtii Scott.] 

Thii.s, wdieii the Council, e!Ti.Ticipat«I 
fniiii the tyrinny of Mr, Haflings diicd 
to think for iIieiiifc'K'ei, and loci!! t'oi the 
Ktcoiiis, out they came Iron tiie Pan¬ 
dora's Box, that abyfs of llci ets, Capt,^ 
John Scott’s tiunk, mutilatid and gar¬ 
bled ; and tints the redoubtable Governor 
of India, with the alTiilance of th.it mira¬ 
culous Cabinet, that Aiadin's wondt-ifiil 
lamp, kept the govirnment of Oude in his 
hands, made a tool of the N.ibob, biimied 
th? Council, and deltroycd not only that 
cannery, buttheintcrells of Great Biit.ain. 
'rhis, Mr. Burke infilled, was a pofitive 
a£l of I'ebeilion againlt the laws of h;s 
country, while the concealment of the 
records was not only a rubllaniial ci ime 
in ilfelf, but a pontive proof of other 
crimes. 

Having thus rendered the Council and 
the Nabob rubfervient to his purpofes. he' 
determined to proceed further j and to 
follow his fyltem of rebellion, denied the 
right of the Company to the apnointmeuf 
of their own oIHceis j and, in delianc*..ot 
a pofitive order of the Court of Pire£lors, 

& a appointioj^ 



appointing Mr. Britlow Refident at Luck¬ 
now, he recalled’^hat Gentleman frofutliat 
oflKce, and fent in Iiis place Middleton and 
Johnicn, two infttumeius of ins own ; 
tiiid, not content wMi this pfiiivc dif- 
obedience, boafted of it, and faid that he 
reGfted Briftow only becaufc the Coint of 
Direftors appointed h.m ; and as he pro¬ 
mulgated that declaration to the Nabob, 
•and to all the Powers of that country, had 
certainly lb f r done all he coi.M to expol'e 
the nakedneA< and imbecility of the Par¬ 
liament of Great Biltain, and the Com¬ 
pany, which aSed undtr its authcrity. 
[Mr. Burke here read a letter to that effeft 
fiom file defendant to the Nabob of 
Oude.] But afterwards, when it fuiitd 
his owii pur|M>re, and when the Company 
had ceifed to ircummend Mr. Bndow, he 
appointed that Gentleman himicll. 

Mr. Buike read private letters from 
Govind Ram to the V.zicr, and from the 
Vizier to Govind Ram, for the purjiafe of 
developing the vaiious machinations of 
Mr. Haftiiigs in Oude with the view of 
thwarting the intentions (<f tlie Court of 
DireAors, and at the litme time to fereen 
lii$ condtidl from their knowledge. It 
appealed that the letter containing a re- 
from the Nabob, w.is firlt wiit- 
ten by Mr. Hading;, and fent up to the 
Nabob, in oider to be wii.tcn ag.iin, and 
fent as his own.« To fuch a length was 
this earned by Mr. Hadings, and tlicie 
appeared Inch manifed cuutiadl^lions be¬ 
tween ins public declaration? and his pri- 
vule indiudt.oiis, that ilis Vizici, by the 
Nabob’s otdci, wiote to the Prifoiicr, and 
begged hitii to date really wlut v/cre his 
inter tions, foi among Inch innnir.cralue 
incoiifidencits lie could not discover tliem. 

Heie,” faid Mi. Burke, “ heie, my 
Lords, isa difeovery of a new and extr.i- 
ordiiisiy kind—here, my Lords, the 
** creoked machineiy cf thi' gieat and im- 
** portant naiuie, in which (he Ma iager, I 
metp Mr* Hadings, had lb long dazzled 
“ the eyes ot the world with the .piendor 
**'of hfs printumimical deceptions—-iieie 
“ the Hying of witches, the finking of 
ghoils, ttie trap-doors, and me Harle- 
•* qiiinades—heie ali the drutting ol the 
** hignors and the fwcet blam idiincnts of 
the Signoras, and the great Mader of 
the machinery himl'eU, wcie all, all 
.“openeil and expofed to view in that 
** Cabinet of dight of hand and hocus 


“ pocos, the Trunk of Captain John' 

Scott, that miraculous Trunk which 
“ produced all the effei^s of AlaJi»'s 
“ wonderful lamp,’* • 

The N'lbob, at lall reduced to the ut» 
mod ex remity, applied to the Piifoner to 
be ivlioved from tlut hand of Biitilh olB- 
ceis by whom he was furrounded and 
oppreded ; among thnfe was to be fuiiiid^ 
a name ever memur.Vnle in India, viz. 
Colonel fLim ay, who had been lecom- 
niendrd to Mr. Hadings by Sir blijah 
impey, and tinned out a wortliy fmit of 
lucha dock.—This man had thecommand 
of two icgimemi! of the Ctmpany’s troops 
in the pi evince of Oude, exeiciicd 
alfo the office of a Faimcr-General 
of the Revenue, and was enabled by the 
power he pod'elletl, of Commander in 
Chief, to enforce his exaftions as Farmer 
Geneial; and in indanccs where the un¬ 
fortunate inhabitants lefufed payment, he 
conHned them in open air in cages, and 
exeicifed on them the mod unheard-of 
fever i’ies. To Inch a degree were they at 
lad reduced, that they were obliged to fell 
tlieir children in order to pay his arbitrary 
exailions. The evidence upon this liib- 
jitt, Mr. Burke laid, demanded their 
Lorillhips’ mod pofuive credence, when 
they retolleffed that it w.as extrailed from'! 
the w’itnelTes like drops of blood, and was 
pioved by the Prifonci’s own evidence, 
Tliis pioduced a general rtbellioii ; the 
forts, and all the dungeons, weie Hlled 
with piifoncis } the pec pie role at the call 
of Nature, and each, as he duod afftiled, 
demanded his parent, his biother, or his 
child ; and, as an earned of tlie clemency 
they wtie to CXptft, Colonel tia^nnay cut 
olf the heads ot eighteen ol the principal 
inhabitants, and tiuew them over the h,n- 
tleinents; and of this tiunlaftion no ac¬ 
count, no refponfibility was to be found 
but the will of that gloomy murderer. 

At length the Nabob, roiiled fium the 
d.te of debafcmcr.t into which the tyranny 
of Ml. Hadings had funk lus mind, de¬ 
manded the recall of Colonel Hann.ny, 
wiiieh was with much difficulty complied 
with. 

Here Mr. Burke read a letter from the 
Vizier, expreffive of the utrr.od humility, 
in which he Ivvears, by the Holy Prophet, 
that was Hannay to come again into Oude, 
he would fly the country. 

Mr. Burke laid,that on the laft day *, he^ 

ha# 


• June 5. On the opening of the Ceurt this day (Junk 7) he Jiegan by complaining 
In very Rrbng terms bo:li of the Court and Mr. Hidings j of ihe latter, for writing a molt 
amiacious Libel, under the Baine of a Peiiticn (alluding to that prelented by Lord Hard- 

wicke. 
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> had proved that Mr. Hadings had heenl 
guilty of premeditated Rehelhon againllthel 
A£ls of the Parliament of Great Britaini? 
and agajnd the Adis of his Mafters, ihq 
Court of Diredlors. He had alfo proved! 
his vengeance againft tliofe Oificeis of th(f 
Company who telufed uhedicuce to him^ 
ai d only relied their rights upon the 

> Company. He had pioved the ablblute 
vaflTalagctif the Naboli to the Prlfoiier, and 
his being made by him the weak inllru* 
ment of his own ruin, ard of the ruin of 
his aiigull Family ; he was now, he laid, 
to call tite attention of their Lurddiips to 
the treatment of their Prince, in which 
cruelty and upllart tyranny was canied to 
a refiiicmenT vmexnmpled in the ingenuity 
of man. The Piiroi.er, not fatislied with 
the injuries lie h<id heaped upon the un- 
happy Prince, bi ought him, who had no 
will of his own, down to Chunar, under 
pretence of lettiiiig all mifunderllandings, 
and irconctiing the Britilh intereil witli 
that of the Nabob i accordingly the Na> 
bob came down. 

Mr. Haflings having brought this nii- 
ferable vidlim down to Ciiunar, prevailed 
upon him to lign a certain Tieaty, under 
the pretence that the ftipiilations which im¬ 
mediately affedled the inttri.ft of the Na- 

^ hob were not to be executed, but were to 
be in lieu, as it wete, of thofe conditions 
which were favourable to the Nabob.— 
The firft Article of theTieaiy w.-s, that 
Mr. Ilaliing'i was to ordci away the rab- 
bie of Bi iiilb Pcnlioiiers and Officers, par- 
ticulariy the new Brigade, who all together 
coiifliiuted a weight that nearly funk the 
Nabob, and cxhattlled his Revenues i 
while on the other hand, the Nabob iinder- 
tcok toiefume thofe Jaghiies which had 
been granted by former N:;bi»bs, either to 
the Royal Family for fuppoit, or to their 
Subjects for fervices, and which weie con- 
fldei cd as fixed and perntanciit property : 
tltefe were tube lefumed, and made a new 
fuurce of peculation fer Mr. Haiti ngs. In 
order to fhew that the Piifuner, from tite be¬ 
ginning, had no intention of performing ei¬ 
ther pare of this Treaty, Mr. Burke read 
a Letter of Mr. Middleton, in which he 
fays that the Nabob was ready to conform 
to whatever Mr. Half iiigs might prelcrihe, 
and that he (Middleton) was. ready to take 
his fbare of the odium of the Prifoner's 
Iton-performance of that agreement. But 
^what Ihewed that the Defendant wasutterly 


regardUfs of the appearance even of 
cency, on the very day on which the Trealy 
was figned be recommended new Penfioh- 
ers to the Nabob. CPage in the printed 
Minutes 938.] 

I'heir J.ordlhips were then to obferve 
how far Mr. Hallings adheretl to his pn> 
vate piomife to the Nabob, on the ftreng^ 
of which that Prince had been induced to 
ftgn the Treaty of Chunar. Mr. Haftinga 
hail come>down from Benares, fruftrated 
in his intention to get 500,000!. which ht 
had prcir.ifed himfelf by his journey there t 
but leeing the Country ravaged, and no< 
thing but difgraceand fulitude about him, 
and afiaid, alter the ruin he had inade,to^ 
return without fome plunder, lie revolved in 
his mind a vatf variety of llratagems, and 
at length hit upon this happy expedient of 
plundering the principal people of Oiide of 
their piopiriy, under the name of a re- 
fumptioii of the Jaghircs. But aware that 
the Nalsuh, from common juilice, as weB 
as from tite natural feelings of a man to hii 
own family, mult feel a iepugnar.ee to carry 
fuch a plan into execution, he perfidiouily 
promiled him that thofe ftipiilations Ihould 
not be enforced, which promile he never* 
thelefs broke as foon as the Treaty was 
figned, by wrefting the Jaghires from their 
lawful owners. 

Mr. Burke defined the nature of that 
Aiecicsuf propel ty called Jaghires, andaf* 
fimilated mem to the feudal polTelfiuns io 
Europe; and laid, that J.icobiniiin never 
ftruck a more elFcdfual blow againft pro¬ 
pel ty than their LorJfiiips would do, it, by 
approving ot this mealure, they faniUoned 
the idea of aibitrary confifeations for the 
purpofe of cteating revenue. For hie 
pan, viewing it in the light of juilice to the, 
individual, or policy in the State, his 
prayer refpefling property Ihould ever be, 
I^h perpeiua. 

Mr. Burke then proceeded to fliew, that 
when this part of the Treaty came to be 
canied into execution, the Nabob Ihewed 
till* rtioft acute repentance for having been 
trepanned into figning the Treaty. He not 
only exprefled reluClance, butabfolutely fell 
at the feet of Middleton, conjuring and en¬ 
treating him to rpaiehimthehon-orof turn, 
ihg all the diffci-ent branches of bis family, 
whohad been provided for by thofe Jaghires 
deftitiite upon the world; and finding aB 1 
his eftbrls to melt the obdurate heart of-' 
Middleton inefFe£lual, and fearing that a j 


eke, and inferted in p. 1x9); and of the fortner, for having recorded it in their Journals, 
What ihe Hiiufe of.Coinmons would do, in confequence ■ of this infult, he could not tellj 
as he iiad not had an opportunity of confulting the Houle upon it; be Ihoutd there 
fore proceed as if 00 fuch Libel had been written, 

^ RebeUtoa 
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B^Mlion jHioald£e the conreqiience of the 
indignation of liis people at l'i>ch ti eatment, 
tfcflnt his family away, andpetiiiuncd Mr. 
X|attli;gs to relax ironi hi8:Hr>ju(t rciblution; 
tmt in vain—in vain he he(>fnl, piaved, 
4«il«Juh!od,.andpirt in pratr'ce cveiy delay 
‘-r.theM->exor3b]eM'dd]etoii ufurpeJ openly 
4 )c GuvernuieiU of the Nabob, and wjtJi 
^1 theharfh hauteur of a lyiarin/os Con- 
^^ueror, declared that he would iffue Pur- 



AOwn ac.count ot liie buiij;eJs, and then leaye 
Jit to thtir Lajidfliips, wii.vlier the hi^beft 
l^itch of crtmiixaiiun they had cvei wiinei- 
ped c ould equal Aich a iicfauovt ex'owal 
^ofe Leitersconiained. . 

Heie he read Mr. Middleton’s Letter of 
.X)rcemberx-73i, page Sep in the Minutes, 
in which he dates that ilieN^bob's finances 
Itirei'e fo bad. that he was not able to pay his 
Troops : tha> the rciumption of tiie Jig. 
Itires was obvicuCy againlf his iRClin.ction, 
for that a fettled melancholy had taken 
ItoireiTion of liim, fo as to endanger his 
Iiealtb, and that therefore he (Midciletox) 
fpfnendid Uie ettccutton until he kitew Mr. 
liatiings's pieaiiire. 

; .Here, faun Mr. B'like, your LorJfhips 
fcnay perceive the wnfi'dt lm>v».tn the nu- 
i;eli> gs of Iwinanity arid the abjeCf 
itabits of a il'ive j but Mt ■ Hailin^s Itu >d 
i'upciior to tuLh ftcling*, and feiit a bu .y 
troetps loei.foiCe il<e immediate execu> 
taon of this Tltat>. it n.ufl he a conii- 
fjcirable aggt'avaiion of an injnrv, to receive 
ft from a fet of ohfcine ptcqiie, coming, 
like the Jiliigiiih, from an unkimwn 
Cvuntry—it was a bitier, biJ;er di aught 
(0 any naviitg the feelings ot niiit. Op. 
pfdhon, he laid, was good no wheie, but 
^etiBinly was mote loleiabic fioni thofe to 
Whom (lie oppreffed w^ie accui'onied lo 
Ibow. [Lefteis of Mr. Middleton of the 
|lrh and yih of Deceinher 1781, weiv then 
rend, by which it appeared inai he (Mid¬ 
dleton) had ordered the r«cirn y Ptii wan- 


but bcfoi^ they coi 


t'«cn n y 
ujII^ be i 


lU.ed, re- 


coivtd ametfag" from theNdnib, [equell- 
ing the delay only of a few l,ouis, aim that 
the thing f^oul'l be done in his own rainc; 
but this Ml. Middiepm reitu^vl, and ifc'uc.d 
t^e Finwaniias himiolt.') 

■ “'Hfie,” excUtmed Mr, BniLe, with 
iratks of tim non, “ w,cs .m adV of 
tvMi'.t.y and uluigation unix.iinpicd in 
iiiitciy! Lave yo'ii'.Lc.rddnps evti iour.d 
in ihc apnals of'Manii^, 01 thehillwjits 
<*bf ^iSpnlartuirmit in dtp, png Pni-ces, any 
**'nct rc rqufii ihis f a M’onartli dipoicl by 
' IdiSi^^'Knded fifties, tr^mpltd undci Spot 


“ by the Haves who before ahjefily crotichfid 
** at his feet, and the means ofwhrfeexilf* 
eiice were drawn from his bounty, and 
“ hi infel fre nticml, by on e llagi tiou s ilroke, 
“ yhe greartlf Have and the poort'ft ni,in iq 
•* Ids own dominions. All men jioffefTcd 
of the principles of common hor.eity, 
nuiif be louied to indignation at fucha 
icciral, bntyctir Lojdlhips, more fub- 
*' limed to hcjimui, mud run befoie me in 
my fVcilngson thistianlaflion.” 

I The coi.fitcation thus executed, the 
whole was handed over to Middleton, who 
aga.in, on his parr, handed it over to the 
ufuiers of^tn-'ics, and thus a body of 
toi'cign ufuieis weie put into prHelTion'of 
the eitu es of the piincipal people of the 
country.—Middlt'on laid, that the debt 
xvoiild be paid by ihefe means in thefpace 
of two yeais 5 but would it not be bct.cr, 
Mr. Burke afked, to fiifftr the c-il ites to 
remain with their real owners, and compel 
them to gix'e fecutity to the Bankets of 
Benaresf Buri no! Mr Halfings willed' 
it, ami the untoiiun.itc people were to be 
tur.nca out m ithuut the means of exilicnce; 

Sic s-clo, dc jubeo, ifati>rorati«ae yduhtiMk 

* • (S 

In Older to fum up eveiy thing that 
c&uld lie ftld ot the atrocity of this 
Mr. Buike pioceedi.d to flicw ilicirLorri- ‘ 
fhipi the hoircr wi'h which it ftruck evuy 
body lave Mi. iiaftiugs; Middieion Uiiu- 
fdf. 

Albeit not ujTed to the melting mwod, 

reiftited. and wiute i-. terms of cornu.ilera> 
tioii forthe unhappy people loMi. H.dlings; 
who, howevci,li.lt himfelf Uipei lor lo ftich 
vuls.rar feelings— **hoKfJ} black difdained 
“ to chauge its coUtur ” He, with all tlie 
Hern iigid '.y cf a fitoic, ipnined from hint 
pity in Inch a vii tuous cauie : that Cato of 
pecnhrtioii, fraud, and tyranny, would not 
lelent, but iniiited upon thr rigorous exe. 
cution, .even to (tie letter of the conhfea. 
tion } and if Mid.deton had not nerves to 
execute it, he hindclf would have gone in 
perfon for that purpofe; and tlitis, laid 
Mr. Burke, tire piiloner argued,I 
“ am afraid tog9 bone iLitbout monf’v i I 
“ our At to rob ui Benares, and Jailed 
there ; J mvfl get ssiouey etjfewbere, or f 
* ‘ eatinoHneet the Parliament oj'Englandi 
** —are you equal to it, fays the great 
<“ Reboerto the tittle oneP If not, 1, 

** great iV>aJrer if ^yrann}/, .-willfly on thgM 
baleful things of Ruin, and put to Jhani^m 
** (he poor yeleatiug nature op year btetHdW 

-—7 infirm «£*pui|>ofef 
Q.’ve tac the «lj|£gits<-^-*.« 
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k My hands arc of yo'jr colour, hut I Hiamu 

1*0 wear a heart fo white. 

This great man could not, like Satan, 
fee the gfoiies of the world; but worfe’, 
looked over the naked wafte that himfelf 
had made, and could not fee one firtgle 
flrillirtg that he could by fraud or violence 
attach ; all was hid, and buried under, 
’^when he gvn there.—He then recollefied 
one gieit family, the women of which 
had, in three or four fiicCcdive reigns, 
ani.tlfed, by favlng it from their in* 
cOrnes, a large Ihm of money, and had it 
iVciired under the guard of .i foru’efs, and 
a treble fcciii ity of the manners and laws of 
tire coontiy}—hut thefeweie but (lender 
impediments to the violent (jafflon of the 
Ptilbner, for as Jupiter made love in a 
’ (hower of gold, la he made love for a 
olden (licwtr, not in gold at tka perlbn, 
tu at the perfon for the gohl. 

Having firll relolved to Itire on thefe 
trtaluies, he was at a lofs under what pre¬ 
text tojullify I’uch a violation, not only of 
the light of the parties, the haws of the 
country, the decency to be ohferted to 
perfons of the female Sex by the culloms 
of tne country, but of a treaty by wliich the 
Britifli Government bad guaranteed that 
^yroptrty to them. At length he hit upon 
an exptiii.iu more .urocious even than 
tlie oiigln.l iiuetnion; and, paiily bySfia. 
tajem and paitiy hv totce, made tlie Na¬ 
bob enter into his plan, and l.tcorns the 
indrument of violation of hi- ifiothef's 
pixipeity, hou.e, and family. T!)'s was no 
olhci til.m to accuSe tlirin of rehellion, and 
under til it pietext to confiicate their goods. 
—Aiid line, he IsM, it was wcithy of 
1 email;, that Si; Elijah Impoy (wh-i by his 
facred olRcC w.<s boiii.d to pioieft, yet 
wag marie the inllrumem ot iliii ail of in- 
juftietj never w is conl'olivd upon the point 
of law by Ml. Mailings, aliliough he was 
cbntinu.illy with him, for— 

Phosbe went with him wherever he went. 

No, Sir El'jih did ver\ well for a common 
nielfengei, foi a lipfUif, i.r to take an ai'i 
davit i l>u‘, upon a puint of l.<w, i- as no. fit 
to be co-.luiced, though Chief Juiticeof 
India : iKiihei liad Mr. Haitings iliuiight 

i U'opei to cunUiit the native Chief Jiillice->- 
le cwnriilted neither, but eir.ployi.d both in 
the excciitioii uf tins abominable project, 
coniehting hiinlclf with putting the quel- 

t ‘ tion hvpothetically-Suppofing tlte 

y Begums are guiiiy of rebellion, has 
noL the Nabob a light to confifeate their 
** propelty f" Tu which Sir Elijah faid, 
Ceruioiy} and thus, betwetfa ibtuxii 


contrived to conform to the old legjil- 
maxim— quetfiionem fa&imn rejpsn^' 
def.tjuciia:,adqnceJJfonem U'ismn rejpoitm 
dtut jutatcret. Mi'. Halilr.,;.. .tflumes the 
province, and excrcjfes the imht of tllsi 
Jury, and finds ttie iaft; and Sir Elijab,|| 
in his charafVer of Jiulge, apphes the lav*,' 
and thus between them was this infamous 
tranfai 5 lion compleaftd. 

Mr. Burke laid, that the Hon. Mans*^ 
ger who .had preceded him upon this 
Cliarge had gone fb very fully into the 
fiihject, that It was hardly necef&iy for 
him to fity more, than that to accomplif 
his purpcl'es, a variety of the meaneit 
(Iratsgctns, moil violent outrages, and 
enormous cruelties were pra 6 lifed uptffl 
thefe unfo' tunatc women, until at lail hfl 
difeovered wlicie their ho.^ids lay, upoiil 
which occafion Mr. Middleton, with all 
thr raplvues of a lover, in amoiou# tianf* 
pi-tls and cooings, writes to his Sir 
Elijah impey tiu-t he has got at tlie objsft 
cf all h;s wilhes, tlte fccret hoai'ds of tho 
old ladies. 

Blit even tlte ncquifulon of thofe iiti- 
mti.fe trealurts could neither laiiate the 
avarice, nor even give a mumentary check 
to tlie citit! 'Jd'pofitiun of the Priliner, fet 
h- !nd I'll i-fTay made of the tieafine, and 
liiK’mg tl'-'t il frll Jhprt by iixiy thoufand 
p rmds c't the fum noon which he had 
fixed his mind, Jieexioitril from the Eu« 
ntichs, who weie the Minillers of the Be- 
ytims, bonds tu the amount of that defi¬ 
ciency.—The moment the bonds were 
ohtaineii, thole unhappy v! 6 lim« weia 
dragged tu n piiibn, and a p''iiun of all 
mheis the molt dteaclful to them, via. tits 
Englilh torn el's uf Chu ar. In the dun¬ 
geons of that fort they were kept,and treat¬ 
ed not only with rigour, but with the moft 
atK.cious ciueh^, laden with heavy chains, 
and rcpeitcdly depiived even of tbud. 
Mr. Burke read (om: LCtteis from Major 
Gilpin, who had the command of the 
foit, to Middleton, in which he tkitcs the 
mil.lab.e fiiuimbn uf h s piiilincrs, and 
lecpielts prrmiiMb to -dlcviaie in ibnte de- 
gice ihetr t imeit>; bui Mi. Middicion, 
iiiileati of jffoiilmg relief, g.iv. ditectiuns 
for" I’.eavitr feticis, and. ii p.illib t', an 
increaie of torint!',i!,. Tne Bimcc-ilesof 
Oude, f'ctlmg lor the iituatiuii ot their 
Mimtters, parted W'lth all then oiiiamentST 
unddiefs foi the put pol'e of icheviiig thenx 
out uf prifoii i by theic means they raifeJ 
a fum of 40,00^'!. but ftill they wcie de¬ 
tained fur tne remai.'ider. 

Mr. BuikC then proceeded to (hew the 
ol's imprubability of the Chatge of Bc-j 
llwn vvhich had been made againlt thtr 

Begums, 
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tnd hidf that If It were even 
the evidence which the Prilbner 
brought to prove it would Ihew iis 
fiwhftod. 

But allowing for a moment the truth of 
wit accofation^ what did it prove ? Why, 
the tyranny of the Englifli was fo in¬ 
ferrable, that even cloiftered old women 
copf^red to cut off a man, who (lood in 


the relation of fon to the one and grandibii 
to the oUier, rather than not get rid of the 
Britifh opprefTT^n.. 

Mr. Burke proceeded in recapitulating 
the material points of his I'peecn. on the 
preceding day j the refult of the whole 
was laid to be, that the dominions of the 
Nabob of Oude were utterly ruined by 
Mr. Ballings *. 

• The followipy fails howevcf, to which the Editor appeals, will prove that the ruin 
ofthe Provinces of B-.naresand 0/ Oude confiAs only in the imagination of Mr. Burke. 

I And lirll. The evidence on the BaNAass Article proves, that wlien Cheyt Sing was ex¬ 
iled in 1781, Mr. Haftings railed the public revenue of BESAKts from *30%oI. to 
)O,0oqI. a year : that this increafed revenue has been legularty paid from i''8o to logs, 

,d that tieic is no fort of doubt of this incrs.led revenue being regularly paid in future ; 
at the country has flouriQied eminently fmee the expu'fion of Cheyt Sing: that Benakss 
MS eonliderably increafed in builtling and in population fince the expulfion of Cheyt Sing ; 
that the Police, etlabUlhed by Mr. Hallings,, in Benares, has rcndried that city the firft 
ia India. To this clear, decided, and undoubted evidence, Mr. Burke oppofed a Let¬ 
ter. written by Mr. Haflings in 1784, in which he ftated, that by tlie bad manage- 
ment of the Aumil after a very heavy drought, the country liad been greatly oppreffed, 
a»d that m theline through which he marched, from Bnxal to the extremity of the Benakas 
P rovince, the natives had defeitcd their villages, owing to the negledi ofthe Aumil. 

The next was a report ftom Mr. Duncan, in 1788, who fays, that foroe Pergunnahs 
bfid fallen otf fince the rxpulficn of Cheyt Sing. 

Now Mr. Burke rejefls all evidence from Gentlemen of all deferiptions : rejefls 
Che folemn afTertions, of the People tliemfelves s rcjtdls the Public accounts: reisas all 
that his friend Mr. Dundas has faid of the flourifhing flare of Benares} and infifts up¬ 
on it, that Mr. Haftirgs and Mi. Duncan have piuvcd, that the Country is utterly 
■oined. ' . 

• The fame mode of flating faCs which diftinguinicd Mr. Purkc when he told what 
psffcd in a large company, when the kite Lord Dever war prefent, diftiiigoifhtd him 
ID lelating paffages fri.m the letter of Mr. Duncan and Mi. H-ftlngs. He read wliat 
:he former Oentlenian faid of the ftate of fome tiiflmg Peignnnabs j and from tliat pa*- 
iil flaicment, he aigned, tl.al the whole Province of Benarfs was ruined ineviuLly ; 
:hat Piovmce from winch the Company has received 400,000!. a year, from 1782 to this 

'»y. 

He read parts, or rather he defired Mr. Windham to read part, of a letter from Mr, 
ifaflings, in which he reprtfented the ccnfequences of an alarming drought, and the bad 
oodua of the Aumil when jnmtd together for one year: but when Mi. Windham camo 
o the following pails of the fame letter, Mr. Cutke defired him to flep: we (hall there- 
ore infeit it in this place. 

** I have the iMpinefs to find all men fatibfied and happy in the excellent adminiftration 
f oflhecity of Benarcs, and have experienced what few men of the fiift rtation havff 
‘ known in the inteicourfe with the natives ot Tndi.i, if of any her country, the voice of 
• adulation, divefted even ip ray pftftnce, from myfelf in the eagernefs .>f heftowing a 
* better cnertud praiie another* Sutti is thc'tnbate wTiich the wifdomand integrity 
« of Ally Ibrabam Caun have extoited fiom the heaits of thofs who have been fubieft 
‘ to his jui ifdidlioo.” 

Secondly, the fa«s refpefling the Province of Oude are nearly as follow: 

In January I 775 > Suj.ih DowUli, Nabob of Oude, died, and was fucceeded by his fbn, 
tie preftnt Nabob. It was determined by the Government of Bengal, In oppofitioa to the 
pinion of Mr.Hiiflings, that the treaties fubfifling between Bengal and Oude expired with 
ujah Dowlah, Ihey, therefore, compelled the Nabob either U) give up all cunne£iions 
rith Bengal, or to confent to increafe the Suhfidy which he paid for a Brigade of Bricifli 
roops, from at, to a6,ocel. a roomh j anjl alfo, to cede for ever to the Company the Pro- 
nee of Benares, ' 

Mr, Borke defended this aa, thouph Mr. Dundas deferibed it, as it’certainly was,amoft 
agrant brea^ ofaSolemn Treaty. Tlw DircSors concurred in opinion with Mr. Haftinge, 

»t ih* With Sujah DowJah did not expire at h« death j but they were well 

pleafei 
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On ttie following ifoy, JtfNS 1 1, being 
the One Uvkdrbd and Fortv-Fifth 
Day, Mr. Burke recapitMlajed what he 
had faid on the preening day, and then 
went into •a very ftrong and pointed at-^ 
tack u^n the teftimony and condu^ of 
Sir Elijah Impey, a Member of the Houft 
of Contmona, and upon the feveral 6 en« 
^men who hiui bAn employed in Oude. 


He went thrcKigh the &gum Charge iif 
part i contedded that it wae ifnMjibh ffie 
flfould have been in the Itebeliion in the' 
^ear 17S1 i that the whole was a ftory 
invented by Mr. Halting as a plea for 
feizing her treafures; and offered as a 
proof of it« that the Oircflors had^ fsnt 
the moft poiitive orders for Infthoting % 
pmicular enquiry into the truth of tlie 

accufation 


pleafed by the increafe of the Subfidy, and the ac(}uiriiion of Benares^, both of which 
refulted frem the iuinate eoane&loa formed by Mr. Baitings with' Sojah Dowiah, in tlie 
year J773. 

' At the fatter end of the year 17751 fuch diftrefs of the Nabob, and Tuch the coa> 

fufion in his country, owing to the Begum withholding his father's treafures, which left an 
army of one buodred- thoufand men many montlii in arrearsi tluc Che Nabob wav per« 
fuaded by Mr. Biiftow to apply for Britifh ofitcera to command hb forces* The reqneft. was 
complied with, and a number of ofBcers were fent to Oude upon emoluments and aliuwaaoes 
^infinitely beyond any that were enjoyed by the Bengal army. Mr. Burke mifieprefentsthis 
matter to completely, that any pcrfmi who heard him mutt havefuppofad that Mr. Haflinga 
'1 formed ibis arrangement,, whereas it was in fa£t done by the majuriiy, MeBrs. Ciayeriogy 


Monfon, and Francis. 

. This Nabob had Aid>de.Camps, Secretaries, Adjuunt and Qiiarier>Ma<ler>Oeneral, Pay> 
matter, and CommifTaries, with their Deputies. 

The Nabob had im money, and was unable to pay thefo new military and civil ettablifli* 
meoti, or lodifcharge what was then owing to the Company. He tlisrefore aligned certain 
diftridis to Mr. Britiow, who, in concert with the Miniller, wae in truth the Sovereign 
of Oude, a fafl Bated by Captain Edwards, who fwore that the Nabob was in a Bate of 
fubordinaiion to aU the Rcfidents alike. In other words, and in another paffage, be faid, 
that the Nabob's MiuiBer, who was under the induence of the Relident, eniirely governed 
the country. Such was the fyRem efUbiilhed 10 177 5 by the majoriiy, and this fydem cim« 
%nued under Mr. Briflow fir[i,.then under Mr. Middleton, or Mr. Furling, until Sepieni* 
ber 17B1, when it was in tome degree altered. 

In 1784, Mr. Hsftingi made an arrangemebt with the Nabob, by which it was 
agreed, that if the Nabob dtfeharged the debt then due to the Company, and if in 
future he regularly paid the fubfidy due for the Britilh Troops, no Refident Aould havs 
the flighted interferMce- in bis dominions. This aitangemcat, which Mr. Burke has 
querrelled with, as he does with every thing, was very fully approved by the King^'s 
Miniders, and was ordered by them, to be invariably adhered to. It has been fo, but 
dill we exercife a fuperintending power in Oude, precKeiy fimilar to that which was exer<* 
oifed by Mr. Hidings. Lord Cornwallis, who, on all occafions fpeaks and adle ae a maa 
qf honour, was unwilling that Ills countiymen (hould undergo the fcmdal of bring iha 
authors, of diforders with which they bad nothing to do, and wrote .to tlie Dlrefiors, 

*' That the Uifordeis in Oude are to be traced in the charader of the Prince,'* whom he de*- 
foribes at very extravagant, and utterly averfe to bufinefs of any kind. Qis lesrdfhip' 
therefore proiedfed the Minider, Hyder Beg Khan, againd the Nabob, and. di oflSn aa< 
the Nabob feented difiocliaed to ad agreeable to tlm wi^iea of the Minifl^, Lord 
Cornwrilit has remondrated, and the evil was redrefled. When this Minider .died iit 
1793, the Nabob waited to know the pleafuro of Lord CnrnwgUit, before he appointed a 
fuccedor. 

From 1775, when Mr. Hadingi formed the fird arrangement with Siyah Dowlah,^ to this 
time, we have received above feventeao millfoos' derling from Ouiio. Oude has, in fad, 
paid'above one third of the annual expenco of the Bengal army, independent of ibe largo 
faint in bullion remitted to thoTredfury in Calcutto, which enabled us to' peefervn. India, 
in the lad general war. 

We have proved, by 4 reference to faAs which are of genera) notoriety, that thofydem 
tvhichfod to our firft interference in the ioternat Government of Oude, was not the fyftem. 
of Mr,. Hadtogs, hut of Ccneral Clavering, Colonel Monfon. and Mr. Pranc'u. JuiUen 
(o thole gentlemen induces us to deetare, that no fuch mifi^ievoui confeqnencet as Mr. 
Burke dates, did refult from that interference. 

The Military Farmers Genera}, as Mr. Buike ealls them, guarded the extreme Provioeea 
of the Nabob's Udminions, countrim wtdeh Mr. Briftow doferibed. beCore.tbere officers were 
4tpeinted, as in (ueb' a Rate of anarchy and rebellion, that they could hardly be faid to make 
part of the Nabob’s denunions { noder tbefe Milita^ Farmers General, the countries were 
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sc^ufaiion againit ihe Bcg«un ; which or- Mr. Burke appeared a liule eonfound- 
dera the Colleagues of Mr. Haftings ed; but recovering himfelf, laid he hoped 
would have carrieil into execution, had the Court would not permit that wicked 
they not been over-ru'ed by Mr ilaftings. wietch, ihai i'eourge ol India* that Cvi» 
ihus fuhje£f occupied Mr. Burke fur a minal, to infult the Houfe of Commons, 
conftderable time } and in the courle of After fome time, Mr. Windham faid 
this fpeech be applied fo many coarJe epi- tlie bell way would be to read again the 
thetstoMr. HaSines, that at length the orders of the Direflors for the ent^uiry al> 
latter ftarted up, and declared that the Di« ludtd to by Mr. Burke, 
re^lors had fent no ORDERS for inftituting The letter was read, and it appearedyf 
the enquiry mentioned by Mr. Burke, and there were no orders ; the teim was a rc- 
Ihat human nature mull at laft be exhaull- quejl *. 

ed by hearing fuch grofs iallchoods fo On Thursday, June 1,2, being the 

often repeated. One Hundred and Forty-Sixth 

. I>Ar, 

; much better sovemed than they had been before or finer, and revenues were ccdledted, and 
broogtif into the Treafury at Lucknow, from diftriAs which before thofe officers were ap- 
^poinicil had paid notlung to the Nubub. 

V As this is a matter of a moll delicate nature, we (hall merely date thi fafit to which the 
orders of the Diredurs applied—the Orders themfeivcs—the Minutes that fuUowed them, of 
which farn only were read by Mr. Windham—and leave the world to form their own 
conclufions. 

In July 1782, theDireflors were informed, that in confequence of the fupport given te 
Cheyt Sing, the guarantee of tlic (- ompany liad been withdrawn from the Begum ; that Mr. 
HaAings had Arenuoutly ehcouraged and fupported the Kabob in refuming the Jaghire, and 
in feizing th« treafure of the Begum. They were informed that all the treafure taken,, 
amounting to 500,000!. had been applied to the difeharge of the debt due by the Nabob to 
the Bail India Company. 

The Benares Narrative and the Affidavits were fent home by the fame conveyance, and 
arrived in July 1782. 

The Direflors aufwered thefe advices on the i+ih of February 1783. / 

The Managers gave theanfwer in'cvidence in 1788, and prefaced it with thefe words : 

Then the Managers acquainted the Houfe they would next proceed to (bew that the 
DireAors did order an enquiry to be made in India, into the conduA of the Begums, that 
** all the world might know the rca! irutii of the cafe, and that Mr. HaAings did Aide thar 
enquiry.’* 

. The Letter is then entered by the .Managers in page 910, and the Anfwerin thefe words; 

'* ff it ihould hereafter bs found that the Begum did not take that hoftile part againA the 
'* Company which has been leprefented as well in the Governor General’s narrative as in 
** the feveral documents therein referred to, and as it no where appears from the papers at 
*' prefeat in our potfeAlon, that they excited sny commotion previous to the infurreAioo of 
' Cheyt Sing, but only armed tlif mfelves in coiileqnence of that tranfadlion ; and as it is 
■ pri'bable that fuch a coaduA proceeded cmircly from motives of felt-defence, under an 
' apprehenfion that tiicy thcinfelves mighc likewife be laid under unwarrantable contribu- 
" ttons, we diredl that you ufe your influence with ilie Vizier that their Jaghires may be 
** reAored to them." 

Here is the order, and the point in difpute is. whether this be an order for enquiring Into 
the truth of the Rebellion of the Begums, or whether it be an order Co ufe the influence of 
the Bengal Govsrument to reAoro to her her Jaghire.—As to the Treafures, the DireAcys 
are totally fiieiit on that fubjcA ; yet it is obvious, that if an enquiry was ordered, and if in 
the refult of that enquiry (he fltculd prove to have been falfely accufed, on what princi¬ 
ple of JuAice or common fenfe could the DireAors have paffed over the Tieafures I 

The Government conflAed of Mr. HaAings, Mr. Wfieler, Mr. Stables, and Sir John 
Msepherran.rTAfterttie Letter ofithe fiitcAors had been read, Mr. WheHer Rated bis wilh 
always to conform implicitly to the orders of the DireAors» iliat thofe Chen before them 
ihathe was fully convinced, not only from the repoitofMr. HaA- 
.ings, but friTO the opinions of many individuals totally unconcerned in the fubjcA, that the 
** ^did take a boAite part agSu^ the Company during the diAurbanoes at 
Jfaawrvi. But as the DireAors appeared to be of a different opinion, and conceived upon 
the fuhjeA that there qught to be Wronger proofs of the defrAion of the Begums than had 
beeo laid before them, he thought that before tliey decii'ed on thefe orders, the late and pre- 
fei I ferideots thould colIeA all the information they could upon the fubjedl. 


If 
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«Dav, Mr. Borkctook xip the remaining Mr. BriAoWj and Mr. Middleton, in or-, 
part of the Begum Charge, namely, the . der to fix the guilt uf theie traiUattuin* 
treatment of the women and childrin of upon the Defendant. Mr. Bui ke con- 
the'late Nabob Sujah ul Dowla, and eluded this Oiaige with an afteflingap 
the feizure of tlte trcafur;» of the Be- peal to the feelings and the palfions of 
gums, the imprifonment of her Mi. their LordHiips. s 

nifiers, and loading them with irons, to Tlie principal occurrence of the day 
give fecurities for large Aims and pay was an attempt to comment upon Char- 
'^the fame, (tripping the effects, clo-itlis, ges, as collateral matter, wnich had 
^jewels, &c. from the Begums, by which been abandoned by the Houfe of Com. 
means the numerous family in the Kiiord mons in a vote on the 4tii of February* 
Malul (Inner palace) which was de. 1791. 

pendent upon the Begums, wanted the The Lord Chancellor checked this 
mere ncceltiiies of lile; and after fruit- intbiinal puicedure, and fignified his 
lefs fupplications and ihrieks of famine, opinion, that what was not infilted upon 
they endeavourad to force their way cut in charge, could admit of no comment in 
of the Palace, and break into the Market- reply. * 

place to beg for bread, but were driven Mr. Bnrke retorted this extraneous * 
back with blows by the Sepoys, who adduftioa upon the Counfel, who had, 
were armed with bludgeons. Several let. be contended, allb brought matter hre. 
ters 'Were read, written by Major Gilpin, levant in their defence.—But he defired 

If there be fenft or meaning in langnage, Mr. Wheler faid, Before I coaftnt to intercede 
with the Nabob for the relluratiou of their j-iglvices, I dedie to know what has been their 
pa(l and prefent conduct. 

Mr. Uadings replies, tlut he thinks Mr. Wtwier has miflaken the intention of the Di. 

■ redfors; that he fees nothing like an order exf'efftd or impluJ for fneh an enquiry at Mr. 
Wheler propo(es—Here the matter dtoj>s till die z-d »t S.ptumber, whrn a minute from 
Mr, Stables is read, in which he fays, that the Direitors ftem not to be futiijUd that the dif. 
nifedlion of the Begums is fufiiciently proved. He therefore thinks chat the late and prefent 
yBefident (liould be called upon to colled wiiat fuitlier iniorroation they can, and the Cum. 
manding Officers who were at the tioie in the Vizier's country. 

If there ha any meaning in language, Mr. StaMes did not make this motion in com¬ 
pliance with an order, but becaufe he thought tha DireAors feemed not to be fatisfied 
with the information before them. 

Mr. Haftings appealed to the letter. He fays it does not order an enquiry; but adds, 
if evidence Is to be colledled, it (hould be collcAed fram all perfoos capable i»f giving ii, and 
not confined 10 official chandlers. 

To this minute Mr. Stables made no re|dy. 

Sir John Macphsrfon (whofe miauie Mr. Wlndfiain did not read, though it follows 
immediately} fays, '* I have read the letter of the Diredlors with attention. Wheo it .was 
** firft read In Council, I underftood the paragraphs about the Begums at ijlire^g ap 
** inveftigation,*' fcc. « 

** On a clofe attention to the words and fpirit of the diff-rent paragraphs ppon tbit fobjedf, 

<* I do not think that we are diredled to coromeuce any new inveftigation of evidence. 

« Indeed, 1 do not fee how any new invefiigation of evidence could be regnlariy imdertaken, 

** or what falutary purpofe it could anfwer." 

** There has been no appeal from the Begums to this Oovernnaent; |nd there certainly 
** was (ufficient proof, at the time, tliK thofe who had the eafnagement of their concerns 
** during the troubles of Benares, were no friends, bvt re 4 eqeoiies to the caufe of-the 
«* Englilh.” 

WeboeuwemaybeaBawed to fay, that Mr. HaQings would have been unpardonable tn 
interrwptn^Ir. Burke, and accufing him of faKehood, provided Mr. Windham had read 
all the Minutes. We think there is no man liping can fay, that Sir John Maepherfon’s mi¬ 
nute is not very material indeed. But though Sir John was in London^ 17S8, when the 
Managers examined Mr. Stables, they did not chufe to call Sir John M»cplierfon; and^ 
though his Minute isln the next page to that of Mr. Stables in the evidence, Mr. Windham * 
did not think proper to read it. Mr. Barike did not fay he meant to garble the evidence, 
bu^ be certainly .did garble it, and ^s ip ihe,oaly excufe that can be fiCpPfCd *<4 ioiem* 
perance of Mir, Jlaftings. 

* T a to 
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to witliilnw m few minutes with his 
brother Managers. Mr. Windham at¬ 
tended him out, and Mr. Francis fol¬ 
lowed. 

When they returned, Mr. Burke la¬ 
mented very feelingly the Kardihip of hit 
iituation--but he faiJ he was bound to 
believe he heard the judgment of that 
Hou^, when no one Peer arofe to dilTent 
from his Lordihip, to whoie Tingle opi- 
• nion, indeed, great weight was always 
attwhed, and to which he vei^ checi fully 
deterred. 

However, the fafls he al|uded to were 
upon the Journals i they were in the 


Mana«rs record, and in that of the 
Countel; snd tlio* abandoned in charge, 
yet, as aiTented to by Mr. Haftings, 
would renaain for ever evidence againft 
him. ' 

Mr. Windham read a variety of Pa¬ 
pers, and Mr. Burke commented at cnn- 
fiderahle length. Hyder Beg Khan 
brought forth a violent ftorm of invcc-^ 
five, and the bufincfs of Oude wa& 
clofed by Mr. Burke’s delcarat on, that 
he believed that province to be as much 
now as heretofore ^o'u. rn^d by Mr. Haf- 
tings 

% 

Mr. 


* Jn tlie cqurfe of his Speech, Mr. Burke took occafion to fay, as on a former day, f p. 13 o.) 
th<il the origin of Ml. Haflings was /aw, ebfcure, ^nd vulgar- { with how liule regard to truth 
this a/Tertion is made by thofe who detail his Speeches, will appear from the following account 
of the family of Mr. Hastings, wh.ch is tak<-n from Dr. Nash's ** Uiltory of Wotr 
celtei fhire,” and the Records in the Heralds’ OiHce. 

In the re'gn of Henry the Second, Milo de Hadings held thtee hides of land of the Bi- 
Ihnp of WurccRer. This Milo de Maitings, or anotlier perfeu of the f^e name, was of 
Diylnesford, the 33d of Edward the Firft. 

Mr, Penoyljon Hailings, an Anii4uary. and Redlor of Dayinesford, derives the pedigree 
of this family from Hafiing's the Pane, in t^eiter to Dr. Thomas, dated the i ith at Decern, 
her 1732. It certainly niay buaft of g(f 4 at antiquity. Aftrope Hadings held lands in 
Warwickfliire fo early as the Coni^neror, or very foon afterwards. Qi this family were the 
Barons of Abergavenny, who, by the marriage of John Haflings, Baron of Abergavenny, 
with the heirefs of Acmar de Valentia, came to be Ear! of Pembroke, John the lad Earl 
leaving no ilfue, his Earldom reverted to the Crown, and the Barony of Abergavenny weitc 
by marriage‘to Reginald, Lord Grey, although the right of it was long contefted by Mf. 
JHnlltngs, the male heir, defcended from the fecund fon of John |/prd Abergavenny. 

From a younger branch of this family fprung the Earls of Huntingdon, who have altered 
the Arms, and bear a Manche Sable in a Field Argent j whereas the original Arms of Haf- 
lings, and thofe which have always been borne by tpe Haftings of Dayinesford, were a 
IVIanche Gules In a Field Or. 

Dayinesford continued in the family of Haflings till 171;, when it was fold by Mr. 
niuel Haflings to Jacob Knight, grandfon of 9 ir John Knight, of Rrillol. 

From the Ton of Mr. Knight, it was re-purchafed by Mr. Hadings in 1789. 

At Dayinesford was fir'd introduced the cultivation of Sainifoin, a f renfh grafs, brought 
fnln England by John Hadings in 1650, 

The anewnt Manor-houfe, which has long been dedroyed, was fitaated at the didance of 
I JO yards from church. The ruina were left about a ceat^ry ago, and (hewed it tp bayti 
been a grand'ftruAore. 

Prom the time riijs houfe went to decay, the family cbiefiy refided at Velford^ in Oxford. 
Aire, called, in old writings, Telford Hadings j and in the vifiution of tliat county, iii 
the lad century, a p.ifti(;n]ar accoi'-qt is given of that family. 

Telford continued to belong to them until the reign of Charles the Bird, when JohnHaf- 
tings, having fpent four manors in defence of the King, conyeyed 'Telfprd to the Speaker 
|>ntha|l to fave the red of his edate. 

This John Hadings was the Great Great Grandfather ofMr. Haftingf, whom Mr. Burke 
t'l fiippofed to deferihe as of an origin low, oiftute, and vulgar. 

The following perfons of the name of HaftidM, pofTcfred the Eftate of Dbyliteiford, mi 
patronage of the Living, as appears bf Dr.^afh’s Syrvey ' • . •• •? 


! * 

Tliomat de Haftyngf ^ . 

Rolandus de Hadyngs - 

Thomas de Haflyngs, Domimi$d4 lC>aj>nesfiC|id 
Thomas Hadynge^ ■ • . 

Edward Hadyngs ' 


A.|3i. ixt% 

■ 1325 

>335 
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Mr. Burke then proceeded neater 
home, aod having hiltorically painted 
the three claiTes of inhabitants at Ben¬ 
gal, he conCiderid what meafures Mr. ■ 
Haftings had taken to augment the 
wealth, lecui-e the teiiitories, and me-, 
derate the govei nnient of the Mahome- 
dans, the landholders, and the Company’s 
So vants. 

Mr. Burke, after a few more obfer* 

John Haftyrgs 
Symon Haftyngs, 

John Haltyngs • 

John Haftings 

Penyfton Haltings 

Samuel Hanliigs 

Warten Haftiiigs • 


vations on Ondc *, fai^ he had fome new 
matter to offer to their Lordihips on the 
next day they would honour him with 
their hearing; and on this the Cum t ad¬ 
journed to 

Saturday, June i4,ncIngtheONR 
Hundred and Forty-Seventh Day, 

Mr. Burke began this day’s fuinming 
up with the latter p.rrt of the Sixth Article 
uf Impeachment, ^nd the whple of the 

• 

- * - IS*S 

*^593 

• - 164/! 

- i66j 

• 1690 

» • 1701 • 

tySj 


From this account, which is authentic, it is clear, that from tire year laSi to lyrg, $ 
period of above four hundred years, the Edate of Dayliicsford continued in the family of &^r. 
Haftings, though Ure fortune of tire family was cniifider-ibly dmiimChcil in 1651, by the 
acuctiment of his Gieat Great Grandfather to Charles the Kiift. 

This detail twould be unnccefl'ary, for any other {uirpofc tlian to (hew the Uliberality of 
thufe whofe malignity can nevt-r be glutted. When Lord Chve was an object of perfecR- 
tion, he was deferibed, as Mr. Haliings has ^en, as fprung from a low and ohfcu'e origin, 
though the Ellate of Styche, la Shioplhire, ^ in his family from the time of WUlum the 
Conqueror. ■ 

* There were two very curious points in Tlus day’s Speech, on which we (hall make « 
few obflsrvations. 

The firft was, where Mr. Burke faid, that this country had a particular interelf in the 
good Government of India, fince the Public were to receive from the farplus revenues of 
India in future five hundred liioufand ptiunds a year. How Mr. Burke could venture ^ 
gllude to tliis law is indeed affnnilhihg. 

It paifed in the lafl Seflion; and ihougli Mr. Burke had folemnly pledged himfelf to 
oppofe with his utmoft force every attempt to perpetuate the prefenc uppreffive and cor¬ 
rupt fyflem by which India is governed, be actually abfented himfUf as often as that Bill 
pvas under difcufllon in the Houfe. It has palled, and it is grounded upon data which are 
.death’s blows to the lm[ieacbr|icnti for it is alTumed that we have a right to all we pofiefs 
in India ; and it is alTumed, tliat the revenues in futuie will be equal to what they now 
produce. If lVfr> Haltings has been jnPtly impeached, heavy indeed are the demands vyhieh 
the Princes of India have upon England, for the public robberies of Mr. Haftings; and 
very conftderable muft be the annual dedudtions from the future revenues of India. * 
The fecood is a point, which tho’ mu. i.nmediaiely lefpefling Mr. Haftings, proves, 
Iliat Mr, Burke has omitted no means to obtain information ; and as he has procured npiie, 
it eftablifhcK molt clearly the alTertions of Colonel Duff, tint lod^i is united in his favour. 

Mr. Buik^ faid, he had received a Icttti from Mr. Briftow, in which that G.-nilemar* 
affirmed, tint one. of the Eunuchs of the Begum bad lufftTed corporal punithment at Luck 
now. It is proved in evidence, that Mr. Haftings neither dirtily nor indiiedlly authorize* 
fuch a puniftiment, nor was he ever acquainted with this circumftance. The fa£f midoubt- 
edly is, that if the hi itifh Refident had not interfered to prevent it, the Kaboh would have 
put thefe Eunuchs to death; Mr. Haftings knew nothing about them. 7 'be material qasl'« 
;ion, and the onlv one in which he is concei ned is this; ** Was it right or wrong in him to 
** withdraw 'the Quarantee of the Britilh nation from the Beguifi, and to advife the Nabob, 
to take from her certaiii Turns of money^ fur the parpofe of liquidating the Public Debt, 
f< which he owed to the company f” 

The fnppufed cruelties to the Eunuchs, Jhe Toppofed diftrefs of the epncnbincs in tlia 
Klmrd Mahl, IV^r. Haftitfgs cannot be refpunftble for ; Major Gilpin and Captain Jacques 
have fu|ly proved, that he neither knew of the one or the other. fhe curious point it 
•fhis, that though Mr. Burke has left it out, that he has been carrying on a fecreC corre* 
tpondence in Bengal, he has pot been able to excite the Begum, or her Eunuchs, or any 
human being to compUin of ^e tyranny, npprefTion. injuftice, or cruelty of Mr. Haftings. 

’ feventh, 



Serenih, which #rfjite entirely to the pe- 
catatl&ns, frauds, and embezziements 
clurgicd to have been committed by the 
Defendant in the extenfive provinces ot 
Sengal, Bahar, and Orixa. He faid Mr.J 
Hamngshad defpoiled the Nabob of B.mi-I 
jal, like an ancient knight, of all his ar- 
inour—h;s helmet—his hawbeck—and al^ 
IsfteutofF his fpur?—that he afterwards^ 
redored him to all his privileges, for tlie 
■jurpole of again bnnging into power- 
hat infamous, corrupting, and' corniprcd 
iroftitHte Munny Begnm; that he made 
ler Chief Juftice, anti the country was 
ntn <'iven up to mmderers and roboers 
Uhathe fet op tlie country gentlemen to ^ 
liftion, and F«t his own domeftics in 
pofTeflion of the edates of the Nobles of 
the country. 

■ Having dwelt for a confiderablc time 
•n tbefe points, he palTed lo the Seventh 
Article, refpedling the celie^ioii of the 
revenues of the above provinces, wliich 
were granted to the Company in 1765 by 
Ifbaw Alum, the Great Mogul; in ani. 
tadverihig on which, Mr. Bnrke alters 
ately tbared into the heights of Aibliinity* 
End frequently funk much below medio^ 
wlty. A irroof of the latter was the cam- 
nanibn of Mr. Haftings with the kcejier 
tf a wallowing in tilth and cor- 

apliun. Speaking of Mr. Haflings' pro. 
nife on his appointment to extii pate the 
(yilem of con option in India, he laid, 
on the contrary he had opennl its food¬ 
ies more widely, and in inch a man. 
ner as to preclude all podibility of are* 
farm: 


. . - .* * lake Sin and D-'ath, 

** Whoop'd the gates of Hell, the which 
“ 10 put 

«* Sxceli'd their power 1” 

Of Mr. Haftings’s dipM'c»cf to the 
Company's orders, Mr, Burke laid, “ it 
k** jofe with an ^hjhcjprhtg in proportion 
jf* to the prrjfvre upon it.” 

TheManager’s principal objeil this day 
was to criminate Mr. Ihliings on account 
ef the appointment of the Begums, and 
the conduflr of Sir John D'Oyky. He 
ftated that Sir John D'Oyley had fent no 
accounts to C.ikntta of the expences of 
the Nabob, and that he had refuted to 
anfwer queitions in the Committee of Se> 
flrfy, bcc.uife the anfwers m ght tend to 
criminate himfelf. He charged the Go- 
vernnr'Gencral with having fet up the 
public appointments to jitle. He made 


foma very farcaftic fimillcs as to the eon* 
ne 61 ion between Mr. HaAiiigr and the 
Begums, quoting Dcah Sivift’ s Progre/t 
of Love as applicable on the occafion. 

'I'hc Immoor touching the' Mnnny 
Begum flowed fomething in this way 
Age has its comforts-—the confolations 
“ of debility and uglinefs may be found 
in Imandy. The old lady had tlietein a ^ 
” monopoly. She was a great dealer in 
“ the aitide. But mark the tranfiiiou— 
“ A youth of fenlinient and love an 
** old age repbfmg upon the brandy* 

« calk.’* 

lie then ironically adverted to the per- 
verle pallions of great men for llrumpets. 
“ Antony h.ad his Cleopatra, and Mr. 

“ Haflings his Munny Bepm.—It 
might \k fo; for aged, Ihriveued, bony 
** deformity had its relilh for Ibme pa- 
“ laies : but, good God ! no man ever 
** fell in love with his own B-myan !" 

Mr. Burke exerted all Jiis feverity uptm 
the flianiefiil prafiice of fending out youth 
to repair the honouis of lliattered nobility 
bare, by the plunder of the Ealf. [By 
the bye, this 1* the heft ground for de¬ 
fending Mr. H.iflnigs.] 

To the general remark, that wbtfliouhl 
bate the Crime but love the Criminal, he 
replied, it was a falfe and pernicious 
** maxim.—Some vices were their own 
** punilhment; the evils ot ambition but 
“ few could imitate; but thofe of pecti- 
“ lation were open to the million. O, 
** but we Ihould puntflt the crime and 
“ pity the criminal ! What, am I to 
“ love Nero ?—Is Caligula to have my 
“ cordial efteem ?—Am I to take Domi- 
tian to iny bofom ?—No ; I hate both 
** the Criminal and the Crime, and it is 
“ virtue to do fo.” 

Mr. Bntke next went very flighdy 
through the Conti afls ; tlie abolition of 
the Provincial Councils and Gnnga Go- 
vind Sing,—he then yvent back to Oude, 
and came back again to Bengal, to what he 
called the bribe of the entcriainment—that 
is, the fum of two thoufand rupees a day, 

S aid to Mr. Haflings while he was at 
loorlhedebad in 177a —Mr. Burke then 
faid, that if tlie Lords would attend hint 
one hour on Monday, he would Anally 
clofe; upon which the Court adjourneii 
to 


Monoat, June 16, being the One 
Hundred and Foety-Eichth Day, 
Mr. Burke began by an allufion to a 
fpcech of one of the Counfel, wliom hq 
acculed of taking improper libcriics, and 

I 

I 
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h« then mentioned an epigram *, oF which 
Mhe fame gentleman was the Aippoled au> 
thor. 

As it is in proof, that the fum of aooo 
rupees a. day received by Mr. Huftings 
In I 77 Z, was for entertainment, agreeably 
to cliablilhed cullom, and not a bribe, as 
charged by the late Houfe for an appoint¬ 
ment to omce, Mr. Burke took up quite 
Y a new ground.—Ks alHrmed that the 
covenants were made precilely to prevent 
this fort of abufe.—Here again Mr, 
Buike fails—for both Lord Clive and 
Mr. Verelft fubfcribed the covenants, as 
well as Mr. Hallings; both thofe Go¬ 
vernors took the two thouland rupees a 
day for entertainment, without conceiv¬ 
ing it to be, as it certainly was not, a 
breach of their covenants.—Mr. Buike 
then retururd to Nobkilfen’s prefent, 
which he affirmed to be wuifc than any 
adl of Vtries, and applird the epithets 
rogue, common cheat, i'windler, to Mr. 
Haftings, for having taken that prefent 
tor the Company. 

Mr. Burke next came to Lord Corn¬ 
wallis's evidence, whiclt he infilled prov¬ 
ed Bengal to be ruined.—He then read 
the 39 th feftion of the a 6 t of the Z 4 th of 
his prelent Majelly, to prove tlie oppref- 
fions of Mr. Haftings. The A£t ol Par- 
¥■ liainent, he faid, had declared the opprel'. 
lions and the opprelTor } and addreffing 
himfelf to the Lords, he faid, “You muft 

repeal thisa5t of Paillanient, you mult 
“declare theLegiAatuie a har, betoie 
“ you can acquit Warren Haftings.” 

Mr. Burke then faid, that Mr. Haf- 
tings had pleaded bis merits, which was 
no anfwer to a criminal charge, but in 
hifl, every ait which he Hated to be meri¬ 
torious, had been’ condemned by a for¬ 
mer Parliament; Mr. Dundas having 
moved foriy-flve Kefolutions, each of 
which condemned fome a£l done by Mr. 
Hallings. Every one of thofe, fiid Mr. 
Burke, not excepting one of them, were 
all cenfured’by the Houfe of Commons. 

Mr. Hallings admits this Hatement to 
be tiue, and told the Houfe of Commons 
he did fo } at tlte fame time that he com¬ 
plained of the cruel injuries he luffered by 
that body having cenfuretl and profecuted 
him in one chara^ler, for a£ls which in 
another they had very fully approved, and 
of which (hey continued to. enjoy all 
the benefit. 

Mr. Builte next affirmed, that Mr. 
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Hallings was the authos of the Mahratl* ] 
war, and that he concluded it by a dll-j 
^ lonourahle peace. I 

After dwelling with conliderahle cner- 
' for a long time on the Charges in the 
;rofs and detached parts, he, at lad, laid 
e was come to his conclulioii} but he¬ 
re he quitted the box, be fhould beleeich 
eir Lordiliips attention for a few mo¬ 
ults. 

Mr. Burke then made a folemn pauft 
nd gave 4us rERORATion, the beaut; 
nergy, and fimplicity of which w.as nev 
xceeded, if indeed equalled.—Wi cai 
'only give a faint idc.a. — 

** My Lords, the Commons wait tW 
** ilTue of this caufe with trembling foltCMP 
“ tude. Twenty-two years have tl^ 
“ been employed in it, feven of whka 
“ have palled in ihisTiial. They behold 
“ the dcarelt iiitei'clls of llieir country 
deeply involved in it—they feel lhax 
** the very exlHence of this Coniliiutioa. 
“ depends upon it. Your Loixllhips jui^ 
** tice Hands pre eniinent in the wor!< 
but it Hands amidil a vail heap 
ruins, which furruundsit in every cojl 
ner of Europe, if you Hacken ju(lice[ 
“ and thereby weaken the bands of fb-^ 
“ ciety, ihe well-tempered authority pT 
“ this Court, which I truH in God wilj 
** continue to the end of time, muft re 
“ ceive a fatal wound, that no balm cai 
cure, that no time can rellore." 

Here Mr. Burke entcied into a compi- 
rilbn between tiie dignity and jufticc of 
the High Court and tlis lace Pailiainent of 
Paris, the death-blow to which vi'os giiTii 
by Mirabeau. He next alluded |« ilie 
miferahle Hate of France at the {Hefent 
moment—to the murder of the heft 
Kings, and the mull glorious of Queens, 
and to the deHru£tion of tiie Paili.iinent 
of Paris, a Court almoll as dignifisrd as 
that which he was then addiTfling, and 
uniformly puie in its legal dccilions—to 
the dellrudt ion of all ranks and ordetsin 
fqciety; and after praying that Heaven 
would aveit from us tlic mil'eries that have 
drlblated France, he laid, that it it lliould 
be their Lordlhips lot to fubmit to the 
axe of the guillotine, on any future and 
dreadful convuliion, their laH houri 
would be more tranquil from a retlefliui 
that in the great caule before them the} 
had decideil by the rules of equity anc 
juHlce. Blit, deprecating fitch a dreadfu 
event, he hoped the noble fabric of thi 
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Oft have I wondered that«) Irilh ground 
27o poUbnous reptiles ever yet were found; 
Reveal’d the feertt ftands of Nature’s work. 
She fav’d her venom, tu eceate a Be xxt. 
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jponditntlon woulH long (bnd unimpviYd 
pn reputation as well as in ihength } and 
at the fame time that it operated as a ter- 
rpc to Tyrants, it would always afford 
jtroteAion to injured and oppiefled Na* 
lions. 

Mr. Buike then concluded his elabo-i 
me fperch. “ My Loi ds, it is not the 
** criminality of tlie piifoncr—it is net! 
. the claims of the Conimons to demaiidj 

( judgment to be paficd upon lnm--it is ^ 
not the honour and dignity of this I 
Court, and the welfare of millions of | 
the human tace, that alone call upon 

t you_When the devouring flames lhall 

have.deftroyed this perifhablc globe. 


!*• and (inks into the abyfs of ^^atl^re| 
from whence it was commanded into 
exiltence by the great Author of it—• 
then, mv Lords, when all Nature, 
Kings and Judges themfelves, fnuft an- 
Iwer for their aftinns, there will be 
** found what fnperledes creation itfelf, 
“ namely, ETKiiNAt. JUSTICE. It was 
i *• tire attribute of the Great God of Na- 
“ tuie befpie worlds were 5 it will reflde 
“ with him when they perifh; and the 
“ e.a]thly portion of it commitied to your 
“ care, is now iblemnly depofitcd in your 
hands by tlie Commons gf England.— 
1“ 1 have done 


• As Mr. Bulks quitted Pariianient in the courfe of this SeflUnn, we rtiall give the de- 
ba'e that took place ou the motion of Thanks 10 the Managers,when it was brought forward 
by Mr. Pitt, 

On Frioay, June 20, Mr. Pirt, flamling in his place in the Hnufe of Commons, faid, 
be rofe to m.ikc his promifed Motion, for the Thanks of that Uoufe to the Msnagtis 
their conduft in the Impeachment againft Warren Haflings, Efq, When firft 
intended taking this flep, he had cunfidered it as a matter of com fe, to which he thonghc 
j poffible ohjedlion could have been offered from any quarter of the Hoiife } but when he 
poflponed his motion, uiion incimatian that it was intended to be oppifeJ, he had fet 
limlelf to confider what obj^dtions could he mide to Inch a meafure generally, nr to this one 
in particular. The Impeachment itfelf had been voted, not only from a convidUon tliat there 

I as fufficient ground to pin the party accufed upon his trial, but as a terror to thofe placed ia 
Amilar fituationin the government of onr diflant provinces; nor was there any exercife of ^ 
icir power in wliich the Houfe (hewed themfelves more majeflic than in that prote£fina 
hich they thus (hewed themfelves determined to afford thofe parts of the Britiih empire, 
which, by being thus far removed from tbeir immediate infpcdlion, might be fiippofed molt 
iabletu (.ippreflion and plunder. When he locked sc the magnitude of the talk which they 
lad thus impofed upon tticir Managers, he could not avoid feeling every tiling in tbeir favour, 
ind that a bufmeiSof fuch extent, and executed fo ably, covered every error they might have 
spfed in‘o, if fuch could be really imputed to them. Where, he afked, could fuch a charge be 
fated } Perhaps tlie length to which the 'J'tial had been protra£fcd might be objeAed; this 
vas a prefumption naturally to be looked for, if we looked either at the nature of the 
ranfadlian itfelf, the CIprgrs exhibited upnil the occafion, or the evidence nccelTarily 
iroduced in fupport of thoie Cnarges. Was iliereany thing in all thefe which could be fairly 
mputed to their Managers f On the contrary, it formed the peculiar privilege and advantage 
■f trial by impeachment over the ordinary proceedings In the courts of juflice, that delinquen- 
les beyond their ie.ich were to be brought, if deferving, to punifhmcnt vriihout the inter* 
ention of thofe legal (hackles which frequently arrefled the avenging hand of the law in the 
idiiiary forms. This^however, which, inflead of an objeAion, was an argument in favour 
f iRipeachmt.(Us generally, was unneceiTary to be urgtd in the prefent inftance, if Gentlemen, 
.({lead of computing the years, touk the trouble of analyzing the Trial by the number of days, 
nd the few hours occupied in each day which it had taken up. The next point to be 
iHifidcrrd was, that of this time, whetlier more or Jefs, how much of it had been occupied 
y the Manageis, and how much by the Defeinlant in the/event replies, and dill further, 
drat additional delay given by the latter, by unceafti'g and unwearied ol^e£Mons taken on 
is part to ahnpfl eveiy thing olf:red on die part of the profeeution. To prove this dtfpoA* 
onto objedmg to evidence, Gentlemen had but to lix>k to the Report made by their (7om* 
tittee on the caufes of det-<y, and they would find it fully proved. It was m the next place 
I be recollefled, that their Managers had to difcufsqoeflions in the courfe of Mr. Hattmgs* 
'rlat, which ihty could not tamely rdinquifh without ahaiuloning the’ privileges of the 
ummons, as cootradiflinguiihed fiom the ordinary courts of law. UQ|n ail tbefb grounds 
• and he tiufled (he Hudfe with him, would by no means be inclinriiB admit, either that 
ere weic any grounds tor im]>uting any deLy whatever, or even if tSre weie, that ibe.r 
aragers we:c to be cenfured for it. But th^e objedliens, true or fal^came in the prefer.t 
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ilage too Ute. If they were well founded, better they had been made in time, when tho 
torreAion of them as they arofe might have prevented two ads of injuftice; rendering the I 
Ifefendant anobjed of perbcntion, and their IV^agers of deluflon, in going on with meafarea ' 
in themfelves wrong, but which the fitence of t W Houfe feemcd to fandlon. Under all tbefe 
.circumftances, he could fee no poiTible ground jk objedion to the prefent motion; ihofe who 
were of opinion from the beginning, that the pffecution was a juft and neceffary one, (hould 
not DOW objed to its conclufion} thofe who wetp originally of a contrary opinion, and adveffe 
to the inftitutingany proceedings whatever, he scaled to their candour, whether, being in a 
minority throughout, they ought to expeft the Houfe to ad in the fequel, as they wiftted in 
Vvain to perfuadethem to aA at the commencement { but rather allow the Houfe to aAas was 
ufual in all fimilar cafes. Bid they with for the acquittal of Mr. Haftings f That was an event ■ 
no longer in their hands, but tefted in another place. How then could that with operate, eithe^ 
as a motive or reafon for withholding the ufual thanks f Any thing now done in the Hoofed 
of Commons could have noefTeA upon the I^ords—Mr. Haftings muft be acquitted or condemned 
upon legal evidence, and legal evidence alone. It was not a queftion now, what the-Houfq^ 
would do if the Impeachment was now to be voted. The whole buftnefs was concluded as fa£ 
as depended upon the Houfe; and not to thank the Managers, would be to depart froib ufual 
praAice on fimilar occaftons. It was ceruinly true, that fuch Gentlemen as had uniformly, 
throughout the eourfe of the Trial, Ihewn themfelves adverfe to the Managers, could not add 
any thing to the er/e; of tlie Managers, by joining in the Vote of Thanks s on the contrary, their 
diflent would prove it not a bufinefs of courfe, but rather of diferimination ; ftili, however, he 
could not help exprefling a with that on this occafton the vote of that Houfe might be unani. 
mous. He concluded with moving, ** That the Thanks of that Houfe be given to the Ma- 
** nagers appointed by them to conduA the profecution againft Warren Haftings, EHj. fojt 
** their faithful management ia the difcharge of the important truft repofed in them.** 

Mr. DuuJai feconded the Motion. '<• 

Mr, Summer fatd, he could not avoid exprefling his furprife, that q Motion fuch as thst ha ^ 
had juft heard read, fhould be confidered as a matter of courfe. He faid, tliat he rofe with '' 
confiderable diffidence to oppofe a Motion which had been made by the Right Honourable 
Gentleman, with whom it was generally his good fortune to agree. The Right Honourable ^ 
Gentleman had fupporied the Motion wkh all his t-ilents and with all his influence, but he muft ’ 
dfdd, he hid not difplayed any great degree of candour in tlie courfe of his fpeech, when he ; 
prefuppofed the objeAions which would be made from a ceitam defcription of Gentlemen in ’ 
that Houfe, one of whom he had infinite pride and pleafure in declaring bimfelf to be. Mr. 
Snmner faid, he was happy to avow himfelf a very great admirer of Mr. Haftings; that ho 
looked up to him with every fentimem of regard and aifeAion; but his objeAions to the 
prefent Motion arofe from circumftances utterly independent of Mr. Haftings. The Right 
Honourable Gentleman had faid, that Mr. Hallings could not in any fhape be afftiAed now by 
any Motion that could be made in this Houfe ;-~that the decifion was before a competent 
Court, which could only determine by evidence. Admitting this to be the faA, as he did, 
ftill a Vote of Thanks was, in a certain degree, a vote of approbation of the Managers* 
conduA. Surely the period was too Ihort for the Houfe to determine upon the cunduA trf their 
Managers. Seven years had the Trial lafted,and it had been attended with circumftances nevy 
and moft extraordinary. It was true that on formeroccafions thanks had been voted, and, as the 
Speaker had informed him from the chair, before the judgment was pronounced, but certainly 
not until the venliA was known. In this inftance the thank's would be voted mmy mouths 
before the judgment; and tho’ any thing that could be conftrued into an approbdUon of th« 
Commons would not aSe& the judgment, there was an indecency in the proceedings which led 
him to oppofe it in the firft inftance by the previous queftion. 

Mr. Sumner faid, that if the time were not improper, ho certainly would not oppofe a Vof* 
of Thanks to the Managers, out mttfud, who had faithfully difeharged the truft impofed pa 
them, by fupporting the fpecific Charges voted by the laft Houfe of Commons. Mr. Sumoer 
faid, that he reuined the fame opinion which he had fo often profefled of the Charges, 
which he thought to be ill founded j but it was the duty of the Managers to fupport them, 
and be never would be fo illiberal as to objeA to their receiving the Thanks of that Houfe at a 
propertime, provide they could be given without their beftowing their Thanks at the faiuf 
time o» the leading Manager, who, he contended, had by his conduA difgraced and degraded 
the Ho^ of Commons, and had dared, in their name, to vilify every Gentleman who had 
thU honbur and good fortune to ferve his country in India} including in his abufe, all their 
GOiuseAionsof every dbfeription, and applying the odious epithet gong to this body of men.-^ 
‘The Speaker calling oi| Order, Mr. Sumner faid, that if he wuldfind mcra iqaafured axpref* 
VII. y • 
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fions to convey to ihe IJoufc his fenfeof the mifcendoft of Mr. Burk*, and of the dl/grace 
had breu&bt upon Hie Houfe, he would ufe them} but he would proceed to explain of what 
rtature the Manager’s condodl had been, in the hope that it would bo as much reprobated by 
the Houfc, as he kn<>w it wss by all dtfttiptiens of fer/ant out of </#««.—The fa^s that h« 
fhouVd drtail, the Members m general weie ignorant of, for very few indeed had attended j 
dnd of all Members of ii.e Hrule tlie Right Hon. Gentleman below him was the iaft mm 
who was competent to decid'’ nn the condoa of the Managers, his various avocations making 
liis abfence from the Trial a.-, ait ol neceffity.—He had too Wgh an opinion of the Minitter 
to think it pofftble for biro to have made the Motion before them, had he ever heard the lead- , / 
'ine Manager in Wenmimter Hall. Mr. Sumner faid,in the light he viewed a Vote of Thank-, 
fie could iiorpofTiblv affeni lo n. 'Did the H-ufe know that Mr. Burke had folemnly affirmed, 
that Captain Williams had murdered Raja Muflapha Cawn w uh hr. own bands.» He would 
'ifk what authoriiy ''-ad the Houle given to Mr. Burtce to make fuch a charge ? Was it 
decent or lionourable i i the Houfc to (offer fuch language to be uarred ag n.iYl any Gentleman, 
and yet deny to him the mraiia of defending iilmfeli» All that man could do was done by 
Caprain William' io bring this outrageous calumny to a fair Trial; — he petitioned the Houfo 
Upon it five years ago; tlie Houfr. would not bring a charge th-t he could reply to j and ia 
the Manager to receive Thanks for d.in igto charge an Engliiii Geuilenaai* lykh murder in a 
fpscch, aod thefe to leave it ?—Is lhl^ Britifh Juftice 1 

• The Iaft Houfe voted twenty Articles of Iinps.iehmcnt aga'nft Mr. Haftings; three wcr« 
cone through in the l^ft I’arliaitient—B-iiares, the Bi.gamt and thf '’leleots. This 1 .oufe, by 
4 formal vote, precluded the Managers from ;:oing into any other o i tides except the CJonrradls; 
and the profecution was finally doled in t!ie firft feffionof I'.is i^arliamsnt. l>oos the Hoof* 
know, that in contempt and defiance of t-.t; Rcfolution, the Manager innilad on his right to go 
into the other Articles, and exprefsly told the Lords, mat the Commons had not abandoned 
fhem nor ever would abandon any one of ih-ni ? Will the Houfe thank the Manager 
for this contempt of their auihorny ? Docs the Houfe know, that the language ufed by th« 
leading Manager to I’ne Court was in the higheft degreedifgraceful f that he had the prefomp- 

• fion to"tell the CoiKt, whether with a view to inciniidatiou, or from the wildntfs of the mo¬ 
ment ihatthe Commons had not only profecuted, but they had found Mr. Haftings givlty when 
fliey impeached him > tint the Lords could net acquif him witlwyt proving the legiflatura 

Is fuch iam-iuge to U borne > Is this Britilh juftice? Will an Englilh Houfe of 
Commons approve of ftich feiitiments > What is a folemn Trial by Impeachment but a 
ihcckTy, a farce, if fuch language is not fcrnttcd by every man who hears it? Thp leading 
•Manager finding the general fentimenrs of Gsutlemsn who have ferved in Ipdii to he (Irongly 
io favour of Mr. Haftings, in order to invalidate the tettimony of the witnsfles, has 
Attempted to blacken and lo blaft the charafter of every Gentleman who has breathed the air 
of Afn. • Was this oniverfal abufe ntcefTary in order to convi« Mr. Haftings? Is the cha- 
raflcf and fame hf every man to be torn in pieces without a he-ring ? Is this to he done by 
the author.iy of the Houfe of Commons 1 Are they prepared to adopt at once the extrava- 
kantand indecorous fiibftitutiofi of the ftang of Billingfgate for the ftrong energetic language of 
truth and juftice ? VVillthey confer on Mr. Haftings, by this vote, the minor titles of fwiodler, 
thief rogue, (hal per, cheat, or the more daring deferiptions, tyrant, oppreffor, and murderer f 
I Charge him,”* LiJ the Manager, “ as a tyrant, of>prefer,md murdertr in tbt hrgtfifuft of 
■«* th, ■»«></.” Doe# the Hbofe know, that though Mr, Burke was reprimanded tor accufing 
Mr. Haftings of rhurd'-t', he repeated the Cliarge on the very next day, and again repeated it a 
fewdavs ago. as he fays liimfcW, in tht largtfi ftafe of the -j/ord f Inftead of Thanks, does he not 
<3 efei ve the refentmen t and the repr'obarion of the Upufe ? Ha, the Houfe ever charged Mr, 
HaiVifigs with murder !• On the contrary, has it not reprimanded the Manager for ufing fuch 
foul language» In ^iis laft and clofing fpeech he h <s dared to fay, that be charged Mr. Haft,, 
ngs with murder in the tergCftfenfe of the word, and this at a period when he could make mo 
new Charge of an'y kind without'a pofitive difobedicncc of the order* of the Houfe, ' 'Sha|l 
we return him Thanks for abufihg fogrofsly the confidence which the Houfe repofed in him ? 

• Did the Houfe mean to impeach every mfo ss-ho had ferved hi* country in India when they 
mat Mr. Haftings on bis Trial ?—The violence of the M wager had fpared neither the dea^ 
nor the living. H«rar,'f*ld Mr. Sumner, what he fays in hi* clofing fpeeeln 

■ «‘This cruel tyrant, Hartnay, a fubftitute for a ftill more cruel 'and bloody tyrant, Warren 
0* Ifaftlng*—Haftings fayi to Hannay, You have fucked blood eoojigh for yoorfelf,now'(i^ 
sf* bipod for your neighbours.” • ' * . « «.. * 

• i)oes this Houfe audnorrfe fuch language ? Colonel Kannpy « dead. No part of hi* con. 

’ dodl: H implicated in the Articles on which the caufe refts. ' 

' Seeakiiig of another Gentleman, ilie Manager fays, “TbisBalfdur, th* wrUerof this 

■ ' • « egtra- 
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exti’adfdinwy klter, one of the militaiy fanners-general employed wnder Haonay in defo- 
%•* latin^the country.'* Is fuch Linf.naje to be countenanced or endured f Wbat is there in 
the Charge that applies in the frhallen ticgrec to Major Balfour ? 

Speaking of Major Ulborne, the Manager faul, “ Major Ofljorne had Seen difmilTe t. A 
** court'partial removed himjultly or uiijiiflly I care nor, from h s fituation. There he fiu 
•* in that box. Who lent him to Oudej to fuck the Ulood tlie military had fpared ?” 

What is there, faid Mr. Sumner, in the Articles^on which the Commons lefl their cafe that 
apidies to Major Otborne i The Hoofe ij degraded and difgraced by the roifcondudl of'tiiv 
Manager. 

f His fnpple, worn-dovrn, beaten, cbwed, and—I am afraid—^^bribcd colleague,'Mr. 
“ Wheicr.*' Is this jufiihable languige to be applied to a man who is no more, whenthera 
is no evidence that can warrant fuch an infinaatiun f Iq any (lage of the Tnal^ faid Mr, 
Sumner, fuch language would be highly improper}' but in the lail ftage of it, after evidence 
wasciofed on b ithAdes, to make fucli remarks was in fadl to betray the uaufe entrufied to 
him; for he excited no frntiments but thofe of indignation and contempt, eitlier in the Court 
or in the audience, by fuch general and illibei al abufe. 

In the fame indecent ternta that the Manager had mentioned aim'oft every Gentleman who 
had given evidence on the Trial, did he addiefs the C urc. Does the Houfe know, that in 
offering a piece of evidence which the Court unammoufly r.^jcfleJ, t'ne rvl.<n.iger told them that 
he was addrefling an alfembly of itnhies; that they would not do fo iuul a tiling as to rejeft 
the evidence he offered; for if they did, they would like thiev^ > in n night cellar! 

Mr. Sumner (aid, he could continue to quote palfjgc. iiom iiic 1 fl fpeech ot the Manager 
fo very offenfive to decency, fo degrading t. ihe t,li ir.iite/ of the Homo cf Commons, as would 
fhock the ears of every Gentleman wlio rtfleftcd, that as a Memlu i ne ihart d in ttie difgiace 
brc-ught upon them all by the Mai.ager j but he trulied he liad Lid Uuffoient grounds fur the 
Motion which he meant to condudo witli, .<iid would cherefo<e move the orevious quedion- 

Mr. Wighy faid, he rofe to fecond the Motion, and very fully concurred in all tirr ubferva* 
tiuHS of his Honourable Friend, liut there was another i eafori which alfo weighed mofl 
forcibly with him; the Moufe was fenflbie of the clamour which had been raiftd nut uf doore, 
end jullly raifed, on account of the unprecedented duration uf tins Trial, 'i'lie Houfe felt ii, 
and had ordered a Committee to report the caufes uf the duration ufir. 'I lie Houfehadgood 
^reafons, he prefumed, though they did not occur to him, for appointing the Manageis to bs 
the Members of that Committee. It Aruck him, that they were mute judge, in their own 
caafe, for tlie fault muft be with the Managers, tlie Counfel uf Mr. Ujllings, or the Lords.— 
In theclofe of that Report another was promifed: 'Was it decent to tliauk ti'.e Man Ji;ers before 
any Motion was even made upon the ArA, or before the fecond Report, though promifed (o 
long ago, was delivered ? No precedent of former thanks a|ipiied in any degree to this cafe. 
The Trial bad hAed (even years, and would not be Anally terminated until the next feiTiofl. 
!.« Gentlemen confider the natuic of tiieir Managers' conduct befoie they came forward with 
a Vote of Approbation. If the Trial had been AuiflieJ in the fn A year, the Houfe would liave 
been competent to form an opinion, but the Members had deferted tlie Hall, and even of the 
Managers very few had lately attended. At all events, Mr. Wigley conceived Cite prefent Co 
be a very improper time to vote Thanks to the Managers. 

Mr, Robinfon faid, he had been prefent in WcAminfter Hall when the leading Manager Ind, 
in his opinion, treated the Court with very great indecency. The fecuiity of tile conllitubon 
tlepended upon each branch of the leglAature being kept peife^lly diAin'A, and on its being 
Created with every degree of refpetA. As the leading Manager had not a£tcd towards the 
Court in a manner that became him to a£t, be Atould certainly o[fpofe liis receiving tlieThanks 
Of the Houfe. 

Mr, faid, that although at ArA intending not to fpeak, as being in fome degree \ 

party in thequeftion, yet he felt bimfelf relieved from this, by the diAInAion taken between 
Mci Burke and the other Managers j although he was convinced there was not one of tliem 
but would be proud to lie connected with him in the fame and honour of ihc tranfaflion.— 
Declaring himfelf as competent to decide upon what Iiad palled at tiie Trial as any other perfon 
whatever) from his conAant attendance! heaflU'med; that in evciy inA.ince quoted by the 
Member wtio oppofed the Motion, he had been completely milLken; in many inAances 
attributing to Mr. Burke words never uttered by him, and in otheis the expiedions were fo. 
garbled as not to be nnderAood. He, for one,- had never conceived, that in fpeakmg upon 
what the Managers looked upon to be crimes of the deepisA dye, tliey were to obferve liie 
Courtly language of a drawing>ruom. 

'Mr. Fraacif Lid, that bis intention in addrefling the Houfe on the prefent dccafion, was to 
give his tcAimonj afVvritaefs to eertzitfimiotsof faft. That haring attended the Trial with 
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tfte gruteft dillgeocet and more condantly, he believed, than any other Member of the Houfe|i< 
he waa atleaft a competent witnefs upon every thing that paitsd, and that he did not mean to 
aflame any other charader in this debate. That, without queftioning the Honourable Gen» 
tktnan's veracity» he did and muft difpute the exafinefi of his iccoiledlion on roan;y points } 
and that even tl>e Honourable Gentleman himfelf hadnottrufted entirely to his own memoiy, 
having been obliged to refrelh it by recurring to a newfpaper, to which Mr. Francis well knew 
that no confldence ought to be given. That he thought the Honourable Gentleman had greatljr 
overftated, and given a very harih and lii atned conRruAion, in every inflance, to the language 
ufed'in the pleadings by his Right Honourable Friend 3—but that, in fome very material j 
particulars, he took upon him to affirm, that the Honourable Gentleman had been grofsly 
mlftaken or mifinformed. For example, the expreflion of of H«U was never applied 
by his Right Honourable Friend to Mr. HaRingsi it was a quotation from a fpeech of Sir 
Edward Coke againfl Sir Walter Raleigh, and Mr. Burke, when he mentioned it, had fpokea 
of it as a weak and fouUfh expreflion 3 that the words, a Judge of Bell, weh nothing but a 
quotation from Virgil, 

Cmjtigatque auditjue fubighjue /uteri, 

which the Honourable Gentleman had thought flt to tranilate into very vulgar Engtifb, and 
then fixed his own Englifh words upon Mr. Burke. ' There was another inflance, and 
snore material than all the reft, on which he cnuld aver with pnfitive certainty, and 
would be ready to do fo in a Court of Juftice, if it were neceflary, on which the Honourable 
Gentleman was moft completely miftaken, namely, when he averted that his Right Hon. 
Friend had treated a vote of this Houfe (in which fomeexprefllonshe had ufed relative to Sir 
Elijah Impty had been difavowed and difapproved of) with levity and difrerpedt. This 
Charge, Mr. Francis aifirnncd, was not true, and that there was not the fmalleft ground or 
pretence for it; that, outheeontrary, when his Right rion. Friend mentioned thisvotein Weft> 
minfter Hall, he did It in terms of the greateft deference and refped, and with a moft fingu- 
larchoice and propriety of languaget for thetruthof which Mr. Francis appealed to Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Francis then obferved, that Gentlemen who laid fneh mighty ftreb on cafual expref. 
fions, or other little circumftanccs not efleiuial to the conduA of fu heavy and fo laborious a 
bufinefsas the Impeachment, fliould have been particularly cautious in Rating the faffs with 
the utraoft accuracyand finally, that even if it hast been true, that any inconfiderate or^ 
«ven pafllonateexpreflion hadefcaped any of the Managers, which he was far from admitting, 

St would be no objeAton to the Vote of Thanks now propofed. 'That this Vote exprefled 
nothing but to tbank the Managers for thar faithful management in tbtir difeharge of tbo trujl 
rtpofid in them, and neither did nor could be fuppofed to bind the Houfe to ado^it every indi¬ 
vidual word uled by the Managers in their ploidingsi and that therefore, unlefs it could be 
Rated and proved, that their management had been unfaithful, which had not been attempted, 
nor even pretended, the Houfe could not juftly refufe their aflent to the refolution as it Rood 
piopofed. 

Mr. Fox, contrary to his intention, found himfelf obliged to fay a few words. He difclaimed 
•II reparation between the reft; of the Managers and the Right Honourable Member, fo 
eminently qualified, not only by nature, but hkcwife by his particular ftudy and attention to 
be, as he was termed, their leader in this bufinefs, and with whoixf it was their boaftand glory- 
la be identified. As to the imputation of ufing harih terms, he did not conceive, that the 
Managers were chofen for their capabilities in courtly phrafes; and as to perfifting to think the 
fate of Nundcomar a murder, if there was any hiaiee in'it, it was his, for it was he and not 
Mr. Burke who had fo exprefled himfelf before the Lords, fubfequeni to the cenfuropafled 
■pon Mr. Burke by the Houfe, and he was yet to learn, hew any vote of that, or any other 
Houfe, however it uiight controul his words or aAions, was tofbackic histhoughtsor opinions. 

Mr. Law rofe after Mr. Fox and faid, that it was unneceflary for him to fay much more 
than to confirm theftatement of his two Honourable Friends, Mr. Sumner and Mr. Wigley, 
which lie did mofi completely; nor could lie fupprefs his furprizc and aftonifhment at tho 
•onduA of gentlemen of chamAer, whofe talents he revered, in attempting to exenfe thi 
hading Manager, by aflerting that, in foroe inttances, bisexpreffionshad been mifreprefented. 
Mr. Law foleninly affirmed that they were not 3 that the £ngli(h language did not afford 
. oxprefflons more groft, violent, abufivd, and iodeeeat than thofe which the Manager had 
iifed. if any paffage in his fpeech could be called fubUme aud beautiful, it was at beft but 
fiiUime and beautifal noqfenfes at other times hia expreflions were fo vulgar and illiberal, 
that the loweft blackguard in a bear-garden would have been afliamed to utter them. He 
was^ ^e ed furprifed that a Right Hon. Gentleman (Mr. Fox) fhould condefeend to mix his 
Chara^^ with that of the leading Manager. Mr. Law faid, he had been a very conftant 
‘ aften^t upon the Tiial, and lie had often foen the Right Hon, Geutlemau cseti his great 
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kflbiUties in fnpport of tho/saufc affigned to hloif and at often exeftM in order A corred ttw 
follies and the intemperance of the leading Manager. Whatever his abilities might be, he 
was totally unfit to condufl a public Trial. His violence, his pafllon, and his obftinacy wera 
nnconquerablet and as for his hippofed information, lewas really alloailhed that a man who 
had been* twenty*two years emidoyed in Indian inquiries Ihould ftiU be fo very ignorant of 
India. His prejudices had totally warped his judgment. The feeling of the public, Mr. 
X.aw faid, would not, and could not be changed by a vote of that Roufe. Many thuufandl 
perfons of both (exes had heard the clofing fpeech of the Hon. Manager, which had lalled nino 
days. His exprefiions could not be miftaken | and he was confident that if the minntes of 
Che Ihnrt'hand writers were call«l for, it would appear that the terms he ufed, inftead of 
being lefs, were more illiberal, outrageous, and offenfive than his Honourable Friends had 
feprefented them to be. They were univerfally reprobated, from the firll charaflers amongfk 
the numerous audience that had heard them, down tothe melfengers, door- keepers, and guards. 
In that Houfe, Mr. Law faiJ, Gentlemen would not (peak out t but he knew that they con- 
demnedthe conduAof the leading Manager as much as he did; but obferyed that he was not 
to be controuled, and that oppofition only made him the more violent. Mr. Law faid^the Ma'- 
fiager had treated the Court as ill as he had done Mr. Hafiings. To the truth of the various qao> 
tattoos, one excspted,which was of an old date, he bore the fulleft tefiimony. The exprelfioan 
were ufed in this year, and all of them within a month. The context in no inllance couM 
take away from the grolTnefs or illiberahty of the exprefltons. It was difg'-aceful to the Houfea 
and fcamlalous to the caufe of juflice, that the mod atrocious libels fhouhl be uttered againft 
Gentlemen whofe condufV was not in queftioo, and who, confequently, could not defend 
themfelves. Amongft the Gentlemen with whofe characters the Manager had made fo free, 
there was one very old and intimate Iriend of liis own, Major Olborne, a Gentleman of as fair 
and honourable a character as any in England, and a man who knew how to defend himfelf* 
It was highly unjuft in the Houfe, and liighly impolitic, to afford theirfanClion in the (lighted 
degree to any of the abominable calumnies that were uttered. It involved them in injufUce, 
inconfitlency, and abfurdity. It degraded the national character mod unjudly throughout 
Europe. Barrere in die National Convention had the other day derailed, as faCt, an infanwas 
faKhood which party malice hud invented many years ago;—he meant the accufation, that 
. tlie Englifh were the authors of the dreadful famine that raged (o fatally in Bengal in the year 
1770. At that time, Mr. Law faid, lie was in Bengal, and he affirmed mod folemnly that 
every exertion was made hy the Oricilh government to lefTen the (hocking miferies which the 
people fudained, net from any mirnianagemenc of the government, which was then in the 
hands of Mahomed Reza Cawn, but from a failure in the periodical rains; that every civil 
fervant of the Company, every BritiQi officer at every military datioii, and every £ngU(li> 
man throughout Bengal, exerted himfeif to alleviate the didredes of the people. The moll 
Ebcral fubferiptions were entered into, and every perfonal exertion ufed, to procure grain 
wherever it could be found; yet feme modern hidorians had leprefented the Englifh as Che 
caufe of that famine, and as infenflble of the miferies it brought upon the people. 

In the fame dyle of mifreprefentation did the leading Manager, in the fiid year of this 
Trial, introduce a dory, which refounded through Europe, to the dtfgrace and fcandal of 
this nation: he meant the dor^ of Deby Sing. Mr. X.aw faid, that on its being told, he had 
affirmed that it could not be true. He knew that cruelty was no part of an Englilhman's 
charaCler in any country, and as little fo in India as any part of the world. This juftice he was 
fare the Noble Marquis would do to his countrymen; for he was tou high and too honourable 
a charaCler to conceal the truth, becaufe men of great confideration in this country had been 
mifled. The Noble Marquis had (hewn himfeif to be fuperior to thofe follies and prejudices 
whicli had didinguifbed fo many perfons in England. 

The leading Manager had implicated a very intimate friend of his in the dory of Deby 
Sing; he meant Sir John Shore, whom the Minifter had feleCled to govern Bengal. He bad 
defcribed that Gentleman as an accomplice in the crimes of Mr. Hadings, and had gone fo far 
in folly as to remonllrate to the DireQors on their appointing him Governor .General of 
Bengal. 

Mr. Law faid, that when he heard the Manager tell this dory with fo much confidence fa 
IVedminder'-hall, he was fore from his own knowledge of the country that the dory ceuld' 
not be true; but his regard for Sir John Shore, and his zeal for the honour of bis codnciTa 
induced him to fift the bufinefs to the bottom. He went mod carefully and attentivay 
through all thofe volumes which the Manager had in his polTeflioo alfo, and he boldly dial. 
Imged the mud inventive malice of the mod malicious man that ever exifted to affix blaa|e 
oilher upon Mr. Hidings or Sir John Shore for any concern they had in that tranfad on.' 

* Tbc fad was fiionly this: AdinnCl was rented for two years to a man of the ohms of D« 
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8(09, and tetoat again hy him to uaJer-fanners. This man had been far years empfoyed in tbtf 
nveaueline, and was mucheiteemed both by Sir John Shore and Mr. Anderfon. 

The firft year the rents were r^g.ila.-ly paid; in the fecond there were complrunts of great 
feverities having been ufed in the colleiti.m of the revrnue. The firft and the only atl dtine by 
Mr. Haftings througliout the whole bufmefs, was to oider Dehy Sing to he removed, and that 
^ fo hafty a manner, as to expi^fe himfelf to the charge of having a^trd with too much 
Uv^rity tb him. A Gentleman was deputed to receive the complaints of the natives, Mr. 
Paterfun, of vwhom the world has heaid fo much, and who was f-> little pleated with the 
cztravagau: encomiums of the leading Manager, that he has publicly difavowed him, and as 
publicly exprelfed concern that his repoits Ihould have been tortured into evidence ag.iioft Mr. 
Haftings, who had no fort of concern in the bufinefs; but was moft anxious to detect the 
enormities of Debv ^ing, and to pwnfh him. 

Mr. Paterfontranfmiued to Calcutta all the complaints he had received, and amongft them 
were ftatements ofcruelf.es praClifed upon certain of the natives, ttM> fhocking to be repeated. 
Thefe complaints arrived when Mr. Haftings was abfent, and the Board appointed a Cum. 
tnitree of Company’s fervants (all fenior to Mr. Paterfon, and not junior, as the Manager 
flated) to fift this bufinefs to the bottom. The Commiflioners were fworn, and the 
examinations were taken uiron oaih. Their commifiion did not terminate until long after 
Mr. Haftings was in England; and the rcfu'lt of the fulleft ex.atnination was, that the moll 
dreadful of the ciuelties charged never were committed at all, and that for fuch feverities as 
were exercifed, no polliblc blame could attach upon any Englilli Gentleman, Such, Mr. 
Law affirmed, was the true ftate of the cafe; and it vv.is a dtfgrace to the Huufe trf 
Commons that the leading Manager Ihould have travelleci out of Ins indi dmeiu, in order to 
utter his calumnies againft Sir John Shore, and the public fervants employed in the levcnue 
line. ' 

Mr. Law lamented exceidingly tint fo fiiperior a matt as Mr. Fox, fince he had accepted 
the officeof a Manager, had not condefceiided to examine tind to judge for Inmfelf before he 
fpoke. Had he ever himfelf looked into the hilioiy of Dcby Sing, he never could have 
juftified for a moment the conduCl of the leading Miiuscr. 

Nor was this,faid Mr. Law, the only inftance in which th-s leading Manager had qaittel 
the Articles eiitrulled to him, in order to indulge the malignity of his own difpofiiion. Hi 
had lately dzfcribed Mr. Haftings as a man of Kiw, vulg.ir, and obfeure origin, whofb 
occupations had b^en bafe, mean, and fordid. If it were of any conieqoence m this frdC 
country, and at this period, for a man to value himfelf upon the accideutaf circumft.mces of 
family, Mr. Haft>ngs might have as fiiir grounds to bnaft ot his family as any Gentleman in 
the Uoufe. Such topics are ridiculous; but that from fuch a man as the Manager a'wofii 
Ihonld be utteied on the fnbjeft of loar, mean, and ohfeure origin, was indeed n1»ft'extraor. 


dinary, the Manager of all men living ciight to have avoided fuch a topic. Mi. Haftings, th« 
Managerfaid, hid been a fraudulent buH'ick contrai>i>r in the year 1761. This isdownrigliC 
calumny. Where is the Chaige voted by the iiouf;, or wlierc trie evidence that eniitlud him 
to make fuch an afiertion ? Indeed, fjid Mr. Law, the M mager, in his ci»iiiig fpecch of 
nine days, wafted five of them upon points that had not the moft diitant relation to the caufe 
eotrufted to him by this Houfe; and the mure he confidered his conduft, the moie was be 
convinced, that from 1788 to this day, he had fyftem.itic illy, for fume purpofe or other, 
delayed the clofe of the Trial to as late a period a> he pofli'ily could, to the ahufe of public 
juftice, at a moft enormous expence to the nation, and to the raanifeft inconvenience of all 
ranks of people. Every thing he had done w.as for the piirpofe of delay. The Houfe 
tolleftively had not attended, and therefore could not judge; but fuch Gentlemen as h«i 
^^^heard the Manager examining witnefles, keeping fome of them four days together, alkir^ 
^ueilions that had no relation to ilte points in ilfu:, or putting the fame queltions over and 
over again, muft be convinced that delay, and delay alone, was his ohjeft. No wards, Mr. 
Law faid, could convey to Gemlrmrn wlio had not heard his c'ofing fpeech an adequate idea of 
it—it hlled nine days—two were employed in going throu<.li the Benares, and two in gniivg 
over the Begum Article : a moft indecent proceeding, Mr. Law fait), in his opinion, aud a 
very poor compliment to the Managers who had well and ably performed their duties; a 
|iroccedicg that could have no other etfeCl than to weaken ihe force of their obfervasions.— 
fuch was the nniverfal remark. Anothci day was wafted in part by remarks on that Article 
frhiclj the R’ghc Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Fox) had enforced by every argument thflit 


eloquence, and ingenuity could britjgforwaid, and which welt merited the moft ferioits 
tttenupti^f every man. Mr. Law faid, though he differed in opinion with Mr. Fox, yet he 
tbe juftice Co fay, that all that man could do to fupport the caufe, he haddonis. 
tbe leading Meager muft interfere j be muft deflrqy ael'ar a« hd could iIm 
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«fFeA produced br Mr. Fox’s fpeecht he went over the groiind again, untiUiftlcRiiefky 
fatigue, and difj^viA were apparent in every countenance. 1 tie remaining four days werv 
wafted by the Manager upon points that liad no fort of relation to theCharge, impiopcr at any 
6 ine to hijye been agitated, l>uc when dwelt upon in a fpeecb. in reply, which ought to bo 
kconhnad toreniaiks upon evidence before the Court, in the higheft degice indecent and 
^irregular. Part t-f the time was v-.ftcd in reading papers that are not in evidence, and in 
blackening the clianilt-rs of Geiitlemtn wiio canuot defend thcinfelves. What, then, could 
Uie Manager mean, but to fcatter his calumnies as wide as be could, and to continue the Tijal 
^tothelateft poirihle niumen: lie could ? Mi. Law f.nd, and it was well known, that he had, 
'no fort of connedl'on with Air. Hidings, and that he had m India difapproved of fome of his. 
political meafuica j beyond tliis, lie ban never gone, as an Ifonourable Member (Mr. Francis) 
well knew. On political fubjefls he had differed with Mr. Haftings, but never upon any ono 
of the four points on which ilis Inipeaciimcnt retls. On thofe points he never had but one 
opinion; and he believed the mind of c.’cry fair and inipinial man in the kingdom was 
made up ns to Mr. H.iltings. He was confident tlmt Mr. Haftings in no one adl of his 
public life, har! been w.iiped by inteicfted or by malicious iTinrives. One good effafl this 
Trial would have—it w-.iild convince his countrymen iiow giofsiy they had been impofed 
upon, and they would be lefs liable to impafitiun in futuie. 

Mr. Law concluded by faying, ihii as he ijicug'it the condufl of the leading Manager 
througiiour tire 1 lial had entaiie.d ill ime and difgi.ice upon tlie lloufeuf Commons, he ihuuld 
vote in;.ft hn.jrtily for the pirviou: queflion. 


Air. Fox, in cxpl.iiiation f.ud. ih.i: wh..c he had faid on the topic alluded to, was the refult 
gf a full(.unfider.stion o> the iuKjedt, i.nd not tiom the heiifay of any perfoo whatever; and 
wln(, vvceihe Lmc occafion < to (kcii*', hsftiould not hefitaie to f ly again; hut if it was from 
hearfjyonly taat he had his information, he wondered how the Honourable Member came to 
)i.now that ciicumftance; but he could uil him, the fa 6 \ was quite the reverfe. 

Mr. yhfu-iiihcr f'lpported the condufl of Mr. Burke, and faid, that though the leading 
Miii.io'ir t)i-i;»in'.lly had told the ftory of Dsby Sing, yet it was another Right Honourable 
Gentleman (_Mr. t'ox) and himfelf who pmpofed tu give eviditne: upon it, thinking they 
m'84 t,io.ik,e Mi, Haftingn refponfible for the .itfs of Deby Sing. It was true the Court had 
yttu'.r.icnooOy rejc.fted the evidence ; but he ftill retained his own opinion on that, and oil other 
puinis of evidence which bad been rejedled. 

Mt . Sumntf fpoke in explanation; he wiihed, if any one Gentleman doubted his veracity, 
to refer to the minutes of the Ihort^har.d writer, as the only criterion by which they could 
determine who was ri^t i{) Che ftateineiit of the langiMge ufud by the Right Honourable 
Alap^er f } and upon this pnipc, he declared himfelf willing to meet any of thefe Gentlemen 
who cunfidtrcd it In a different point of view from him. 

JViV. 


* In j'iftihca;ion of Mr. Sumner’s animadvcrlions both in this and his former Speech, we 
pifertthe toj^luwing e.xira(lts hum Mr. Eunxe's Speeches in thefcvcral yeais. 

Mr. BvaxE in 1788* 

My Lords, 

The Geinleincn who have it In command to fopport the impeachment againft Mr, 
Haftingt, late Governor General of Bengal, liave dire£ted me to open a gtntralvuiu of the 
grounji upon whidh the Commons have pioceeded in their charges agamit him : to opeh a 
general view of the txUnt, the maggitHdi, the nature, tlie Undtnty, awd of the crime^ 
with which they hove charged him. 

“ What tle'grtaUfi iatfrtjit of the nation have begun, iti bighejl tribunal will attompUJb. 
Juftke will be done to^lnditt^ 

“ It is not Solely, whether the prifotier at the bar be found innocent or guilty, but whether 
pillions of mankind (bould be miferable or boffy, 

“ My Lords, It is not only the fiibjeOs ot this great empire wlm are concerned, but the 
eredit and lionour of the Britijb nation will itfelj be dtiiJed by (bit deeijfon. 

We know that as wo are to be fefveo by men, that the perfons who ferve ns mufi 
tried at rntn, and that there is a very.large allowance indeed due to human infirmity and 
liumah error. This we know, an 4 hav^ weighed before we tame to your Lordfl,ift bar. 
But the crimes we charge are not the eaufei and efe£lt of OMemeii human frailty, fucli as 
we know aod/fW» and can aUew for j but they are erimet which lave their rife in the wiektf 
di/po/tioaf of men —they are ciiniei which have their rife tn avarice, rapacity, pride, trutlt\ 
^ctitji, malignity of tenffer, haughtinefs, tnfoUme } ip every thing that manifefts 
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SbeitiiaH ft)pp«rted the conduA of Mr. Burke; he faid, that if the qneftteti was merely 
whether the Manasers merited the Thanks of the Houfe or nut, that he Ihtnild not vote on' 

the 


btart hlatincd to tht vtry bltuiejl—^a btorl dytd deep in hlatkneft-^a heart gangrened to the 
ewfjr f«r*. 

We have not cbofen tc bring before you a poor, trembling delwjuent. 

We have brought befoie you the bead, the chief, a captain general ^ •one In 

whom all the fraodi all the tyranny of India are embodied, difeiplined, and arrayed. 

• u You have now a houndUft obje 9 ~—il is not from tbit county, or that pariflt, bot vtholt' 
eUmti, and differing nations, 

** Knowing your Lordfhips to be pniTelfed, along with all other judicial virtues, of that 
' ct patiente, 1 hope, and truft, you will nut grudge a few Jhort hours to theyexplanation of 
ibat which lias roil the Commons near fourteen years of afliduous application—that you will 
not refute a few hours to what has coil tlie people of India upwards of thirty years of their 
innate inveterate patience to endure. 

<* The of his adls was the mod bold and extraordinary that I believe entered into 
the head cf any man, I will fay, of any tyrant, which was nothing left than a general esf 
aeptionlefs ecuffcaties of the property of Bengal. He put it up to a pretended public, but in 
reality to a private and corrupt auflion. 

** I (hall fay nothing either of the clrcumflances of the purchafe, or of the right of the 
jpeopie to their property, or to the nature and mode of detection, until that great guehion, the 
gfeoteff tf all whicli we fhall bring, ihall be brought befoie your Lordfliips pankularly as 
mn article of charge, 

' ** And here I come to the beginning of a great notorious fydem of government, which 
confllls of many abufes, branched out into fuch a variety of ways, and has fo much affeSed 
she Hngiom, that 1 may venture to fay, it will maAe one the greatefl and mof weighty parts 
^ the cbargei, 

** 1 charge him with having taken away the lands of orphans, with having alienated the 
ffortustes of widows—'With having wajled the country and deffroyed the inhabitants, after 
crtieHy tarraffng and dlfreffing them. I charge him with having tortured their perfons, and-. 
Jbptom^urtd their religion, through his wieitif tfgents, who were at the bottom and root of his 
,1^'alpy. 

1 charge him in the name of the Commons of England, 

** How, my Lords, what is it we want ? We want to have the esuib of opprtffed prtneet-— 
of undone women of the firft lank,- redrefled—of deflated provinces and tvafed kingdoms re- 
dr^ed.—Do you want a criminal, my Loids i W'hen was fo much inijuity charged againft 
any one r— No, my Lords, you mud not look to India to furnifla one, for Mr. Hadings hat 
not iett in India fubfianet enough to furntib fueb akother delinjuent, 

' 1 impeach Warren f-iadings in the name of the people of India, whofe laws, rights, 

and liberties he has fibvcrted, I impeach him in the name of the people of India, whofe 
country he has defrayed —limpeacit Itim in the name of human nature, which he has trutllf 
injurtd and opprejjed in both fexet, 

I ^ 

Mr. Bvrke in X789> 

/* Eminept for (he pillage zni deJlrufUon of provineet. 

“ Cnmes of great enormity, the ruin and txpulfion of illufiriout familiet, the total ruin of 
)villitgtt, tlie total expulfion ff the firft houjes in Afia. 

*< A man who, iii hit own perfon, has done more mifehief than all thofe perfons whofe evil 
]praAice8 had produced all thofe laws, thofe regulations, and even hit own appointment, 

• ' ** A coirupt, (hocking arrangement was made, and Bengal faw a dancing girl aimsmftcp 
' it lawt, 

** He has murdered that man by the hands of Sir Elijah Impey. 

** He gorged bis ravenous maw with an allowance cd aool. a day. He is not fbtisded 
• without fucking the blood of 1/^00 nobles. He b never eerrtipi without he it cruel, Ha never 
^dintt without creating a famine, Hsfeedsoti the indigent, the decaying, end the ruined, and 
them he depreflhs together | not like the generous eagle, who preys oo a living, relu&arit, 
ojual prey i Mo s he is like the ravtnout vulture, who feeds on the dead, and the tnfttUtd j| 
vvhadedroys and incapacitates in the dedruAion^ its ebftS',vthilu devouring the'car> 
«aAe of |he dead, and then prides himfelf in his ignominious Acui^yu and his anieliy is be« 

bis cornptiok j at the fame time there is la his tyfect^ fdindtlvi^ nwrs tgrri^ than 
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|he ocestlion ; but the motion for the previous ^ueftion oft the ground on which it was tnovedi 
?iz.irortbe purpofe of throwing a reflection on the conduA of one of the Committee,changed 


^ his cruthy*. For at the fame time that he vxeicxfes a froftriftion that fweeps off the bread of 
thaufands .of the nobility, he turns the precious balm that flows from wounded humanity 
into deadly, raneortut, and nterldi poifoii to the human race, 

“ Mr. Haflings feafts in the dark alone j Hie a wild btaft kt groans in d comer 
, 9 vtr the dead and dying ; and like the tygcr of that country, he wilhes to withdraw in¬ 
to a cavern, to indulge with unobferved enjoyment in all the wanton caprices of his ap¬ 
petite. 

** He comes a heavy calamity to the nation, as we fay a countiy vifited by fdmine and 
fe/tilence, 

** His dimes are fo multiplied, that all the Contrivance^ of iogenfiity to cover them are 

abartiv:. 

If the language had furnifhed me, under the impreflion of thofe feelingv, a word 
fuffleient to convey the complicated atrocity of that adf, as it flood in ftiy mind, I 
fliould certainly not have ufed the word murder-, but having no other, 1 was obliged to nfo 
tli.t word.” 

Mr. Bukke in 

One cannot conceive a crime that defames human nature, of which dils mart Is not 
charged in tl:e articles of impeachment that are given before yonr Lordlhlps ; and with re- 
fpedl Co the Commons of Greac Britain, when human nature is flirted with rage againfl his 
crimes; when it is tlie Jymfathy which God has planted in us, and horror of thofecrimess 
that has called the Commons to ^our Lordihips bar ; when they hear of Murdsrr—when 
they hear of taemin tom from their houfes — when they hear of the moft cruel ratks and 
torturer that tan be inJItfieJ, and all this from the avarice vf the man who it at your Lord's 
Jhrps bar. 

<• Every diop of blood that was fpilc in confequence of his affs, was murder. We 
FCharge him tmth robber ies—we charge him with tortures—wt charge him with cruelty, 

“ TUc unfor tunnte people of England for fourteen years have fvffered thtfe things. It Is 
they that have iiad patience. 

I'he Commons with at this moment to clnfe the chaige, and to proceed no further in 
any oF the articles now before you, than thofe on which they have already delivered their 
eviJence. My Loids, the Commons rejoice at the approach of a day, by them fo long wijhed, 
a day w hich is to vindicate ^nd give glory, or to obfeure for ever, the juftice ot thb 
kingdom, n'lie Commons have approached it with a manly confidence, but at the fame 
time with an anxious (olicitude for the greatefl flake any nation ever did, or ever could 
have, namely, whether its highefl bodies on judicial proceedings, whether its higheft tri¬ 
bunals (hall vindicate chat juflice, without which no government can ftand; whethc they 
fhali vindicate the di(l3cnf.itioiis of Frovidence, that has committed fo great an empire in 
fo diflanc a country to Greisc Biiiain ; whether this country has energy and ability to protdS 
them ; whether we (hould retain a country fo remote and diflant, notwithftand.iig all rue 
difficulties th.it nature has thrown in our way. My Lords, 1 venture to fay, tbit day is a 
day mofl juAly defired by the Houfe of Commons.'* 

Mr. BuRitE in 1794. 

•* This fwindling Mjkczwai— fwindling of glory, and obtaining honour under falfe 
pretences—a bad fcribbler of abfurd papers, who could never put two fentences of fenfs 
together. 

'< A fraudulent Bullock Contradlor—bis examples are of perfons who have become rebels 
to their fovereigns. 

** A traitorous and rebellious affiimption of the power which belongs only to the King, as 
Sovereign, with both Houfes of . Parliament. 

If you allow fuch doArines, your Lordfhipi are as wild, favage, and unprincipled as the 
prifoner who ftanda at your bar^ 

** His fupple, worn-down, beaten, cowed, and I am afraid, bribed ctdleague, Mr* 
Wheler. 

** Hear what Lwtf Coke fays of a paflage in Virgil-»> 

Gafiigatjnt audit jut dolts, fubiiitfut fatrrU 


Pait Vll. 
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its iutttre lentirliy, ind be therefore IhonM feel it his dntjr to rcmatn la the Hoitfe with thofe 
Who impeded it* 

The 


** Such are the damned and damnable proceedings of a judge in Belly and fuch-a jt^ge* 
Was Warren Haftiogs. 

.. •** We charge him as a tyrant, an oppreflTor, and murderer, in the largeft fenfe of the 
word. 

** A man whofe origin was low, obfeure, and vulgar, and brad in vulgar and ignoble' 
'habits—more proud than perAins born under canopies of (late, and fwaddled in purple. 

** The indecency, the rancour, the pride, and the iufolenee of the Dows, the HaCiings’s, 
and their adherents. 

L, ** Yoa have feen the atrocious infolence, the tyrannical pride with whfeh he reproaches 
VI* 

T^is cruel tyrant Hannav', a fnbftUute to a ilill more cruel and bloody tyrant, Wav* 
hSN Hastimos—Hastimos fays to Han nay, You have fucked blood enough for yomlclf, 
BOW fuck Mood for your neighbours. 

*' Captain Williams murdered Rajah MuAapha Cawn with his own hand. 

^ ** Bo man it atyrant, who is not, when be can be, a icbd* 

** God forbid that 1 fltould praife that Committee in any rerpefl —1 know it was a c«w> 
mtiiu ntib$rt» 

** A fpccieS of account, which, in a night cellar among thieves, could hardly be at* 
tempted. 

<* I wore • fdit of fine doaths as Jew bail—they all will burn for your gang^ 

** Here is a watch—I w<m it as kn^ as 1 chofe, and now I give it up to ihe gang. 

•* As to heufe-rent for aid*de-eamps, he may fay, 1 have found lodgings in St. Giles's fwr 
fmt ^ thtgang. 

** A fink not only of filth and excrement to lliock the natural fenfes, but of filth and 
excrenwnt tofhock the moral fenfe of every vifitor. 

** Vindi^ting himfdf by the founding of a college for thieves, pickpockets, felons, anc\ 
houfe-breakers. 

In the fwindling account, fwlndfe, upon fwindie—and Mr. Lark i no, keeping the 
private a« he kept the public account, has fwindled a whole year in his account of this 
uan&dion. 

g, ** A eontmon*place dog-trot fraud of the meaneft of mankind. 

<* You mnft repeal the Ad of Parliament, if you acquit Mr. Hastinos— you mnft pro* 
nounee the L^'fl^ro a liar. 

Major Os BOB M* had been difmifTed. A court martial had removed him—I are 
not wh^er jnfily or unjuftly; there be fits in that box. Who fent him to Oude to fuck 
.'the blood the nUlltary had fpared 1 A wild bead when his belly is full may be pleafed 
and lick yoor band. Yon might have a ferene day under fueb a bead, but can you under 
that man Hastings I 

** He iSG Captain general of iniquity—thief—tyrant—robber—cheat—fharper—fwindler. 
Wo call him all thefe names, and are forty that the Engliih language does not afford terms 
‘adeqaatc to the enormity of his offroces. 

** Revenge is a fort of wild judice—it is the ted of heroic virtue—^we will continue to 
the end to pCrfecute. 1 vow, that we bear immortal hatred againd this fenm, fihb, and 
pollution of Indian guilt; if the Commons do not, I take it all to myfelf. 

Sir Walth RALmioH was caHed a f;dder of hell. This was foolifh, indecent, in 
LordCoxn. Had be been a Manager on this trial, he would have been guilty of a neg* 
left of dnty^. liad he not called the prifoner a fptder of hell. 

** 1 tremble for the event, becaufe, if the prifoner is innocent, the Commons are 
guilty. 

** Bothing but the malice of the Houfe of Commons could have indi|ated them to in- 
. ftitute this profecution, if they had not been fore of his guile—Nothing but a great party 
iormed by his wealth eoaid'fappoct him. 

" We reduced this caufe into a fmaller compafs, into /ear Cbargttf becaufe of the long 
•.'protraftion of it—4hofe Wv 1^ being as bad as tlw 

<« Wbatl comparo this man, a bullock-driver, with Tamkilamk and thofe eon- 
qnerart N-When GOBponifbed Pmaraon and Sgypt, he did net feAdarmies, hut lice and 
to lay the land wade. 


<• This 
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Tbe quellion vas then put, when there appeared, 

* /or tlie previous queftion ai. Noes 55. Majority 34. 

The queftion of Thanks was then put, when there appeared, 

Ayes 501 Noes ax. Majority 29. 

Tbe ufiial motion, that the Speaker do give the Thanks of the Houfe to the Managers iu 
their nlaces, was then put and carried j and the Sftaktr addreffed the Managers in thq foU 
lowing (peMh: m- 

** GhNTLBMXH, ' 

*' IT is my duty to communicate to you the Thanks of this Houfe, for thetnutner fa 
which you have difcharged a moft arduous trull, on an occafioo higidy intcrefting to 
honour and jullicc of the nation. 

" Tbe fubjeA to which your attention has been diredled was intricaie ind cxtenfiw 
beyond example: You have proved that it was well fuited to your indollry and eioqnencOk 
' the exertions of which have conferred honour, not on yomfelves only, but on this Hoofss 
whofe credit is intimately cooneded with your own. ■ A forcible admonition has been given* 
on this occafion, to all perfons in iituations of high and important national truft, that jltqr cen 
neither be removed by diftaoce, or Iheltered by power, from the vigilance and authority oit 
this Houfe j which is pollefled of no privilege more important, than that by which it is onaMstl « 
to bring public delinquents to the bar of public jultice, and thus to preferve or refcue frooa 
diihonour the Britilh name and charaCler. 

“ But in addrelTing you tni this occafion, and in confidering tbe beneAeiat coafeqiMOCes to** 
be expcAed from this proceeding, it is impoffible not to advert to the increafed fecurity which 
the conftitution has derived in the courfe of it, from the recognition and full eonfirnutim of 
the principle, that an impeachment is not difcontinaed by a diffolation of Parliameot) • 
principle elTeatial to the privileges of this Houfe, and to the iodependent ami effcAua 
adminiAration of public jultice. 1 

** Under thefe imprcffions, fnggefted by the nature and importance of your trull, and by 
the manner in which you have difcharged it, I obey, with the utmoft fatisfadtuui, tho 
commands of this Houfe, by Hating to you their RcAilution, 

** That the Tlianks of this Houfe be given to tbe Members who were appointed the 
*' Managers of tbe Impeachment agaioft Warren Haftiogs, Efq, for their faithful manage* 

ment in their difcharge of the trull repofed in them.” 

Mr. Pht moved, that the Speaker do print his fpeech. 

Mr, But k* faid, that by the orders of the Houfe, when the Thanks were given, be and bit 
Brother*Managers were tongue*tied, and liad no means whereby to exprefs their gratitude 
but by their fubmilBon to thofe orders. But he thought he Qiould be wanting in gratitude if 
he did not, the moment the penalty of fiience was removed, feize the Aril opportunity to 
cxprels his own fatisfadlion, and chat of his Fellow* Managers, on the occaftoa. They bad 
laboured to difcliarge their duty, they had completed the talk, and they were paid Jof tbu 
Thanks of that Houfe, the Aril reward men could receive- Next to the Thanks he mull 
notice the very digniAed and elegant manner in which the Speaker had difcharged that calk, 
in which he confulted not only the grandeur and dign<ty of that Houfe, but at the fame timo 
politenefs and attention to them. He then eocered into a Ihort defence of the condufi of tha 
Impeachment. He afliued the Houfe that no afperity of remark Ihonld provoke him ta 
fay a word ( that prejudices ariAng from perfonal friendlhip, or from a fenfe of i^rfonal 
obligations, were too laudable for him to be difeompofed at < he would only affure the Houfe, 
that he had thrown no general rededions on the Company's fervancs, having merely repeated 
what Mr. Hatting* himfelf had fekl of the troops ferving in Oude j and it would be found by 


« This arfitrorjrcrfatarcx-ifMwenx—^epid—from a blind.prefumption, overturned the 
whole fyftem, and ruined tbe trade of the cououy. By his own cundofl. he fet all 
vigilance adeep: by his bullock cnntrafls be corrupt^ his coadjutor. 

” When becomes before you, you f|p 4 hifP poQMfed of no one quality fitfor any budneft 
whatever. 

** Sometimes Gon has made wickednefs mad. 

** 1 alk and ferutinige what was latent jn a qrger's heart-->what wai in a ty^*a breaft ta 
do—-and that he did. 

«* He formed all thefe infernal plots Iq bit mind, uncertain which be wouidexeente. 

t* At the fame time that tw had thf rapacity of a vulture, he had nut the taioot or the 
beak of S volturcOTd* loll hie {way.** 

X % . reCerring 



rtferrmgtp tiie t ith and ^ 3^h Articles, that tha Houfe had marked their opinion of the 0 %era 
ferving in Oude, in the very terms that he had ufed ; and as for the other expreflions, they 
had been very much mifreprefented. 

Mr, Law in reply to Mr. Burke faid, that he defired not to be included amongft thofa 
Oentlenien^ if any fnch there were, which he did not believe, who adled either fi'orn early 
prajndlces, or from a fenfe of ftvours received; he was as independent of Mr. HaOihgs as of 
tise-two Right Honourable Gentlemen who were united upon the prefent quellion ; and he 
gave his vote from the firmed convi^ion that he was right, and that, Inftedd of Thanks, the 
l^ing Manager merited the reprobation of every man Avho had the honour of the Houfe and 
•f the country at heart; he was, indeed, forry to fee the Right Honourable Gentleman (Mr. V 
Vox), whom he much refpefled, aAing in the prefent iniiance under fuch a leader. He 
■ anie wr :«vhat the fenfe of the counti^ was; anil no vote of that Houfe, though fupported by all 
the influence both of the Minifier and of the Oppnfition, could change the public mind, of 
convince the people of the propriety of the condud of the leading Manager. AVitli regard to 
bis having mifreprefented any one expreffion ufed by the leading Manager in WeAminficr- 
hall, was confident he bad not, and that if the minntes of-the (hort-hand writer were 
referred to, it would be found, that he had been infinitely more abufive and violent than he 
bad been reprefented in the quotations that were made. Mr. Law repeated, that no contra- 
diAion, let itconoe from what qiurter it would, could have the flighteil effeA in this cafe; it 
was impofiible to miftate what fo many thoufands had heard, what fo many thoufands had 
reprobated, and which, as he faid before, excited no other fentiments than thofe of contempt 
hnd indignation in the minds of the auditors, from perfons of the higheft rank down to the 
door- keepers, guards, and porters, attending in and about WeftmlnAer-hall. 
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SUPPLEMENT. 


REPORT FROM THE COMMITTEE OF TH^ HOUSE OF 
COMMONS APPOINTED TO INSPECT THE LORDS* 
JOURNALS IN RELATION TO THEIR PROCEEDINGS 
ON I HE TRIAL OF WARREN HASTINGS, ESQ. ^ND 
TO REPORT WHAT THEY FIND THEREIN TO THE 
HOUSE iWHICH COMxMITTEE WERE THE MANAGERS 
APPOINTED TO MAKE GOOD THE ARTICLES OF 
IMPEACHMENT AGAINST THE SAID WARREN 
HASTINGS, ESQ. AND WHO WERE AFTERWARDS 
INSTRUCTED TO REPORT THE SEVERAL MAT¬ 
TERS WHICH HAVE OCCURRED SINCE THE COM¬ 
MENCEMENT OF THE SAID PROSECUTION, AND 
WHICH HAVE, IN THEIR OPINION, CONTRlfiuTED 
TO THE DURATION THEREOF TO THE PRESENT 
TIME, WITH THEIR OBSERVATIONS THEREUPON. 


Y our Committee has received two 
powers from the Houfc—the firft 
on the ^th of March 1794, to inCpcd 
thu Lords Journals in relation to their 
Proceedings on the Trial of Warren 
Hadings, Elq. and to report what they 
find therein to the Houle. 

The fecond is an inllruflion given on 
the 17th day of the fame month of 
March, to this effeft : That your Com¬ 
mittee do report to this Houfe the fe» 
vcral matters which have occurred fince 
the commencement of the faid profeeu- 
tion, and which have, in their opinion, 
contributed to the Duration thereof to 
the prefent time, with their obfervations 
>tlicreupon. 

• Your Committee Is fcnfible, that the 
Duration of the faid Trial, and the 
Caufes of that Duration, as well as the 
•matters which have therein occurred, 
do well merit the attentive confidcration 
• of this Houle ; wc have therefore en¬ 
deavoured, with all diligence, to em- 
■ploy the powers that have been granted, 
.and to execute the orders that have been 
giaren to us, and to report thereon as 
fpcedijiy as pollibl^;. aud as fujly ps the 
time would udoilt. 


Your Committee has coniidcred, Brit, 
the mere faft of the Duration of the 
Trial, which they find to have com. 
menced on the 13th day of February 
17S8. and to have continued by various 
adjournments to the faid 17th of March. 

During that period, the Sittings of 
the Court have occupied one hundred 
and eighteen days, or about on* third 
of a year. 

The difiribution of the Sitting-days 
in each year is as follows t 

Dayt 

In the year 1788, the Court fat 35 
,789, —— 17 

,790, —— -,4 

1791, —5 

,792, —— ,4 

179^, —« 

1794, to the ill of I 

March, inclufive S ^ 
Total iiS 

Your Committee then proceeded to ‘ 
confuicr theCaufes of this Durarion with 
regard to Time, as meafured bv the Ca¬ 
lendar, and allb as meafured by the 
Number of Days occupied to aOuai Sit* 
ting. 

CAj They 


They find, on examining the Dura¬ 
tion of the Trial, with reference to the 
Number of Years which it has lafted, 
that it has been owing to leveral pro¬ 
rogations, and to one dittblution of. Par¬ 
liament ; to difculHons which arc fup- 

? ofcd to have arifen in the Houfe of 
'eers on the legality of the continu¬ 
ance of Impeachments from Parliament 
to Parliament; that it has been owing 
•to the number and length of the ad¬ 
journments of the 'Court, particularly 
,the adjournment'; on account of the 
Circuit* which adjournments were in- 
terpofed' in the middle of the Sclfion, 
and the moft proper time for biilincfs ; 
that it has been owing to one adjourn¬ 
ment made in confequcnce of a com¬ 
plaint of the Prifoner againft one of 
your Managers, which took up a fpace 
of ten days j that two days adjourn¬ 
ment Were made on account of the ill- 
nefs of certain of t,he Managers; and, 
as far as your Committee can judge, 
two Sitting-days were prevented by the 
fudden and unexpefted dereliction of 
the defence of the Prifuner at the clofe 
of the laft Sellion, your Managers not 
having been then ready to produce their 
evidence in reply, nor to make their 
obfervations on the evidence produced 
by the Prifoner’s Couniet, as they cx- 
pcCtcd the whvile to have been gone 
through before they were called on for 
'their reply. In this Selfion your Com¬ 
mittee computes that the Trial was dc. 
..laycd about a week or ten days. The 
Lords waited for the recovery of the 
Marquis Cornwallis, the Prifoner wiJh- 
ing to avail hiinfeif of the teliiniony of 
that Noble Perlbn. 

With regard to the one hundred and 
eighteen days employed in adlual Sit¬ 
ting, the difiributian of the bufinefs 
was in the maiiuer following : there 
were Ipcut, 

Days 

In reading the Articles of Impeach¬ 
ment and the Defendant’s Anivver, 
and in Debate on the Mode of Pro¬ 
ceeding - - - 3 

Opening Speeches and Summing-up 
by the Managers - - 19 

Dotumentaiy and oral Evidence by 
' the Managers - - 51 

' Opening Speeches and Summing-up 
. oy the Defendant's Connfel, and 
.Defendant'sAddrelfcstotheCourt 22 
Documentary and oral Evidence on 
the part 01 the Defendant - 23 

I iS 


The other head, namely, that jhe 
Trial has occupied one hundred 
eighteen Days, or nearly one third of 
a-ycar,—this your Committee conceive 
to arife from the following immediate 
caufes: 

Firft, The nature and extent of the 
matter to be tried. 

Secondly, The general nature and 
quality of the evidence produced. It 
was principally documentary evidence ■ 
contained in papers of great length, the 
whole of which was often required to 
be read, when brought to prcu'c a finglc 
Ihort fat\. Under the head of evidence 
muft be taken into confidcration the 
number and defeription of the witntlTca 
examined and crols-cxamined. 

Thirdly, and principally, the Dura¬ 
tion of the Trial is to be attributed to 
objcdlions taken by the Prifoner's Coun- 
fcl to the admiflibihty of fevcral docu¬ 
ments and perfons offered as evidence 
on the part of the Profccution. Thcfe 
objections amounted to fixty-two ; they 
gave rife to feveral debates, and to 
twelve references from the Court to the 
Judges. 

On the part of the Managers the 
number of objections was fmal!; the 
debates upon them were Ihort ; there 
was not upon them any reference to' 
the J udges i and the Lords did not even 
retire upon any of them to the Chamber 
of Parliament. 

This laft Caufc cf the Number of 
Sitting-days your Cominit.tec conlidcrs 
as far more important than all the rB{t, 
The queftioiis upon the admilfibility CT. 
evidence; the manner in which thcfe 
queftions were ftated and were decided; 
the modes of proceeding ; the great 
iiiiccriainty of the principle upon which 
evidence in that Court is to be admitted 
or rejected ; all thcfe appear to your 
Committee materially to afteCt the con- 
ftitution of the Houfe of Peers as a 
Cviurt of judicature, as well as its pow¬ 
ers, and the purpofes It was intended 
to anl'wcr in the State. The Peers 
have a valuable intcreft in the confer- 
vation of their own lawful privileges ; 
but this intereft is not confined to. the 
I.ords. The Commons ought tn par¬ 
take in the advantage of the judicial 
rights and privileges ®f that high Court. 
Courts are made for the fuitors, and 
not the fuitors fertile court. The con- 
fervatien of all cihtr parts of the law, 
the wiiole indeed of the rights and .li¬ 
berties of the fubjcCl, ultimately de¬ 
pends upon the prilervation of the law 

of 
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of ParHsment in irs original force' and 
^jl^hority. 

Your Committee had reafon.to en¬ 
tertain apprehenfions, that certain 
procectljiigs in this Trial may pof- 
fibly limit and '^caken the means of 
carrying on any future Impeachment of 
the Commons. As your Committie 
felt thefe apprrUenlions ftrongly, they 
^ thought it their duty to begin with 
humbly fubmitting fafls and obferva- 
tioiis on the proceedings concerning 
evidence to the coniidcration of this 
Houfe, before they proceed to (late the 
other matters which come within the 
fcope of tlic dire6lions which they have 
received. 

To enable your Committee the better 
to execute the tafk inipofed updh them in 
carrying on the Impeachment of this 
Houle, and to find Ibme principle on 
which they were to order and regulate 
their conduft therein, they found it ne- 
telTary to look attentively to the jurif- 
diftion of the Court in which they 
were to a£l for this Houfe, and into its 
laws and rules of proceeding, as well 
as into the rights and powers of the 
Hnufe of Cuinmons in their Impeach¬ 
ments. 

RELATION’ OF 7HR JUDGES, &C. TO 
^ THE COUKT OF PARLIAMENT. 

Upon examining into the courfe of 
proceeding in the lloufe of Lords and 
into the relation which cxifts between 
the Peers on the one hand, and their 
a'tcndants and alTiftants, the J uclgcs of 
the Realm, Barons of the Kxchequer 
of the Coif, the King’s learned Coun- 
fcl, and the Civilians IMallers of the 
Chaiicerv, on the other ; it appears to 
your Committee, that thife Judges, and 
other perfons learned in tlie common 
and civil liws, are no integrant and 
nccelfarv part of that Court. Their 
writs of fummons are effentially differ¬ 
ent; and it docs not appear, that they 
or any of them have, or of right ought 
to have, a deliberate voice, either ac¬ 
tually or virtually, in the judgments 
given in the High Court of Parliament. 
Tr.cir attendance in that Court is folcly 
miuillerial; and their anfwcrs to qucl- 
tioMS put to them are not to he regarded 
as declaratory of the law of ^Parliament, 
but are merely confuUory refponfes, in 
order to furnilh fnch matter (to be fub- 
micred to the judgment of the Peers) 
as .may be ul'cful m reafoning by ana- 

* 4. Inft. p. 4. 


logy, fo far as the nature of the rufea 
in the refpeflive Courts of the learned 

E erfons confulted, ihail appear to the 
[oiife to be applicable to the nature 
and circumllanccs of the cafe before 
them, and no otherwife. 

JURISDICTIOK OF THE LOROS.' 

Your Committee finds, that ill all 
Impeachments of the Commons of 
Great Britain for High Crimes an^ 
Mifdcmeanors before the Peers in the 
High Court of Parliament, the Peers 
are not Triers or J iirors only, hit by the 
ancient laws au-l conftitution of this 
Kingdom, known by conflant .ufhge, 
are Judges both of law and fa£l; and 
we conceive that the Lords are bound 
not to a£l in fnch a manner as to give 
rife to an opinion that they have virtu.- 
ally fubmitted to adivifion of their legal 
powers; or that, putting themftlvcs in¬ 
to the fituation of mere Triers or Ju¬ 
rors,- they may fuffer the evidence in 
the caufe to be produced or not pro¬ 
duced before them according to the dif- 
cretion of the Judges of the inferior 
Courts. 

LAW OF PARLIAMENT. 

YourComniittcc finds, that the Lords, 
in matter of Appeal or Impeachment in 
Parliament, arc not of right obliged to 
proceed according to the courfe or rulea 
of the Roman civil law, or by thofe of 
the law or ufage of any of the inferior 
Courts in Weftminftcr Hall, but by the 
law and ufage of Parliament. AmJ 
our Cummiitee finds, that this has 
ecn declared in the moil clear and ex¬ 
plicit manner by the Houfe of Lords in 
the year Oi (!>ur Lord 1387 and 1388, iii 
the eleventh year of King Richard the 
Second. 

Upon an Appeal in Parliament then 
depending againll certain g''cat perfons. 
Peers* and Commoners, the faid Ap¬ 
peal was referred to the Jufticcs and 
other learned perfons of the law ; ** at 
“ which time,” (it is fAid in the re¬ 
cord*) “that the Jufticcs and Scr- 
“jeants, and others the learned in 
“ the law civil, were charged, by or- 
“ der of the King our Sovereign 
“ aforefaid, to give their faithful coun- 
“ fel to the Lords of the Parliarticnt 
“ concerning the due proceedings in 
“ the caufe of the Appeal aforefaid. 
“The which Jufticcs, Serjeants, and 
the learned in the hw of the king- 

+ Rolls Pari. Vol. iii. p. aii. 
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*' dctpi gild alfo the learned in the law 
** <ivU» have taken the fame intu dcli- 
beration j and have anfwcred to the 
** faid Lords of Parliamcnti that they 
'** had feen and well coniidered the 
*• tenonr of the faid Appeal ; and 
** they fay, that the fan.e Appeal was 
“ neither made nor pleaded according 
** tq the order which the one law or the 
** other re({uircs. Upon which the laid 
Lords of Parliament'have taken the 
•* fame Into their deliberation,and con- 
fultation, and by the alfcnt of our 
“ faid Lord the King, and of their 
** common agreement, it wjs declared, 
*' that in fo nigh a crime as tliat which 
** is diarged in this Appeal, which 
“ touches the perfon of our Lord the 
King and tlic ftate of the whole 
** Kingdom, perpetrated by pcrlbns 
“ who arc Peers of the Kingdom along 
“ with others, the caufe Iball not be 
“ tried in any other place but in P.,r“ 
** liament, nor by any other l iw than 
** th^ law and courfe of Parliament; 

and that it bclougcth to the Lords of 
** Parliament, and to their franchife 
" and liberty, by the ancient cuilom of 
the Parliament, to be judges in fuch 
** cafes, and in thefe cafes to judge by 
“ the alfcnt of the King j and thus it 
** Iball be done in this cale by the award 
of Parliament: becaufc the realm of 
England has not been heretofore, nor 
is It the intention of our faid Lord 
" th^ King and the Lords of Parlia- 
“ ment that it ever Ihonid be, governed 
“ by the law civil: and alfo it is tlieir 
'*'• refoluticn not to rule or govern fo 
“ high a canfe as this Appeal is, which 
“ cannot be tried any where but in Par- 
liament, as hath been faid '■cforc, by 
*• the courfe, procefs, and order ufed in 
“ any Courts or places inferior in the 
“ fame kingdom ; which Courts and 
" places are not more than theexecutops 
" of the ancient laws and cutfoms of 
*' the Kingdom, and of the ordinances 
** and cftablilhments of Parliament-r- 
" It wax determined by the fajcl Lords 
of Parliament, by the alTcnt of our 
“ faid Lord the Ki^, that this Appeal 
•* was made and pleaded-wcU and fuffi- 
** cicntly, and that ihp procefs upon it 
** is pood and cfl'cdfuat, according to 
M the law and conrfe of Parliament, and 
*f for fuph thi^y decree and adjudge 
“ it.” 

And your Committee finds, that, to- 
;hc c)ofe .of the fame Farliamenr, 


the fame right wa* again claimed and 
admitted as the fpecial privilege 
Peers, in the following manner :—“ Jii 
“ this Parliament, all the Lords then 
“ prefent, Spiritual as well 3|ji Tem- 
*' poral» claimed as their franchife, that 
*■ the weighty matters moved in this 
Parliament, and which ihall be moved 
** in other Parliaments in future times, 
touching the Peers of the Land, lhall 
be managed, adjudged, and difculfed 
by the courfe or Parliament, and in 
no fort by the law civil, or by the 
“ common law of the laird, ufed in the 
“ other lower Courts of the kingdom ; 

“ which claim, liber^, and franchife, 

“ the King graciouuy allowed, and 
“ granted to them in full Parlia- 
“ ment 

Your Committee finds, that the 
Commons, having at that time confi-. 
dered the Appeal abiwc mentioned, ap¬ 
proved the proceedings in it, and, as 
tar a» in them lay, added the faiidtion 
of their accufation againft the perfons 
who were the objc6t$ of the Appeal. 
They alfo, immediately afterward*, im¬ 
peached all the Judges of the Common 
Picas, the Chief Baron of the Exche¬ 
quer, and other learned and eminent 
perfons, both Peers and Commoners, 
upon the concluflon of which Impcacb-, 
nicnts It was that the fccond claim was 
entered. In all the tranfadfions afore- 
faid the Commons were adting parties ; 
yet neither then, nor ever fince, hive 
they made any objedtion or proteftation, 
that the rule laid down by the Lords in 
the beginning of the Sclfion of 13S8, 
ought not to be applied to the Impeach¬ 
ments of Commoners as w. ll as Peers-, 
In many cafes they have claimed the 
benchr of this rule*; and in all cafes 
they have adicd, and the Peers have 
determi'icd, upon the fame general 
principles, The Peers have always 
fupportei} the fame franchifes ; nor arc 
there any precedents upon the records 
of Parliament fubverting either the ge. 
iicral rule or the particular privilege, 
fo far as the fame relates either to the 
courfe of proceeding or to the rule of 
law by which the Lords are to judge. 

Your Committee obfervqs alfo, that 
in the comniifliuns to the icvcral Lords 
liigh Stewards who have been appoint¬ 
ed on the Trials of Peers impeached 
by the Commons,, the proceedings are 
di» ptted to be had according to the law 
and cudom of the Kingdom find ike 
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titfiotn of Parliament ; which words are 
to be found in the cutnniiilions for 
trying upon indidmcnts. 

“ As every Court of Juftice” (fays 
l^ord Coke) “ hath laws and cuftonis 
for its dircdtion, fomc by the com- 
“ mon law, fome by the civil and ca- 
“ non law, fomc by peculiar laws and 
“ cufloms, &c. fo the High Court of 
'y,“ Parliament fitis proprtis legibus ft co»- 
fuetuJhtiba^ fubjiftit. It is by the lex 
“ et con/nelucio Parliamenli that all 
** weighty matters, in any Parliament 
** moved, concerning the Petrs of the 
Realm, or Commons in Parli-imcnt 
“ alTcmbled, ought to be determined, 
“ adjudged, anti difciiffed by the courfc 
of the Parliament, and not by the 
“ civil law, nor yet by the common 
laws of this realm iifed in more in- 
“ ferior Courts —And after found¬ 

ing himfelf on this very precedent of 
the I ith of Richard 11 , he a(lds,“ ‘Thii 
“ is the reafoH that Judges ought not to 
“ give any opinion of a matter of Par- 
“ liamenty becaufe it is not to be decided 
“ by the common lazus, but fecundum Ic- 
“ gem et confuetudinem Parlianicnti : 
“ And fo the J'/dgrt in divers Purlia- 
“ meiits have conjejjed.'* 

^ RULK OF FLEADINO, 

Your Committee do not find, that 
any Rules of Pleading, as oblervcd in 
the inferior Courts, lia\ c ever obtained 
in the proceedings of the High Court 
of Parliament, in a cavife or matter in 
which the whole procedure has been 
wirhin their original jurifilittion. Nor 
docs your Committee find, that any de¬ 
murrer or exception, as of falfc or er¬ 
roneous pleading, hath been ever ad¬ 
mitted to any Iinpeacltment in Parlia¬ 
ment, as not coming within the form of 
the pleading; and although a referva- 
tion or proteft is made by the defend¬ 
ant (matter of form, as we conceive) 
“ to the generality, uncertainty, and 
infufficiency of the Articles of Im- 
pcachmeiit," yet no objc£fions have 
in faft been ever made in any jsart of 
the record; and when verbally they 
have been made ( until this Trial), they 
'have*conftantly been over-ruled. 

The Trial of Lord Stralforde is one 
of the mofi; important'taras in the Hif- 
tory of Parliamentary J udicatiirc f. In 
that Trial, and the difpofitions made 
preparatory to it, the procefs on Im- 

* 4. Inll. p. 15. t 
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pfcachments was, on great confidcratioH, 
rcfcarch, and filef.licn of precedent*, 
brought very nearly to the form which 
it retains at this dav ; and gredt aad 
important parts of li’arliatncniary law 
were tlicn laid down. Tuc Common* 
at that time inrJe new charges, or 
amended the old, as they law' occafion. 
Upon an application from the Commons 
to the Lords, that the examinations 
taken by their -Loidlhips tlietr n- ^ 
quell, might he deJivcreiito tli.m, lor 
the purpotc of a more exadV fpccilieatiou 
of the charge they h.ad made ; on de¬ 
livering the meffage of the Commons, 
Mr. Pim, amonglt otlier things, laid, 
as it is curored in the ..ords’/ourpaU J, 

“ .According to the tlaufc of refervatioii 
“ in the conclufion of their charge, 

“ they (the Commons) will add to the 
“ charges, not to the matter 111 rtl'pedt 
“ of comprehenfion, extent, or kind, but 
“ only to reduce them to more partici;- 
“ larilics, that the Earl of Stratfordc 
“ might anl'wer with the more clearnefs 
“ and expedition— 

“ by this teav of SPECIAL ihuige ; aiiJ 
“ then foie they biiv> taken caie m thnr 
HoufCf upon protijlutloH, that trti Jhail 
be no prejudice t i bind then: jiooi prj~ 
iced ug ii^GKSE'tiAL lu oibiciuft-^ 

“ and that thy are not to be nd d by pi v- 
“ leediiigs in other cour'St zvOicb pioltf- 
“ tation they have made Jot roe pii i'it~ 
vat ion (if the power of Pariiautin! \ 

“ and they de/ire that the hire taie m y 
“ be had in your Iwrdjbips' lloi'f 'd' 

This Protcltation is etitertii on the 
Lords’ Journals. Thus careful were 
the Commons that no exactntls ufed by 
them for a temporary acconimoJation, 
Ihoiild become an example derugutory 
to the larger rights of Parliaiuentary 
procefs.. 

At length the quefiion of their being 
obliged to conform to any of the rules 
below came to a forma! judgment j|. lit 
the Trial of Dr. Sachcvcrell, March 
loth, 1709, “the Lord Nottingham dc- 
“ fired their Lordlliips’ opinion, Whe- 
“ thcr he might propoi'e a quefiion to 
“ the Judges here (in Weftrainfter 
“ Hall) ? Thereupon tl)e Lords, being 
“ moved to adjourn, adjourned to tne 
“ Houfc of Lords, and on debate (as 
“ appears by a note) it was agreed, 

“ that the qiU'fiion ihould be propolcd ^ 
in Wcftminrtcr Hall.” Accordingly, * 
when the Lords returned the fame day 

Lords’ Journals, Vol. iv, p. 133. 

Lords’ Journals, Vol xix. p. 9^, 
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into the Hall, the quefiion wa? put by 
Lord Nottingham, and ftatcd to the 
Judges by the Lord Chancellor ; 

*• Whether by the Law of England, 
** and conftant Practice in all Profecu- 
•* tions by IndiSmeht and InformnHon, 
** for crimes and mifdemeatiors, by 
** tirriting or Ipcaking, rhe particular 
** %vords Tuppofed to be* written or 
•* tpoken mult not beexprefsiy fpccificd 
in the indiilmcnt or information ? ” 
On this qiicfiioii the Judges,y^r/rii/rV//, 
»i»d in open Court, delivered their 
opinion ; tlie fuhriance. of u hich was, 
** Thar bv the Laws of England, and 
the conliaiLt Prattice in W'^eftrainfttr 
** Hall, the words ought to be cxprcfsly 
I'pecificd in the indi£tmcnt or infor- 
*• mation.’* 

Then the Lords adjourned, and did 
not conic into the Hall until the acth, 
In the intermeclure time they came to 
P. cfrlutions on the matter of the tjuef- 
tion put to the Judges. Dr. Sacheve- 
Tcll, being found guilty, moved in ar- 
reft of judgment upon two points : the 
firft, which he grounded on the opinion 
of the Judges, and which your Com- 
tnittve thinks moft to the prci’eiit pur- 
p,ifc, was, “ That no entire claule, or 
“ fentence, or e>iprcdion,4,in either of 
“ his. Sermons or Dedications, is parti- 
cnlarly fet forth in his Impeachment, 
which he has already heard the 
Judges declare to be ncceffary in all 
** calcs of Indidtinents or Informa- 
•* tien.s 

On this head of objeftien, the Lord 
Clianceilor, on the zjd of March, 
agreeably to the Rcroiutions of tlie 
Lords of the 14th and i6ih of March, 
acqnaimcd Dr. Sachevcrcll: 

“ That on orcalion of the qiieftion 
** before put to the Judges in ll'^ejhunjltnr 
** Hjilly and their anfwcr thereto, their 
•* Lordlhips had fully debated and con- 
** ILIered of that matter, and had come 
** to tlie following Rcl'olution : 

“ That this Houfe will proceed to 
“ the determination of the Impcach- 
■ ** ment of Dr. Henry Sachevcrell ac- 
** cwdi'.-ig to the L‘iw oj ihi Land and 
** the Law and Ufagu of Purhamrnt^ 
And afterwards to this Rcfolu- 
»• lion : 

* That by the Law and Ufagn of 
Parliament in prolccutioiis for High 
** Crimes and MiJ’dcmeanors by writ- 
iug or I'pcakiiig, the particular words 
^T^jipofcd to be crimiuai arc not ntcef- 
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fury to be exprefsly fpeciiied in fticU 
*• Impeachment. \ - 

“ So that, in their Lordlhips’ opi- 
“ nion, the Law and Ufage of the High 
“ Court of Parliament being a part of 
“ the Law of ibe Land, and that Ufage 
“ not requiring that words Ihould' be 
“ exa£Hy fpccificd in Ifnpeachnicms, 

“ the anfvver of the Judges, wliicli re- 
“ ISted only to the conrfe of Indtiimrnti ^ 
“ ana Info: muttons, docs not in the Icaft 
“ alfeil your cafe f.” 

On this folemn judgment concerning 
she Law and Ufage of Parliament, it is 
to be remarked,FirftjThat the lnipcai-h> 
men: itfelf is not to be prefumed inar- 
lificially drawn. It appears to have 
been the work of fomc of the greatcib 
lawytrs of the time, who were per. 
feftly verfed in the manner of pleading 
in the Courts below, and would natu- 
turally have imitated their coiirfc, if 
they had not been jullly fearful of fet- 
ting an example which might hereafter 
I'ui-jecf the plaimiefs and limplicity of 
a Pariianicnt.iry proceeding to the tech¬ 
nical fubthries of the inferior Courts ; 
Secondly, That the quefiioii pur to the 
Judges, and their aniwer, were ftri^Vly 
confined to the law and pradice below ; 
and that norliing in cither had a ten¬ 
dency to their delivering an opinion, 
concerning Parliatncnr, its laws, its 
uiages, its conrfe of proceeding, or its 
powers : Thirdly, That the motion in 
arreft of judgment, grounded on the 
opinion of ihc Judges, was made only 
by Dr. Sachevcrell himfclf, and nor by 
his Counlel, men of great Ikill and 
learning, who, if they thought the 00- 
jedions had any weight, would un¬ 
doubtedly have made and argued them. 

Here, as in the cafe of the i ith King 
Richard the Second, the Judges de¬ 
clared umnimoufly, that fuch §n ob- 
jediun would be fatal to fuch a 
pleading in any Indi6tment or Infor¬ 
mation ; but the Lords, as on the former 
occafion, over-ruled this objedion, and 
held the Article to be good and valid, 
notwithllanding the report of the 
Judges concerning the mode of pro¬ 
ceeding in the Courts below. 

Your Committee finds, that a Proteft, 
with reafons at large, was entered by 
fcvcral Lords againil thiji dcterminaiicn 
of their CourtIt is always an ad¬ 
vantage to thole who proteft, that their 
rcjfons appear upon record, whilft the 
reafons of the majority who determine 
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tl^qncflion do not appear. This would 
difadvantage of I'uch importance 
as greatly to impair, if not totally dc* 
ftroy, the effeft of precedent as autho¬ 
rity, if the reafons which prevailed were 
not juftly prefumed to be more valid 
than thoie which have been obliged to 
give way, the fonher having governed 
the, final and conciufive deciiion of a 
' competent Court, But your Commit¬ 
tee, combining the fa^t of this deciiion 
with the early dccjfion jttft quoted, and 
with the total abfence of any precedent 
of an objeftion, befoic that time t)r 
fince, allowed to pleading, or what has 
any relation to the rules and principles 
of pleading as ufed in Weftminlter 
Hall, has no doubt that the Houfe Of 
Lords was governed in the 9th of Anne 
liy the very fame principles which it had 
foieninly declared in the 1 ithof Richard 
the Second. 

But befidcs the prefumption in favour 
or the reafons winch muft be fuppol'cd 
to have produced this folcmn judgment 
of the Peers, contrary to the pradlice 
of the Courts below as declared by all 
the Judges, It is probable, that the L'n ds 
were unwilling to take a ftep which 
might admit that any thing in that 
Dradice Ihuuld be received as their 
*^rule. 

It muft be obferved, however, that 
the reafons againft the Article alledged 
in the Protelt were by no means folely 
bottomed in. the practice of the Couits 
below, as if the main reliance of the 
Protefters was upon that ufage. The 
protefting minority maintained, that it 
was not agreeable to ffjeral precedaus 
in Paritament^ of which they cited ma¬ 
ny in favour of their opinion. It ap¬ 
pears by the Journals, that the Clerks 
were ordered to fcarch for precedents, 
and a Committee of Peers was appoint¬ 
ed to infpe6f the faid precedents, and to 
report upon them ; and that they did 
infpe£t and report accordingly. But 
the report is not entered on the Jour¬ 
nals. It is, however, to be prtfumed, 
that the greater number and the better 
precedents fupported the judgment. 

Allowing, however, thetr utmoft force 
to the precedents there cited, they could 
lerve pnly to prove, that in the cafe of 
noordi (to which alone, and not the cafe 
of a nvritlen libel, tlie precedents ex¬ 
tended) fuch a fpccial averment, ac¬ 
cording to the tenor of the words, had 

* State ^Trials, Vcl. v. 
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been ufed ; but not that it was ntxcf- 
fary, or that ever any plea had been 
rejefted upon fuch an Objeftion. 

As to the courfe of Parliament, re- 
forted to for authority in this part of 
the Preteft, the argument fecras rather 
to afErtti than to deny the general pfo- 
pofition, that its own courfe, and not 
that of the inferior Courts, had been 
the rule and law of Parliament. 

As to the objc£lion taken in the Pro- 
teft, dra\Vn from natural right, the 
Lords knew, and it appears in the 
courfe of the proceeding *, that the 
whole of the libel had been read at 
length, as appears from p. 6 5 ^ to p. 666. 
fo tint Dr. Sacheverell \\&^ fubjlunliaily 
the fame benefit of any thing which 
could be alledged in extenuation or ex¬ 
culpation, as if his libellous Sern^ons 
had been entered •verbatim upon the re¬ 
corded Impeachment. It was adjudged 
luflicient to ftate the crime gfi^traUyvsi 
the Impeachnient. 1 he libels were 
given in r-vidi fice •, and it was nor then 
thought of, that nothing fliould be given 
in evidence which was not fpcciaJly 
charg. d in ilie Impeachment. 

But whatever their reafons were 
(great ami grave they were, no doubt), 
luch, as your Committee lias flated^it, 
is the jadgmchi of the Peers on ^hj^jjlp^ 
of Parliament as a part of the Wwm 
the I.and. It is the more forcible as 
concuriing v/ith the judgment of the 
I ith of Richard the Second, and with 
the total filencc of the Rolls and Jour¬ 
nals concerning any objection to plead¬ 
ing ever being fulFercd to viiiate an Im¬ 
peachment, or to prevent evidence being 
given upon it on account of its gene¬ 
rality or any other fai'urc. 

Your Committee do not think it pro¬ 
bable, that, even before this adjudica¬ 
tion, the rules of pleading below could 
ever have been adopted in a Parlia¬ 
mentary proceeding, whep it is conA- 
dered, that the fcvcral ftatutes of Jeo¬ 
fails, not Icfs than twelve in qumber, 
Jhavc been made for the correftion of 
an over-flriftr.efs m pleading, to the 
prejudice of fubfraniial juftice f : yet 
in no one of thefe is to be du'covertd 
the Icaft mention of any proceeding in 
Parliament. There is no doubt rliit 
the Legiilature would have applied its 
remedy to that grievance in Pavl'a- 
raentary proceedings, if it had fornd 
tliofeproceedings einbarraft'ed with w hut 
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Z^nf Mansfield, fi-em tlie Bench, find 
ipeakine ul:' the matter of ihile llatutes, 
very juftty calls “ dilgracct'ul fubilcties.” 

What is fill,! more itrang to the point, 
your Committee fimis, that, in the 7th ol 
William the Thiid an aft was made 
folr the regulating of Tiia's Ibr Treafon 
and Milprifion of Trealon, containing 
fcveral regiilatrons * ior uformation of 
^ proceeiliiigs at law, both as to matters of 
’ form and Jiihitanc,-, as weil as relative to 
evidence. It is an aci ihoiiglit moft ef- 
femial to the libeity of the Inbjedl, yet 
in this high and critical matter, fo deeply 
■ire£ling the live-*, piuperties, honours, 
and e^ten i.hc inliciitablc blood of the liib' 
jeftv 'he LegilUinre wis lb under of tlie 
high powers or 'i)is^igii Court, deemed 
lb neceflary for the aiu mient of the great 
objefts of its judue, lo of ener* 

vaiing any ot its means, < ciicu:.il'ciib- 
ing any of its capaenics, even by ijulcs 
and ledraints ihe t.ioll neccH'ary lo' 'lie 
infei ior Conns, thu ihey gu iided agiinll 
it by an expreis piuvilb, “ That neither 

this aft, nor .iny thing tliciein ton- 
“ taii’.ed, (hall any ways extend to any 
** ImpeachmiHit or other proceedings m 
•• PartuMseat in any kind ‘wLatJoe-ver." 

CONDUCT OF THE COMWOSS IM 
FLEAIJINO. 

point being thus foletnnly ad¬ 
judged in the cjle »f Di. dachevereil, and 
the principles ot ttu: jiulgmeiu being in 
9gieeincnt with the whole cxiniie of Bar- 
}i.unetri..>ry proceedings, the Managers fur 
this Houfe have ever liiicc CxUirKleicd it as 
an iiidilpcnfable duty tu alTeit the (ame 
pnncij.ie in ail its latitude tijwn all occa¬ 
sions on which i: could emne in cpieliion ; 
and to afieit it with an energy, zeal, and 
cai nettnel's, pi oportioued to the magni¬ 
tude and impurpince of tiie intercli of the 
Commons of Grpat Biitain in the reli¬ 
gious ohfei'Viitiun of the lule, that the 
Law of Parliament, and ibe Law of 
PitViument oni), ficuld prevail in the 
7 riut of their lmita:h/ntitt}. 

In the jear i/ts (». Gco. j.), the 
Commons tiiuugln. piupcr to impeach of 
kighiiealbn the Toids vho had entered 
into the icbclhcn o( that period f. Tills 
was alKiui (lx \eius nfur tlie dccilion in 
the cale of Sacncvtiell. On the Trial of 
one ut thei'e L«<rds (the Tord Wintoun), 
after verdift, the Bnibner moved in ar- 
i«U itf judgment, and (.xccptid againif 
thff Im^'eachmenwf TeiiM', orr account of 
•tt« C:«4luii theicm laid " not being de- 


/ci'Ibed with fiifficient certainty, 
on which tlie treafon was coinuirtTvil 
“ not having been alledged.” Hrs Coun- 
fel was heard to this point. They con¬ 
tended, * that the forleitutes in cafes of 

* Treafon are very great; and theicfore 

* they humbly conceived, that the acctifa-^ 
‘ tion ought to contain nil the certainty it 

* is capable of, that the Piifoner may not 

* by general allegations be rendered inca-'. 

* p.thie to defend himieif in a caie which 

* may prove fatal to him:—that they 
' would not trouble their l^rdlhips with 

* Citing authoiities, ior ihey believed tUeie 

* is not one Gentleman of the Long Kobe 
‘ but will agree that an indictment for 
‘ any capital • lienee to be erroneous, if the 

* utfciice lie nut alledged to be committed 

* on a certain day—‘ that tiiis Imiieach- 

* ment le» fonii only, that in or about the 
‘ months of September, Oftf her, or No- 

* vember, 1715 ’—‘ die oftcnce chnrgeil in 

* tlie Impeacl'pient had been committed. 

‘ The Ccunl'e; argued, that a proceeding 

* by Imjieaciimeiit is a proceeding at the 

* common law, for lex Parhamentaria is 

* a part of cninuton law j and they fiib- 

* milted wlit her ihcre i» nut the fame cer- 

* tainry -rquired in one method of pro- 

* cecdiiig at co.union law as in another.' 

The nutter was a. f;'icd elaborately anjl 
learnedly, not only o.i the general prin¬ 
ciples of the proceedings below, but on 
the inconvenience and puiiible hardiiiips 
attending this uncertainty. They quoted 
8 ‘iciievcjell's cafe, in whole Impeachment 
“ the piecife days wete laid when the 
“ Doflor preach^ each of tliefc two Ser- 
** mons ; anti that by a like re.)fon a cei- 
tain day ought to be laid in the Im- 
** peachutenl when this Treafon was com- 
** mined ; and that the authority of fir. 

'* Sachevereli’s cafe feenied (o much 
** (lionger than the cafe in queftion, as 
** the crime of Treafon is higher tlia;i 
** that of a Mifdemeanor." 

Here the Ms'iMgers for the Commons 
brought the point a fecond time to an 
ifliie, and that on the highell of capital 
calcs; an ilfne, the. event of which was 
to Jetci mine for evei, whether their Im.. 
peacbments were to be regulated by the 
Law, as underilood and obferved in the 
inferior Courts. Ujton tlie ufage below 
theie was no duu'ot ; the Indiftment 
would unqueftionably have been qualhed ; 
but the Managers for the Commons flood 
foith iqKin this occafion with :t deter¬ 
mined lefolutian, and no lei's than four 
of them feriatitn rvjcftcd the doftiine con- 
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' tended for by Lord WIntoun’s Counfel. 
/They were all eminent Members of Par¬ 
liament, and thi'ee of them great and emi¬ 
nent lawyers, namely, the then Attorney 
.General, Sir William Thompfon, and Mr. 
Cowpei*. 

Mr. Walpole faid, ** Thofe learned 
•* Gentlemen” (Lord Wintoun’s Counfel) 

** firm to forget in what Court they are* 

** They have taken up fo much of your 
** Lord/hips' time in quoting Authorities, 

** and uling arguments to fhew your Lord- 
fhips what would quafli an Indictment 
in the Courts below, *that they feem to 
“ forget they are now in a Court of Par- 
** liament, and on an Impeachment of 
“ the Commons of Great Britain. For, 
fliould the Commons admit all that they 
** have offered, it will not follow that the 
Impeachment of the Commons is in- 
fulneient j and I miift obferve to your 
** Loidfltips, that neither of the learned 
Gentlemen have offered to produce one 
inftance relative to an Impeachment. 

** I mean to fliew, that tlie fumciency of 
an Impeachment was never called in 
*• queltion for the generality of the charge, 
or that any inftance of that nature was 
offered at before. The Commons don’t 
conceive, that if this exception would 
quafh an IndiClmcnt, it would therc- 
I, loic make the Impeachment infulHcient. 
** I hope it never will be allowed here as 
a realbn, that what quaflies an IndiCf- 
“ ment in the Courts below, will make 
infufficient an Impeachment brought by 
the Commons of Great Britain.” 

Tlie Attorney Geneiai lupparted Mr. 
Walpole in affirmance of this piinciple. 
He faid, “ I would follow the Iteps of 
the learned Gentleman who fpoke be- 
fore me, and I think he has given a 
good anfvver to thefc objections. I 
*• would take notice that we are upon an 
** Impeachment, not upon an IndiCtinCnt. 

The Courts below have fet forms to 
“ themlilvcs, which have prevailed for a 
long couife of time, and thereby are 
** become the forms by which thofe Courts 
are to govern themlelves; but it never 
was thought that the forms of thole 
Com ts had any influence on the pro- 
ceedings of Pavliametit. In Richard 
“ the Second's time, it is faid in the Kc- 
** cordsof Parliament, that proceedings in 
*» Parliament are not to be governed by 
the forms of Weftminftcr Hall. We 
** are in the cafe of an Impeachment, and 
in the Court of Parliament. Your 
** Lordfhips have already given judgment 
*( againft fix upon this Impeachment, and 
*< it is warranted by the precedents in 
[SUPPLEMEMT.] 
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** Parliament; therefore we infill that thd 
“ Articles are good in fubflance.” 

Mr. Cowper. —Tlicy” (the Counfel) 

** cannot but know that the Ufages of 
“ Parliamertt are part of the Laws of the 
** Land, although they differ in many in- 
ftances from the Common Law, as 
** praflifed in the inferior Courts, in point 
“ of form. 

My Lords, if the Commons, in pre- 
paring Articles of Impeachment, (houl 4 
govern thcmfelves by precedents of In- 
diftmdht, in my humble opinion they 
** would depart from the ancient, nay, the 
*f conftant Ufage and Piaftice of Parlia- 
“ ment. It is well known, that the form ■ 
“ of an Impeachment has very Wttle fe- 
“ femblance to that of an Indidlment; 

“ and I believe the Commons will en- 
“ deavour to preferve the difference by 
adheiing to their own precedents.” 

Sir William Thompfon.—“ We mtifl: 

“ refer to the Forms and Proceedings in 
the Court of Parlian^cnt, and which 
mull he owned to be part of the Law of 
the Land. It has been mentioned ai- 
“ ready to your Lordftiips, that the pre- 
" cedents In Irapcacliinetits are not fo nice 
** and precife in form as in the inferior 
“Couitsj and we piefume your Lord- 
Ihips will be governed by the forms of 
“ your own Couit (el'pecially forms that 
“ are noteflential to juftice) as the Couits 
“ below arc by theirs; which Courts dif- 
“ ferone from the other in many relpeils 
“ as to their Forms of Proceedings, and 
the Practice of each Court is cileemeci 
“ as the Law of that Court.” 

The Attorney General in reply main¬ 
tained his fiift do^lrine—“ There is no 
“ uncertainty in it that can be to the pre~ 
** judree of the Piifiner j we infill it is 
" according to the Forms of Parliament— 
“ he has pleaded to it,aiid yourLordfliips 
“ have found him guilty.” 

Tlie opinions of the Judges were taken 
in the Houle of Louis on the 19th of 
March 1715, upon two queftions, which 
had been argued in arreft of judgment, 
grounded chiefly on the Praftice of the 
Courts below. 

To the firft the Judges anfwered : ** h 
“ ts Uccejaiy that there be a certain day 
“ laid in fuch Indidlments on which the 
** fafl is alledgcd to be committed ; and 
“ that alledging in fuch indidlments that 
the fadt was committed at or about 
ceitain dayj would not be fufficient.” 
To the fccond they anfwered j “ That 
** although a day certain, when the fadl is 
** fuppofed to be done, be aiiedgetl in fuch 
•* Indidlments, yet it is notneceffary upon 
[ B 3 « the 
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** the Tnal to prove the fa£l to he com- 
“ inittecl on that dny f but it is I'lifticient, 
•* it proved to be done ow other rt'.ty 

heforc the Indiflmcnt found.” 

Then it was “ agreed by the Iloiifr, 
** and orderwt, that the Lord High Stew- 
** hrd be dijefled to acquaint the Prijoner 
** at the Bar in Wcftniinliir Jhdl, 

*’• That the Loids liavc confulered of 
. the malteis moved in airelt of judgment, 
“and are of opinion that they arc not 
** fijfficitnt to at I ill the fain^, but that 
«* the J<npmrbmnit is fnfiiciently certain 

in point of time actoruing to the Form 
“ of Imlieatbneiit' in Parliament. 

OiY this final adjudication (given after 
folemn argument, and after taking the 
opinion of the Judges) in aflliruance of 
the Law of Pailiaiiicnt againll the uiiilif- 
puted Ul’age of the Courts below, your 
Committee has to remaik, ill, tlie Pie- 
ference of the Cuftom of Pailiainent to 
the Ufagebelow. By the very latitude of 
the Charge, ilie Patl amentaiy acculiition 
gives the Piifoner fair notice to piepare 
himftlf upon all points; wheiens there 
feems fomethir.g enCnariug in the pio- 
ceediugs upon Ind'clmeut.wliich fixing tlie 
fpecification of adayccitain foi tlic tiea- 
fon or felony as ahlblnlely necelfaiy in the 
charge, gives notice for preparaci.in only 
on that c/av, whilll the Piofccutor has the 
whole range of time anfecedi iit to the Iii- 
diflment to alledge and give evidence of 
fafls aganift the Piifonei. It Ins lieen 
ttfual, pauiculaily in later Inditlment?, 
to add “ at feveral other iliiu.'s hiu the 
iiiiilnefs of naming one day is Hill uicef. 
fary, and the want of the larger words 

would not q.iaJh the Indiclircnt__ 

adlv, A compaiifon of the extreme ilgour 
#nd exaclnefs lequircd in tlie more formal 
pait of the proceeding (the Indl£lmem) 
with the cx'rcmc Ir.xhy ufed in the fiibjlan~ 
Ual part (tint is to lay, the Evidence re¬ 
ceived to prove the f.cl), fully demon- 
ftrates that the paitlzans of thofe forms 
would put (hackles on the H'gli Court of 
Parliament, with which they are not will- 
ing, or find .'t wholly impiaiVicable, to 
bind ihemfelvcs. 3'lly, Tliat the latitude 
of departure from the letter of the Indift- 
ment (which holds in other inaltei s hcfules 
this) is ill appearance much more con¬ 
trary to numal jullice than any thing 
which has been ooje6tcd a';"iinft the evi¬ 
dence offtred by your Mmaaers, under a 
pfeteqee that it exceeded tlie limits of 
pleading *. for in the cale of lndi£lmcnts 

, • Lords’Journals, Vol. xx. p. 316. 
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below, it mu ft be admitted, that the Prf« 
foner may be unprovided with proof oP'afi 
allhit and othir material means of de¬ 
fence, or may find fume matters unluoked 
for produced againft him by witneft'es ut¬ 
terly unknown to him; whereas nothing 
was cffeied to be given in evidence under 
any of the Ai tides of this Impeachment, 
except luth as the Prifoner mull have had 
perteft knowledge of, the whole cunfifting"' 
of matters fent over by liimfdf to ihc^ 
Court of Diredors, and authentiiated ‘ 
under his own hand. No fitbltantial in- 
juft ice or hardfliip of any kind could aiifb 
fi om our evidence under our pleading; 
whereas In theiis very great and ferious 
inconveiiiencies might well happen. 

Your Committee has farther to ohferve, 
that in the cafe of Lord VVintoun, as iu 
the cafe ot Dr, S..chevcrell, the Commons 
had in their Manageis perfons abuiiJanily 
pradifid in the Law as ufed iu the infc- 
lior juiifd.dions, who could tafiiy have 
followed the precedents of indidments, 
it thiy Jiad not piirpofely, and for the belt 
rtafons, avoidcii fucii pucedents. 

A gr. '.t Wilier on the Ciiinmal Law, 
K.'fter, in one of his. Dil’courfcs 
fuliv r»'Cogiii7i-s thofe principles for which 
yuin M.magei s h ,vl conleiuled, and which 
have to this, time been uniformly cbleivtd, 
in Pailian'cnt. In a very elaboiate rea- 
foning un tl-.e cale of a I'lial in Parlia¬ 
ment ('he Fiial ot thole who had mur- 
dcicd I'.div ird the Sieond), he obleives 
thus : “ Jt is Vt.c:l ko'iivn, that in Par- 
“ lianantary inocitdiiigs of this kind it 
“ ■>,'.»/,/ t'utrwa't fuilident that matters 
“ .ipptar with proper light and ciriainty 

to a lommon "nileifunciin ^^, widmut that 
“ minute ex.^i'tiaefs winch is required in 
“ criminal jnoceedings In VVcIlmiufler 
“ Hall. Ill thcll cafes the rale has always 
*■ b'.en lo-iuemii'iii t<f •vul^us.'' And in a 
note be fays, “ I;i the proceeding againft 
“ Mvriimet in this Pailiament, ^ hliU 
“ re.>ii,.l had to ibe Forms uftd in 
“ Le^a! Pro*etdings, that he wlio had 
“ tieon fiequently fnmmoned to Parlia- 

ment ns a Baum, and had lately been 
“ Cieated Eat 1 of Maich, is itilcd, through 
“ the whfile recoi il, met ely Roger de Moi - 
“ timer.” 

The departttre from the common foims 
in the firlt cafe alluded to by Fofter J, vi/, 
the Ti iai of Bei kloy, Mautnavers, See. for 
tieafon, in the minder of Edward the Se¬ 
cond, might be more plaulibly atiackedi 
becaufs they weie tiled, though in Pailu- 

f DIfeourfe iv..p, 387. 
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merit, hy a jury of fieeh''li!pr$ j which 
Wciimfiaiice might have given occafion to 
jurtity a nearer approach to the forms of 
itulijilnienls below—But no fuch forms 
weie oWerved, nor in the opinion of this 
ahie judge ought they to have beeti ob> 
ferved. 

rUBLICITY OF THE JunCFS’OPINION. 

It appears to your Committee, that fioni 
the 3 th year of Ch ;i les the Second un¬ 
til the Trial of Waiieii Il.diin^s, I'.fij. in 
all trials in Pailiament, ns well upon im¬ 
peachments of the Commons as on iii- 
diftments brought up by cuitiorui, when 
any matter of law hath been agitated at 
the bar, or in tlie couilc ol tii.il hath 
been lta:t<l by any Loid in the Court, it 
hath been the picvalent cidtoin toft.tc the 
tame in open Coin t. Yoiii Committee has 
been able to hnd, lliicc that peiiud,no moie 
than one prccedi iit (and that a precedent 
r.ithcr in form than in fubllaiice) of the 
opinions of the Judges being taken pii- 
vately, cxcipt when the calc on hotli 
ildes iiasbtcii doled, and the Lords have 
retired to confidcr of their vei did, or of 
thex judgment iheieon. Upon the found- 
elf and belt piecedents, the Loids have 
improved on llic piincplrs of publicity 
and equality, and have eallet! upon tlie 
p.uties leverally to aigiic the mat er oi 
law, pievioully to a rcfcience to the 
Judges j who, on their parts, have aftei- 
wards, in opt n Court, delivered their opi¬ 
nions, often by the iiioiuh of one of the 
Judges, fpeaking for himl’eif and the relf, 
and in their picleiicc : Aiul liimetiiiits all 
the Judges liave deliveied thcii opinion 
fniatim, (even when tliey have been 
unanimous in it) together wiih their le - 
Ions upon which their opinion had been 
founded. This, from the molt eai ly limes, 
has been the courl’e in all jiidgnients in the 
Houle of Peeis. Formcilycven the lecoid 
containedIhe-iiallmsof thedccifion. “The 
“ reafon whetefore,” Lid Coke, “ the re- 
cords of Pai liaine-ins have bi en fo highly 
“ extolled is, tlntiheicin is lit elown, in 
“ cafes of dilfkiiity, not only the judg- 
meiit and irlolution, but tbi reojoHS 
♦’ and caujes oj the fame by fo gieut 
“ advice . " 

In the 30th of Charles the Second, 
dining the inai of Lord Cornwallis, on 
the fuggeftion of a epieltion in law to the 
Judges, Lord Danby demanded of the 
jLoid High Steward, the Eail of Not- 
ungltani, ‘‘ Whether it would be proper 


here (in open Court) to afk the quef« 
fion of yom Giace, 01 to prepofu it to- 
“ the Jmlge-s f ?” 

7 'hc Lord High Steward anfwered, 
“ If your Lordlhips doubt of any thing 
“ whereon a queltion in law arileth, the 
** later opinion, and the better for the 
“ pi ijbnei is— that it muft be fiatedin the 
“ prefeuce of the prifoner, that be may 
“ hionAf ‘vJbether the qiufinn be truly 
“ put. It hath fj/zh times been praclilluj 
“ orherwili-J and the Peers have fent for* 
“ the Judges, and have afked their opi. 
“ nioti ill pnviitr, -and have come back 
“ and h-ave given their veidiil according 
“ to that opinion, and thci'e is fcarcely 
“ a precedent of its being o'.herwifij ilone. 

“ There is a later anthority in piinttbat 
“ ilotli fuiile tile point lb as I tell you—- 
“ and I Oo coiKf^ive it ou^ht to he follonjUm 
“ c.l ; ai.J It being liifcrforthe prilbner, 

** my hiimlile- opinion to your Lordlhip 
“ is—that he ought to be prrfent at the 

Jlating of the queflion. Call the Pri- 
** fouer." —The priloner, wdio had with- 
diavvn, again appealing, belaid, 

“ My Lord Cornwallis, and my Lords 

and Peei s, llnce they have withdrawn, 

“ have Conceived a doubt in Ionic matter 
“ ofja.'e in your cafe j anil they have 
“ tliat tender legard of a piifoiirr at the 
“ bar, that they imtl not fu/f 'er a cafe 
“ to be put up tn bts abfnce, lelt it ihould 
“ chance to piejiidice him by being 
** <wrong fated." Accordingly the 
“ quelli' ti was both pyt.and the Judges’ 

“ aiifwer given publicly and in his pre- 
“ lence.” 

Very foon after the trial of Lord Corn> 
wailis, the impeachment aguinit Loid 
Siaffoid was brought to a hearing, that is, 
in the 32d of Charles tlie Second. In 
that rale the Lord at ttie hat having (fated 
a point of law, “ touching the ne-ceflity 
“ of two witn>-fres to an oveit a6f in cale 
“ of trcnfoiithe Lord High Steward 
told Luid SlalTuid, that ** all the Judges 
“ that aflllt them, and are here in your 
“ Lordjbtp'sprefence and bearing, fhould 
“ deliver their opinions, whether it be 
“ doubtful and difputalile, or not,*'—• 
Accoidingly the Judges delivered their 
opinion, and each argued it (though they 
wei e all agi eed ) feriatun -and in open Court, 
Another .iblfrait point of law was alio pro- 
pofed from the b-ar on the fame trial, con¬ 
cerning the legal fciitence in high tre.dbn ; 
and in the fame manner the Judges on" 
reference delivered their opinion in open 
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Bouft { and no objeSlion was taken to it, 
as any thing new or inegular 

In the ill of James the Second, came 
on a remai kable trial of a Peer; the trial 
of Lord Delamcre. On that occafion a 
queftion of law was ftated. There allb, 
in conformity to the piecedents and prin- 
oipies given on the trial of Lord Corn- 
walKsj and the piccedent in the impeach- 
jnent of Lord Stafford, the then Lord 
•High Steward took cai e that the opinion 
of the Judges ftiould be giver in open 
Court. 

Precedents grounded on principles fo 
favourable to tiie fairnefs and equity of 
judiciaj proceedings, given in the reigns 
of Charles the Second and James the Se¬ 
cond, were not likely to be abandoned 
nftcr the Revolution. The firft trial of a 
Pcei j which we find after the Revolution, 
was that of the Earl of Warwick. 

In the cafe of the Earl of Warwick t, 

11. Will. III. a quellion in law upon evi¬ 
dence was put to the J udges; the ftate- 
ment of the queflion was made in open 
Court by the Lord High Steward, Loul 
Somers; “ If there be fix in company, 
and one of them is killed, the orher 
•* five are afterwaids indiiled, and three 
** are tried and found guilty of man- 
“ (laughter, and noon then prayers have 
** their cleigy allowc I, and the burning 
** in the hand is refpited, but not pardon- 
** ed } whether any of the three can be a 
** witnefs on the trial of the other two ?” 
Lord ILdifax—“ I fuppefe your Lord- 
** (hips will have the opinion of tlie 
Judges upon this point ; and tba/ mujl 
** be in the prefence of the prijoncr." Loid 
High Steward (Lord SomenJ “ Ji tnujl 
“ certainly be in the prefence of the pri- 
funer, if you afk the Judges opinions.” 
In the fame year Lord Mohun was 
brought to tiialupon an indiclnaent for 
murder. In this iingle tiial a greater 
Tiumberof queftions was put to the Judges 
in matter of daw, than probably was ever 
referred to the Judges in all the collcdlive 
body of trials before or llncc that period, 
Thatliial, therefore, furniflics the larged 
body of authentic precedents in this 

{ loint, to be found in the records of Par- 
iament J. The number of queftions 
put to the Judges in this trial was twenty- 
three. They all oiiginated from the 
Peeis themfelves j yet the Court called 
' upou the paity’q Couniel, as often as quef- 
fions were ^iropofed to refen ed to the 


Judges, as well as on the Coimfil for th9 
Crown, to argue every one of them btfora 
they went to thufe learned perlbns. Many 
of the queftions accordingly were argued 
at the bar at great length. Tlie opinions 
were given and argued in open Courts 
Peers frequently infilled that the Judges 
(lioiild give their opinion fcriativi, which 
they did always publicly in the Couit, 
with great gravity and dignity, and great¬ 
ly to the iTluftration of the law, as they 
held and a£led upon it in their own Courts. 

Ill Sacheverell’s cafe Q'lift cited for 
another purpofe) the Earl of Nottingham 
demanded whether he might not propofe a 
queftion of law to the Judges in open 
Comt. It was agreed to 5 and the Judges 
gave their anfwer in open Court, though 
this was after verdift given i And in con- 
ftquence of the advantage afforded to the 
priibner in hearing the opinion of the 
Judges, he was thereupon enabled to mov? 
ni arreft of jutlgmcnt. 

The next precedent which your Com¬ 
mittee finds of a queftion put by tlie Lords, 
lilting as a court of judicature, to the 
Judges pending the trial, was in the zoth 
of George the Second ; when LordsSal- 
mcrino, who was tried on an indi£lmenC 
of high treafon §, having railed a doubt, 
wlieiher the evidence proved him to be at, 
the place alfigned for the overt aft of 
trealon on the day laid in the indiftment. 
Tlie point was argued at the bar by the 
Courifel for the Crown in the prifoner’s 
prelencc, and for his (iitlsfaftion. The 
prifoner, on iicaring the argument, waived 
his objeftion, but the then Lord Pielidcnt 
moving their Lordlhips to adjourn to the 
Chamber of Parliament, the Lords ad¬ 
journed accordingly j and after Ibme time, 
returning into Weftminfter Hall—the 
Lord High Steward (Lord Hardnoicke) 
faid, ** Your Lordlhips were pleafed, in 
“ the Chamber of Parliament, to come 
to a refolution, that the opinion of the 
“ learned and reverend Judges (huiiid bo 
“ taken on the following queftion, name- 
ly. Whether it is ncceffary, that aq 
“ overt aft of high treafon ^ould be 
“ proved to have been committed on the 
particular day laid in the Indiftment ? 
** Is it your Lordfiiips* picai'ure, tliat the 
“ Judges^ do now give their opinion oq 
** that queftion ? 

“ Loids.—Aye, aye. 

Lord High Steward—My Lord 
(( Chief Juftice ! 
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.. «■ 1 * (whatCTcr vamtior.«! from it Afr# niigTit 

^ Lord Chief J * rorJ- be praflice) to have been fo clearlf 

" be nc'cfiary that eftabliihed at a more early periiKl, that all 

fltipsis, W ‘J the Judges of England relblved, in Lori 

•« an overt aft «t high V Morkv^s trial, in the year 1666 (about. 

« proved to be committed 0.1^ he piiticu- before theobfi.rvr.iion of Lord 

** hr day laid in the indiftnicnt ‘ Nottinglnml,o» afubpojUkn. thatfhetr.ial 

.< We are all of opimoa, that it s not Undiu, \v:J the U>rd, 

« neceffary to prove the oveii aft to Je Chamber of Parlumeat tt 

committed on the paitiLular da\ laid _ rl«r ltu.>ii in that 

in the indiftment—but as evidence may 


be given of an ovcit aft before the day, 
fo it may be alter the day fpecified in 
the indiftment—for the day laid is cii- 
** cumftance and form only, and not ina- 
** terial in point ot proof, this is the 
** known conllant couii'eot proceedings 

** in trials.’* . » « 

Here the cafe was made tor the Jndgp, 
for the fatista6lionof one t.f the Feers^after 
the piilbner had waived his objection. 
Yet it was thought proper, as a matter ot 
couife and of right, that the Judges 
fliould ftate the queftion put to tbemm 
the open Court, and in prefence of the 
prifoiier—and that in the fame open man- 
nn,t in the fame urefence, their an- 


ner, and in the fame prefence, their an 
Lver fliould he delivered. _ 

Your Committee concludes their prece¬ 
dents begun under Lord Notthig^m and 
faded undei Lord Hard-jJtcke. They are 
of opinion, that a body of precedents fo 
iinilorin, fo accordant with priiicip.e, made 
in fiirh times and under the anthonty ot 
a fucccllioii of fiich great men, ought not 
to have been departed trom. ^he iiiigle 
precedent to the contrary, to which your 
Committee has alluded above, was on the 
tiial of the Duchefs ot ICinglton-f in the 
l elgn of his p. efent Majelty. But m that 
jiillance, the reafons of tl.c Judges were, 
by order of the Houle, deUvcred m writing, 
and entered at length on the Journals to 
that the legal piinciple ot the decifion is 
equally to be tound, whicli is not the calc 

• ii__ ..i Itspfianf Imne'Ach* 


coufult on their wrJicif that even in that 
calc (much Ifronger tlnn the obfervatioa" 
of your diminittcs requii-es for its fupportV 
if their opinion Ihculil then be demanded 
by the Feers, lor the infbnmtion of their 
piivate confcieiice, yet they determined that 
they fliould be given in public, 'rhisrefolu- 
tion is in itfelf lb folemn, and is lb bottomed 
on conrtilu'.ional princ.pW, and legal {voli* 
cy, that your Committee liave thought lit to 
infert it verbatim, in their Repoit, as they 
relied upon it at the bar ot the Court, vvlicil 
they coiiicnded fur the fame pubiicity. 

It was refolved, tl.at in c ue the Peer* 

“ who are triers, after ike e videncegi vertp 
and the prifoner ^vithJraw/i, and thep 
“ gone to eonfutt of the verdul, iliould 
“ delirc to fpeak with any of the Judges, 

** to have their opinion upon any point of 
“ law, that if the Lord Stewaid fpoketo 
us to go, we ihould go to them. 

** when the Lords alked us any queftion, 
“ we fliould no: deliver any private opi- 
nion} but let them know, awf ‘werenet 
“ to deli-ver any pri-vute opinion ivithout 
“ conference ninth the reft ^ the Judgesf 
“ and that to be done openly inGourt \ and 
“ this (notnuitbftanding the precedent in 
the cafe of the Earl of Caftleha‘yen$ 
“ nuas thought prudent, in regard of our- 
“ febvei, as weell asjor the avoiding fuf- 
“ picton nvhich might grow by privatt 
“ opinions—ALL rcjolutkns of Judges 
“ being ALJf' Ai'S done in public 

The Tudp-esin this icfolution over-ruled 

y !• .1.__I-.,. 


be toun , w p/- r,nneacli- the authoiity of the precedent, which inili- 
in any one inllance of the pieknt I p agfmlt the wliole fpirit of their place 

and piofeflion. 'fheir declaration was 
without refeive or exception, that “a// 
“ refolutions of the Judges are always 
« done in public."—rhele Judges (as 
fliould be remembered to tlieir lafting 
honour) did not think, it derogatory froia 
their dignity, nor from their duty to the 
Houle of Lords, to take fuch mcafurcs con¬ 
cerning the publicity o*' their refolutions, 
as fliould leciire them from fufpicion. 
anieceacni 10 &• —- They knew that the mere'ciicuinftance cf 

thc^ refer, there ^h/Ses P^SaJely! pnvacy in a Judicature where any publi- 
having been pu^^t ^publicity city is in ule, tends to beget lufpicjou and 


^ 'riie F.ail of NoUingham, in Lord 
Cornwallis’s cafe, conceived, though it 
was proper and agreeable to jultice, that 
this mode of pulti ng qiieitions to thejudgt s, 
and reaciving their anfwer m public, was 
not fuppoitcd by former precedents; But, 
he tliought, a book of authority had de¬ 
clared in favour of this courle. 

Your Committee is very lenfible, that 
antecedent to the great period to which 
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'|ritt6M(ykr-Y<nir Committed Is of opinion,, 
,^t i}m honourable policy of avoiding 
ftljpcidn by avoiding privacy, is not lef- 
, wned by any thing which exifts in the pre> 
time,and in the prefent tii il. 

Your CoiTiinittee has here to remark, 
Utalithis learned Judge teemed to think the 
caiie of iord Audley [Caftlehaven] to be 
Dsoie againd him than in truth it was. 
The precedents were as follow : the opi. 
• wtowa of the Judges were taken three times, 
fiift time by the Attorney ptneral at 
$erjeants Inn antecedent to the tiial.— 
The lad lime, after the Peers had retired to 
(POnliilt on their verdifl—The middle time 
mtaidurMg tbe trial itfelp j and here the 
«pinion was taken in open Couit, agreea¬ 
bly to what your Committee contends to 
have been tbc ufage ever iince this refblu- 
iton of tiie Judges, What was done be- 
fone feemed to r ave palTed fubjiientto, and 
jxjfilbly through meie inadvertence. 

Yotir Comniiut'eobrcivcs,lhat the pre¬ 
cedents by them relied on, were furnilhed 
irurn times in which the judicial proceed¬ 
ings-in Parliament, and in all out Conns, 
bad obtained a very legular form. They 
:were furnilhed at a period in which, 
Jvftics Blackftone remarks, til'll more laws 
Vere palled, of impurt.mce to the lights 
and libel lies of the I'uhjecl, than iii iiiiy 
fnk r. '1 hel'e precedenis lean ail one way, 
and call') nomaiKS of accommoilaiion lo 
t|ie variable I'pirit of the times, and of po¬ 
litical occauons. They aie ihc fame before 
and aiier the Revolution. I'hey are the 
|«me through tive reigns. Tlie gieat.mtn, 
who pielidid in liic lubmiais which fiir- 
Tiilhed tl.tlc examples, wcie in oppofne 
political inurelis, hut all diHinguillied 
Lr tUir ability, integrity, and leam- 

ing- 

i'I'.e Earl of Nottingham, who was the 
on me Bencli ib pioimilgite this pub- 
Juitv as a lulc, lias not left us to feek ihe 
pr'.r.uple in the caU: that veiy le.'irncd 
bull c yididtrsibe puldicty of the qiiritions 
a,rid :oiitfiei!,as a maiiei of juit'Ce, and oj 
jtJlhijavcurcbit to ihr prifoHtr. In the 
'c '.t ot Ml. Ilaliings, the pisioner’sCoun- 
lcl dui Dot iom yoiii L'omnintee in liuir 
fnucavi.urs <o obtain ilu piibiiciiy we de¬ 
ni.ndeii. Their reaiuns we cur. only con- 
jeituic But your Manageis, acting tor 
this liouiL', wrie net the leis bound to lee 
that tne due p uiumcir.aiy comic ihould 
putiued, even vvlien it is iiioil favoura- 
10 ilioie whom they impeach. If it 
aniwer ih- pm poi'ts of one p' ilonrr 
l^'yvaivc Uic ligiiis winch belong to all 


pn'ilmers, ft wsjs the duty of yniir Maaa« 
gers 60 proreCi thole general rights again#’ 
that particular prifoner. It was (fill mortf 
their duty to endeavour, that their enva 
queilions flionld not be erroneoiifiy dated, 
or cafes put which varied from thofe whicii 
they argued, or opinions given in a man¬ 
ner not fuppcirted by the fpirit of our lawi 
and inlfkutions, or by analogy with the 
pradlice ot all our Courts. 

Your Committee, much in the darlp 
about a matter in which it was fo necefliiry 
that I hey lliould receive ev^ light, hjve 
heard, that in debating tins matter abroadj 
it has been objected, that many of tlie pre¬ 
cedents on which we molt relied were f’ur- 
nilhed in the Courts of the Lord High 
StewPid, and not ip trials where the Peers 
were judges} and that the Lord High 
Steward not luviug it in his power to 
retire with the Juror Peers, the Judges 
opinions, from iiecelilij, not from equity 
to the parties, weie given befoie that ma¬ 
gi Urate. 

Your Committee thinks it fcarcely pof- 
Able, that the Lords could be influenced by 
lucli a feeble argiiiiient. For, admitting 
the fait to have been as fuppol'ed, there is 
no fut of reafon why fo uniform a courfe 
of precedents, in a legal Court, compofed 
of a Peer foi judge, and Peers for triers— 
a courfe iofavouiablr to ail parties and to*^ 
equal juilice—a courfe in coiicuiiencc with 
the procediue of all our other Courts, 
ilioiiid not have the gieatefl authority over 
tiieii praflice m every trial beiore tbe •^bele 
bodj of the Peerage. 

The £ail of Nottingham, who afled as 
Pligh Steward in oneot thefe commifllons, 
ccitainlyknew what he was faying. He 
gave no ft'ch leafun. His aigument for 
the publicity of the Judges* opinions did 
nut tuin at all on the nature ot his Court, 
or of his oiflee in that Court. It relied on 
the equity of the principle, and on tbe fair 
dealing due to tlie priluner. 

Loid Sumers was in no.fuel) Courts 
yet his declaration is full as ifrong. He 
dues nut indeed aigue the point, as the 
Earl of Nottingham did when neconfulefed 
it rtS a new c.<le. L id Somers conflderf 
it as a point quite fettled—and no longer 
flaiidiiig in need of being fuppcirted by 
le. fon or precedent. 

Rut It is 3 niiftake, that the precedents 
flatrd in this {leport aic wholly drawn from 
proceedings in that kiqd of Conri, Only 
two are cityd, which are furnifheci from a 
(i^uurt conlfituted ih the manner iiippo^ed. 
The red we^e in ttials by all tl^s 


9 ailfbwoi;^ Vpl, H. p. s|3^ 9^, 95, loo, 
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^ fiot by a Jory of Peer® with an High , 
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SRWard. 

After long ilirctifliona with the Peers oft 
this jfuhje^t, “ the Lords Coininiitces in a 
** conference toKI them [the Committee 
** of this Houfe, appointed to a conference 
on the matter], that the H'gh Steward 
is but Speaker />ro lempore^ and giveth 
** his vole as wejl as the other Lords: 

** this .ehangeth not the nature of the 
** Court. And the Lords d-dared, that 
** they have power enough to proceed to 
** trial, thougli the King lliouid not name 
** an-High Steward*.” On tlie fame day. 
It is declared and ordered, by the Lords 
Sniritual and Temporal in Parliament 
afrembled, that the ofeceof H’gh Steward 
on trials of Pceis upon impeachments is 
not neceffary to the Houfeof Peers—but 
** that the Lords may proceed in fuch trials, 
“ if ail High Steward is nota^mointed, ac- 
«« cording to their 1 ».iiilile demr.” 

To put the matter out of all douht, and 
to remove all jealoufy on the part of the 
Commons, the conimiflion of the Lord 
High Steward was then altered. 

Thefe rights contended for by the Com¬ 
mons in their impeachments, and admitted 
by the Peers, were alTerted in the piucecd- 
ings preparatuiy to the trial ol 1.- rd Staf¬ 
ford, in which that long chain of uniform 
precedents, with regard to the publicity of 
the Judges opinions in trials, begins. 

For thefe laft citations, and fome of the 
remaiks, your Committee are indebted to 
the 'learned and upright Juftice Fofter. 
They have compaied them with the Jour¬ 
nals, and find them correff. The fame 
excellent author nnicccds to demonlfratc, 
that whatever he lays of ti’ials by impeach¬ 
ment, is equally applicable to trials before 
the High Steward on indiflmcntj and 
confeqiiently that there is no ground for a 
dilfin^ion, with regard to the public de¬ 
claration of the Judges opinions, foundel 


Courts in Wefimirilter-hall publicly 4^ 
.give areiifoned opinion from the Bene h, i« 
fupport of their judgment u^x>n nutierf 
that are ftateti before them. But thu 
courfe hath prevmled from the oMcIf times.' 
It hath been fo general and ib uniform, that 
tt inuft be confidered as the law of the Iahd« 
It lias prevailed fo far as we can dil'cover, 
not only in alt the Courts wlticli nc«f 
exift, whether of Jaw or tquity, but in. 
thofe which have been fupprslled or difiifedy 
fuch as tl\^ Court of Vvaids and the Star*' 
Chamber. An autltor, quoted by Ruihi* 
worth, fpeaking of tlie conllitiition of that 
Chamber, “ And fo it was refotved, bj’tig 
yuJgts, on referjencemade to them j an 4 
** their apiniont after deliberate hearb^t 
“ and view oj former precedentf, <wea 
“ publijbed in open Court %.’* It appears 
elfcwhere in the fame compiler, that ail 
their proceedings were public, even ill 
delibeialing previous to judgment. 

The Judges in their reafonings bavo 
always been ufed to obi’erve on tlw argu« 
ineiiis employed by the Counlel on either 
fide; and on the authorities cited by themfy 
afligning the grounds ibi rcjci^ling the au- 
thoiities which they lejeff, or for ad<mting 
thofe to which they adhere, or for a dinerenc 
conftru^fion of law, i.ccordiiig to the oc- 
Cation. This publicity, not only of dcci- 
fion but of deliberation, is not confined tq 
their fevcral Comts, whether of l iw or 
equity, whether abov, or at Nili Prius, 
but it prevails where they are alTiin'iled in 
ilie Exciieqiicr Ch.imber, or at Sn.-jeains 
l.'in, or whircver niattcis come befuie the 
Judges colieflively for confiiitation anti 
revilion.—It feeins to your Commi'tee to 
be iiuniided in iheclTcntiai frame and con^ 
Ifiturion of Britifli Judicature.' 

Your Cuminitiee conceives, that tha 
Englilh jurifprudence has not any otJtei' 
lure foundation, norconlequcntiy thefiveili 
and properties of the fubje6t any fure hold^ 


on the inapplicability of either of thefecales but in the maxims, rules, and principles, 


to the oilier. The argument on this 
whole matter is fo fati$fa£l:uiy, that your 
Committee has annexed it at targe to their 
Report f. As there is no difference in faff 
between thefe trials (efpccially fince the Aft 
which provides that all the Peers fhall be 
fummoned to the trial of a Peei), fo there 
is no difference in the reafon and principle 
of the publicity, let the matter of the Stew¬ 
ard’s jiirifdtftion be as it may. 


rtXBUCITY OENERAl. 

Your Committee dp not fi,ndanypofi* 
law which binds the Judges of the 

• Foiler’s'Crown Law, J45. 

I RulhworU)> Vol. XI. 


and juridical cratbrioiury line of decifiona 
contained in the notes taken, and from 
time to time publifhed (moffty under the 
fanftion of the Judges), called Reports. 

In the early puriuds of the law it appears 
to your Committee, that a courfe It'll better 
had 'been purfued, but grounded on the 
fame principles j and that no other caufe 
than the multiplicity of bufiaefs prcveute<l 
its continuance. ** Of ancient time (fays . 

Lord Coke) in cafes of difficulties, 
** either criminal or civil, ibeha/ons and. 
** caufer of the judgment were let dowif' 
upon the Record^ and fo continued ut 


If 


, i See the Appendix, No. 1, 
, 475. ic pafiBm. 
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•» ttic mgiit of Ed. i. and Ed. 11 . and 
•* tben^ there was no need of Reports; 

•• but in the reign of Ed; lit. (when the 
** Jaw was in his height) the canfes and 
** reafons of judgments, in refpeil of the 
•* multitude of them, are not let down in 
** ,the Record,- but tlien the great cafuifts 
•* and reporters of cafes (cei tain grave and 
** fad men) publilhed the cafes, and the 
•* reafons and caufes of the judgments or 

refoltttions, wlii'cli, from the beginning 
•* of the leign of Ed. Hi. and lince, we 
** have in print. But tli. fe alfsb, though 
•* of great credit and excellent nfe in their 
•* kind, yet far underneath the avthority 
•* of the Parliament Rclls^ reporting the 
** judgments, and ref Ant tons of that 
** bigheji Court''." 

Reports, though of a kind lefs authentic 
than the J'ear Eook> to wliich Coke alludts, 
have continued without inicuuption K the 
time in which we live. It is well known, 
that the elementary treatilcs of law, and the 
dogmatical treatilcs of Engiiih juril'pru* 
dence, whether they appe.u' under the 
names of Inftitures, Digefts, or Comnicn> 
taries, do not reft or. tlte authority of the 
fnpreme power, like the book calu-d the 
Inftitute, Digeft, Code, aud authentic Col¬ 
lations in the Roman law. With us, 
doArinal books of that dclcripticn have 
little or no authority, other than as they are 
I'upported by the aiijudgcd calcs and reafons 
given at one time or other ftem the Bench ; 
and to ihefe they conftantiy lefer. Thi^ 
appears in Coke's Inftitutts, in Corny ns's 
PigeiT, and in all books of that nature. 
To give judgment privately is to put an 
end to Reports} and to put an end to Re¬ 
ports, is to put an end to the law of 
England. It was foitunatc for the Con- 
fiitiition of this kingdom, that in thejiidi. 
cial proceedtngs^n tiie cafe of lliip-money, 
the Judges did not then venture to depart 
fiom the ancient couife. They gave and 
they ai gued their judgment in open Court -f-. 
Their reafons were publicly given, and the 
reafons alligned for their judgment took 
away all its autiioiity. 

The great hiftorian. Lord Clarendon, at 
that pel Kfd a young lawyer, has told us, 
that the Judges gave as law fjom the 
Bench what every man in the Hall knew 
not to be law. 

This publicity, and this mode of attend¬ 
ing the decifton with its grounds, is not 
obferved only in the tribunals where the 
Judges pielide in a judicial capacity indi¬ 
vidually or colle 61 ively, but wheie they are 
confulted by the Peers, on the law in all 

• Coke, 4lnft. p. 5. 

'f This is coiiftned to the judicial opinions in 
cxtra-judicia: opaiicns*. 


wits of error brought from bcloiw. fii 
the opinion they give of the matter nfllgriett 
as eiTor, one at Teall of die Judges argites 
the ^ueftlons at large. He argues tnein 
publicly, though in the Chamb^ of Par¬ 
liament i and in fucli a manner that every 
proFeftbr, praftitioncr; or ftudent of the law, 
as well as the parties to the fuit, may learn 
the opinions of alt the Judges of all life 
Courts upon thofe points, in which the. 
Judges in one Court might be miftaken. ‘ 

Your Committee is of opinion, that no¬ 
thing better could be deviled by human 
wifdom tlian argued judgments publicly 
delivered, for prefervingunbi'oken the great 
traditionary body of the law, and for 
m.arlcing, whilft th.it great body remained 
unalteied, every variation in the applica¬ 
tion and the conftiuftion of particular 
parts ; for pointing out the ground of each 
vaiiaiion ; and for enabling tlie learned of 
the bar and .di intcll\je'n laymen to diitin- 
guifli thofe change.s ^.ide fur the advance¬ 
ment of a more (bTid, equitable, and fuhllan- 
tial jiiftice, .accoiding to the vai i.nble nature 
of human affairs, a progieffive expeiience, 
and the Improvement of moral phiiolbphy, 
from thole hazaidous changes in any of the 
ancient opinions and decifions, which may 
arile from ignorance, from Uvily, from 
falfe rifinemcnt, fiom a fpij it of innova¬ 
tion, or from other motives, of a natuie noS^ 
more juftitiable. 

Your Committee, liiullng this courfc of 
proceeding to be concoidant with the cha- 
laiter and fpirit of our iudicial proceed^ig, 
continued from time immemori.il, fuppori- 
cd by arguinentsof liuind theory, and con¬ 
firmed by tft'e6'ts liighly benehcial, could 
not fee without uncafinel's, in this great trial 
for Indian offences, a marked innovation. 
Againft their reiterated requefts, reinon- 
ftiances, and proieilations, the opinions of 
the Judges were always taken I'ccretly. 

ISotonly the cunftitutional publicity, for 
which wc contend, was lefufed to the re- 
tjiieft and entreaty of your Committee 3 buC 
when a noble Peer, on the a4th d.iy of 
June 1789, did in open Court declare, that 
he would then propofe fome qneftions to 
the Judges in that place, and hoped to' 
receive their anfwer openly, according to 
the approved good cuftoms of that and of 
other courts—the Lords inftantly put a 
flop to the further proceeding by an im¬ 
mediate adjournment to the Chamber of 
Parliament, 

Upon this adjournment we find by the 
Lords' Journals, that the Houfeon being 

reAimed, ordered, that ** it Ihould refolve 

• 

Hampden's cafe. It does not take in alt ihtf 

' « itfelf 
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into a Committee of the whole 
Houfe on Monday next, to takeJnto 
** eonfideration what is the proper manner 
** of putting queftions by the Lords to the 
Judge^t and of their anfwering the fame, 

^ “ in judicial proceedings.” 

. ^ Tlie Houfe did thereon refolve itfelf 
into a Committee, from which the Earl of 
Galloway, on the 19th of the fame month, 
j' reported as follows j “ That the Hhufe 
’ “ has, in the Trial of Warren Haftings, 
** Efqiiire, proceeded in a regulai* courfe in 
*' the manner of propounding their quef- 
“ tions to the Judges in the Chamber of 
** Parliament, and in receiving their an- 
** fwers to them in the fame place.” 

The Refolution was agreed to by the 
Lords} but the Proteft (as below) was 
entered thereupon, and fuppoited by ftrong 
arguments. 

Your Committee remark, that this Re* 
foliuion {fates only, that the Houfe had 
proceeded in this lecret manner oi pro¬ 
pounding quelfions to the Judges, and of 
receiving their anfwers during the Trial, 
and on matters of debate between the par¬ 
ties, in a regular courfe.** It does nut 
ailert that another courfe would not have 
been as regular. It does not Hate either 
judicial convenience, principle, or body of 
precedents for that regular emrfe. No 
r luch body of precedents appear on the 
journal that we could difeover. Seven- 
and twenty, at lead, in a regular feries, are 
direflly, conti'ary td this regular courfe. 


Since theserp of the S9th of June 1789, no 
one queflion Itos been admitted to go pub¬ 
licly to tlie Judges. 

This det^jpnined and fyftematic privacy 
was the more alarming to your Committee, 
becanfe the qheftiuns did not (except in 
that cafe) originate from the Lords for 
dire£fion of their own confcience. Thefe 
queftions, in fume material inftance8i*wer« 
not made or allowed by the parties at the 
Bar, nor fettled in open Court, butdiffereef 
materially from what your Managers con¬ 
tended was the true ftat* of the queftion, 
as put and argued by them. They weie 
fuch as the Lords thought proper to ftaie 
for them. Strong remonftranccs p^otluced 
fbme alteration in this particular; but even 
after thefe remonftrancesi feveral queftions 
were made, on ftatemeHts V'hich the Ma¬ 
nagers never made nor admitted. 

Your Committee does not know of any 
precedent before tltis, in which the Peers, 
on a propofal of the Commons, or of a lefs 
weighty perfon before their Court, to have 
the cafes publicly refefred to the Judges, 
and their arguments and refolutions deli¬ 
vered in their prefence, abfolutely refufed. 
The very few precedents of fuch private 
reference on Trials, have been made, as 
we have obferved already, fubjilentioy and 
wiihoqt any obfervation from the parties. 

In the precedents we produce, the deter- 
minatton is accompanied with its reafons, 
and the publicity is confidered as the clear 
undoubted 1 ight of the parties. 


• Dijfmlitntf 

ift. Becaufe, by confulting the Judges out of Court in the abfenceof the parties, and with 
fbut doors, we have deviated from the moff approved, and almott uninterrupted, pradice of 
above a century and a half, and eftablifhed a precedent not only deftrudtive it the juftice due 
to the panics at our bar, but mattruUy injurious to the rights of the community at large, 
who in cafes of impeachments are more peculhirly interefted that all piqc^ings of this High 
Courtvof Parliament (hould be open and expofed, like all other CourtsV JulVice, Co public 
obfervatipn and comment, in order that 00 covert and private praAices (hould defeat the great 
ends of public juftice. 

adiy, Bscaufe, from private opinions of the Judges, upon private ftatements, which the 
parties have neither heard nor feen, grounds of a decifion will be obtained, which mufi ine¬ 
vitably atfeA ihecaufe at ifTue at ohr Bar ; this mode of proceeding feemi tobea violaiiori of 
the firft principle of juAice, inarmuch as we thereby force and confine the opinions of the Judges 
tb our private ftatement; and through the medium of our fubfequent dedfion w 4 '’^ran 8 ler 
the effeA of thofe opinions to the parties, who have been deprived of the right and adsNihCSge 
of being heard by fuch private, though unintended, tranfmatation of the point at iffue. 

gdly. Becaufe the prifoner^who may hereafter have the misfortune to (land at nur Bar will 
be deprived of that confelatioii which the Lord High Steward Nottingham conveyed to the 
prifuner. Lord CurnwaUis, via, « That the Lords tiave tlm tedder legard ttf a prifuner at the 
«* Bar,ili«t they will not fuffer a cafe tb be put in bis abfeoce, left it fhould prejudice himhy ^ 

** being wrong ftaied.”- ' - 

4thly. Became unufual myftesry and fecrecy in our judicial proceedings matt tend either to 
diferedit the acquittal of ibe^prifbner, or render the jufUce of his condemnation doubtful. - 

PORCMEST^R. 

. SQTFFOLK and. BERKSHIRE. 
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Your Cojnnjittce, ufing their beft dili* the Peera tHem^lves j any intcttneddln'.g 
grnce, have nmr been abie toforns a clear in which on their part, we conceive to b© 
opiniiOQ upon Uwjl gicumi and principle of a dangerous and unwai rantable a(T«n\pnon 
thefe decifions. The mere lei'ult upon of power, it'is contrary to what has bean 
each date decided by the Lords, furni^ed declared by Lord Coke bimfelf, inn paf- 
ihem with no light from any piinciple, fan/ bfctpre quoted, to be the duty oi the. 
pretedent, or foregone auiliouty of law or Judges ; and fo what the Judges of for- 
. ftaibn, to guide iheirt with rtgaid to tlie inor times have confelied to be llini duty, 
nAt inatter of evidence which they had to on occitfioiis to which he refers, in the 
oiftf, orto difcriniinate what matter ought time of Henry the Sixth. And we are of / 
to b,e urged, or to be fet afide; yoiT Com- opinion, 'that the condii£l of thofe lages of ' 
’-ftiittec rvoi being able to divine, whether the the law, and others their fucceftbrs, who 
particular evidence, which, iiporita conjee- have been thus diffident and cautious in 
tural piinciple, they might chooliito aban- giving their rpinions upon maiierscon- 
don, would not appear to this Houfe, and ctiniiig Parliamuit, anu i^jiiicularly on 
fo the judging woi id at .largo, to be admif- the privileges ct the Houle of Commons, 
.fible, %r.d pcfllbly decilivc proof. In thel'e was laucfable in thccxamplc, and ought to 
Araigh's they had and have no choice, but be ibllowed j ptmiculariy the -piinciplca 
either wholly to abandon the prolecilkion, upon wh ch the Jud^^es declined to give 
and of conkquente to beiiay the triif: le- their opinions in llic year i6i+. It ap- 
poled in them by this Honl’c, or to ining pears by the Journals or the Lords, that 
forward Inch matter of evidence as they are a qutllion tonci-rning the lavj relative to 
I'urnilhed with from fure lUitces of aiithen- impolnions having been pm to the Judges, 
ticiiy, and which in their judgment, aided' the proceeding was as loiiows : 
by the belt advice they cotiid obiain, is “ Whether the Lord*, i!ic Judges, fhall 
poAeifed of a moral aptitude jiuidically to “ be lieard deliver their opmimi, touching 
prove or to illuilrate the caie which the “ the point of impofitions, before further 
vjKtmfe had given them In charge. “ conlideration be had of anfwer to be 

“ I eturtud to the Lower Houle, concein- 
MOD$ OF yvTTlSG THE QUESTIONS. « jng die milftge frol.i them .lately ic- 
When your Committee came to examine “ eeived. 
into private Opinions of the Judges, they “ Wheieunon the nmnlier of the Lords,v 
found, to their no lifialloorcern, vhatthe “ rcquiimg to hear the Judges opiniona 
mode both of putting the queAions to by laying “ ConUnt,'' exceeding the 
tbe 'Jud}.es, and their ar.fwers, vva<» llill “ othcra wiiich laid “ Non Couteniy" ihs 
more unuiiihl and unprecedented than the “ Lords, the Judges, lo deliring were 
privacy with which thole quellions weie “ permitted to wiihdraw ihcmfelves into 
given and rel'olved, “ ilie Lord Clnr.cellor’s private rooms j 

This mode Ankes, as wf apprehend, at ** wheve h-tving umaiiird .iwhilc, andad- 
tbe vital ptiviieges of the Houic. Fcr, - “ viled togctiier, they le.iiined into the 
wiih the Angle exception of the fn ft qiief- “ lloule, and having taken their places, 
lion put. to the Judgts m 17S8,-the cafe “ and Itmding dilcovned, did by the 
being tiSt^d, the^ueU<oii& are rakd <U* “ mouth of ilie Lord Chief Juliice of the 

icfiilv, fpecificallyr and iiy ivaine, on thole “ King’s liencii, humbly delirc to be for- 
privilegcfcf ih ii is, wffl/ is it “ borne at this time, in this place, lude- 

comptUnt for the of the U'.u/e “ liver any cpinlqn in thi^eafe, for many 

’ of Commons'to f vo'tnce f “ weighty and iir.poitaiu icalons, which 

Wevonecivt,ih'tlJi vvjs fff)/proper, Wi* “ his LoidlhipdeAvcitdvilihgi-t-atgia- 
jvjiifud ly d Jingle p'ffCtdcnty to ref’ei to “ vity piid eU-queiice j concluding, thtit, 

' the Judges of the iiifiT.or Coiiits any “ hmilclf and his brctiueiv ale upon.pai- 
qutAioii, and dill lei's for them to decide “ tic11i.11 sin judici.i! cuuife 10 Ipeak and 
in their anlwcr, of what is or is not com- “ judge heiwccn the King’s Majdly and 
pfcter.t Air ihe ll-'ut'e of Commons, or for “ his people, ami hktwile iietwecn his- 
any Committee acting under theiraiuhori- “ liighnels's tubjc^ls, and in no cafe to 
ly, todp, or not to do, in any infoinre or bedirpiiiaiits on any fide.” 

»rtfpedl wUailbivcj. This new and iin- .Youi Coinuiittee do not And anything 
hsard of cuiiii'e can have no oilier cfftiSl which, through insdvcrience or deligiu 
*, lha,n to (iMijeil to the diicrctiun of die had a tendency lo liihjt^t the law and 
, jttdgesthe law of Fariiameni and the pri- coui le cf Parhafticnt to the opinions of the 
. vUegf^jof the Ho,life of Commons, and in Judges of iWlnfcrior C.iuns, f om thit 
^ gritat inwAue the judicial privileges of period until tlie. ill or James the Second. 

‘ ' i • ‘ ' 'T'U..' 



The Trwl of Lord Delamere for high 
treaibn was had by Jpcci.il coicminion be¬ 
fore the LonI High Sicward; ic was be¬ 
fore the aft which diiefts that all Peers 
fliould be fummoned to fach Trials. This 
was not a Trial in full Parliament, in 
which cafe it was then contended for, that 
the Lord High S'eward was the Judge of 
the Law, prefiding in the Court, but had 
no vote in the vsirdift ^ and that the Lords 
were Triers only, ami had no vote in the 
judgment of Law. This was looked on 
as tlie courfe, where the Trial was not in 
full Parliament, in which latter cafe theie 
was no doubt but that the Lord fiigh 
Steward made a part of the body of the 
Triers, and that the whole Houfe was the 
Judge *. 

In this caufe, after the evidence for the 
Crown had been clofcd, the Frifoner 
prayed the Court to adjourn. Tlie Lord 
Higli Steward doubted his pnwcr to take 
that ftep in that ftage of the Trial; and 
the quellion was, “Whether, the Trial 
‘ not being in full Pailiament, when the 
Piifoner is upon his Trial, and Evi- 
‘ dence for the King is given, the Lords 
being (as it may be termed) charged 
‘ with the Prifoner, the Pecis m.iy fepa- 
* rate for a time, which is the confequcnce 
‘ of an adjournment ? ” 

The Lord High Steward doubted of his 
power to adjourn the Court. The cafe 
was evidently new, and his Giace pro- 
,poled to have the opinion of the Judges 
upon it. The Judges, in conltquence, 
c/iVciing to withdraw into the Exchequer 
Chamber, Loiii F.il!ronncrg “infilled that 
‘ tlie tjULllioii concerned the Privilege of 
' the Peemgc only, and conceived that the 
‘ Judges 'are not conterned to make any 
‘ determination in that mattet ; and being 
‘ fiu:h a point of Priviieget certainly the 
‘ inferior Courts have- no ri^bt to de~ 
‘ lermine it." It was iufiHed, therefoie, 
that the Lords I'l-icrs fhould retire' with 
the Judges. , The Lord High StewUrd 
thought dilferently, and oppoi'^d this mo¬ 
tion } but, finding the other opinion g«- 
ntqally prevalent, he gave w.ay, and the 
Lords Triers retired, taking the Judges 
to their conllilt. , 

'When the Judges returned, they deli¬ 
vered their opinion in open Court, 

Lord Chief Jiiftife Hefbert fpoke for 
himfelt and the ref: of the Judges. After 
obfervingoo the novelty of 'the cafe, with 
a temperate and becoming referve with re¬ 
gard to. the R'ghts of Parliaments, he 
iliatkcd out the limits of the qf^se of the 


1 

inferior Jhdges on fuftt occafions, and de- ' 
dared, “ All tbal. luir^be fudges^ can. 

“ do, is to acquaint, Grace and the 
** Noble Lords, <subat tbs taw is in infe~ 

“ rier Courts in cafes of tbe kke nature, 
and the. feafon of the Law in thole 
points^ ai.ri iben Jearve tbe jwrifdtBion 
** of tbe Qmrl to its proper judgmehti" 
The Chief Jullice Concluded lus (latement 
of the ufage below, and his obfn-vationa 
on tbe difference of the cafes of a Peef 
tried in /ull Parliament and by a fpecial 
cummilnont in this manner t 

** Upon the whole matter, myJLords, 

“ whether the PefT!-,, being Judges in the 
*' one and not in the other inilanc^,,qlters 
** the cafe, or whctlier the i^eafon of ehe 
“ Law in inferior Courts, why the Jury 
“ are not permitted to feparate until they 
“ h.ave dilchargecl themli-lves of their ver-. 
** dift, may have any influence on thia 
“ cafe, -wbire that reafan feetns to failt 
“ the Piifoner being to be tried by men 
“ of unquettionabb honour, we eannot 
“ f refume fo far as to make any determi* 

“ nation in a cafe which is both new to 
“ us, and of great confequence in Ufelf ; 

but think it the proper way. for usy 
“ having laid matters as we conceive 
“ them before your Grace and my Lords, 
to fubmit tbe junfdtSion of your own 
“ Coutt to your own determination.’* 

It appears to your Committee, that the 
Loids, who flood againfl fubmitting the 
Courle of their High Court to the inferior 
Judges, and that the Judges who, with a 
legal and conflitiuional diferetibn, de¬ 
clined giving any opinion in this inatrcr, 
afted as became tjiem j and your Corti- 
mlttce fees noreafon why the Peers at this 
day fliould he lets attentive to the rights 
of their Court, with regard to sRi exclullve 
judgiriEnt on iheir owth proceedings, or to 
the rights of fhe Commons afting as ac- 
ciifeis for the whole Commons of Great 
Britain in that Cemrt, .or why the Judges 
fliould be Jefsreferved in deciding upon any 
of thele|)ointsof high Parliamentary Privi¬ 
lege, dian the judges of that and the pfe- ' 
ceding periods.' This prefent ca'fe is a 
proceeding in full Pariiameitt,. and not 
like the cafe under the Conainilfion in the 
time of James the Second, and ftill mere 
evidently out of the province of the Judges 
in the inferior Courts. 

AlUhe precedents previous to the Trial 
of Warren mqmrei feem to youF 

Committee to be. uniform- The- Judges 
had cquitaiuly rsfufied to give an opinion 
on any of powers, privileges, or cods- 


* See the Lord Kgh Steward*! Speech OQ that Head, tit J. a. 
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Mtenc>e»^| either Hotife. Bt^inth^pr^* They arc pre&Dt In Court, not to .hear 
^^nt {nffini^ ypMr Committee has found, the Trial', but Iblely to advile in matter of 
f3»at a furthtr matter of Law—they cannot take upon themftlveg 

• innovwfon.’ *^•'*8 about the Bengal Con- . 

'Hitherto th^wnfta'nt prafilicc has been fultattons, or-to know any thing, of Rajah 
to pot iMeftions to tlie Judges, but in the Nundcontar, ofKelleram, orof Mr.Fran- ^ 
’’.time following ways: as, «»»» or Sijr Jtdtii Clavering; 

- aft, A tiucftion of pm& abftrafl law, That the Houie may be the more fully 
without refeiwce to any cafe, or .merely enabled to judge of the nature and ten- 
ttpOh an A. B. cafe ftated to them. dency of thus putting the queftion Jheci~ 

<? idly. To the legal conftruflion of Ibine Jically and on tbe grofs cafe^ your Cora-.. 
*.a 5 l of Parliament. t iniitee thinks fit here to inlert one of thofe 

3dly, I’a report the courfe of proceed- queftions. referving a difcuilion of i>s par- 

- ing in the Courts below upon a^n abftraft ticular merits to another place. It was 

• cafe. _ ftated on the sad of April 1790. “On 

Befides theft three, your Committee that day the Managers propoled to ftiew, 
knqw^i not of a fingie example ol any ** that Kelleram fell into great balances 
ftrt, during the courfe of any judicial ** with tbe Eaft.India Company in con- 
nroceeding at the Bar of the Houfc of ” I'cquence of his appointment.'*—Itis fo 
Lords, whether the profeciUion has been ftated in the printed Minutes (p. iao6) j 
by Indifiment, by jnformatiim from the but the real tendency and gift of the pro- 
Attorney General, or by Impeachment pofition is not Ihewn—However, the quef- 
of the Houft of Commons. lion was put, Whether it be or be not 

In the preftnt T rial, the Judges appe.y “ competent to the Managers for the Com- 
to youi Committee not to have given their “ mans to gne evidence upon tbe cha'ge 
judgment on points of Law ftated as fuch, “ m tbe Sixth Article^ to prove that ihe 
but to have in effeft tried tl^ecaufe, in the rent at which tliedefendant, Warren Haf- 
whole coui ft of it, with one inftance to ** tings, Elqnire, let the lands mentioned 
the dintrary. ^ ** in the faid fixth Article of Charge to 

The Lords have ftated no queftion of “ Kelleram, fell into arrear and was 
general Law j no queftion on the con- “ deficient ? and, Whether, if proof were 
nvufiion of an aft of Pai liameut no offered that the rent fell into arrear im-"' 
queftion concerning the praftice of the <■ mediately after tbe letting, the evidence 
Courts below. They put tbe tvboiegrofs <> in that cafe would be competent ? 

and Matter in qnefiiony with all its “ The Judges anfwered, on the 27th of 
chermtjlances, to tbe Judges. They have, the faid month, as follows : // is not 
for tbe jirfl timet demanded of them what « competent for tbe Managers for tbi Houfe 
particular perfon, p^per, or document, « of Commons to give evidence upon the 
ought, or ought nor, to be produced be- ** charge in tbe Sixth Article, to prove 
fore them by the Managers for the Com- « that the rent at which the defendant, 
snoiis of Great Britain. For inftance, *« Warren Haftings, let the lands in the 
wliether, under fitch an Article, the Bengal « faid Sixth Article ot Charge to KeU 
Confiiltations of fuch a day, the exami- *• leram, fell into arrear and was defi- 
nation of Rajah Nundcomar, and'the xcient.” 

like. ^ ^ The Houft will obferve, that on the 

The operation of this method Is, in fub- queftion two cafes of eompetence were 
ftance, not only to make the Judges maf- put ; the firft on the competence of Ma¬ 
ters of the whole procefs and conduft of nagers for/the. Houft of Commons to give 
the Trial, btif through that medinni to the evidence fiippofed to be offeicd by 
transter to them the ultimate judgment on them, but which we deny to have been 
the caufe iifelf and its meritsw>' offered in the manner and for'the purpoft 

The Judges attendant on the Court of alTumed in this queftion ; the I'ecot d is in 
, hitherto, have, not been fiippofed a- fhape apparently moie abftraftxd, and 

t« Know the particulars and minute cir- more nearly approaching to Parliamentary 
^^ftances of the cauft, and muft there- regulariu-—on the competence of the evi- 
fofe be ,inCampetciit to determine upon dence iifelf, in the cafe of a fiippofed cir- 
thoft eircumftanc^. The evidence taken cumftance being fiiperadded. Tlte Judges 
' ^ sot of caiurfe, that we ..can find, deli- anfwered only tbe firft, denying flatly the 
^. vajorf to.lHem I nor do, we find that, in competence of the Managers. As to the 
iny carder has been made for that ftcond, the competence of the fiippofi-d 
p6rp«fe, eWB fVippofing that the evidence evidence, ,they are profoundly filent. 
caiuWEirti,<^ 1 .j P'*'* before them. Having given this blow to our compe¬ 
tence, 



tencCf about the other 'queftion (which 
was more within their province), namely, 
the competence of evidence on a cafe hy¬ 
pothetically ftated, they give theroielvea no 
trouble. t.The Lords on that occaiion re-' 
je£fed the whole evidence. On the face 
*of the Judges' opinion, it is a determina¬ 
tion OH a-tafe, the trial of which was not 
with them, but it contains no rule or prin- 
' ciple of LaiUf to which alone it was theh 
duty to fpeak *. 

Thefe effential innovations tend, as your 
Committee conceives, to make an entire 
alteration in the Conftitution and in the 
purpofes of the High Court of Parliament, 
and even to reveile the ancient rilatiuns 
between the Lords and the Judges. 

It tends wholly to take away from the 
Cumlnons the benefit of making good 
their cafe before the proper Judges, and 
fuhmits this high Inquelt to the inferior 
Courts. 

Your Committee fees no reafon why, 
on the fame principles and precedents, the 
Lords may not tenninatetlieir pioceedings 
in this and in all future trials, by fending 
the whole body of evidence taken before 
them, in the fhape of a fpeeial veidi^f, to 
the Judges, and may not demand of fhem, 
whether they ought, on the whole matier, 
to acquit or condemn the Prifoner; nor 
^can we difeover any chufe that fhoutd hin¬ 
der them from deciding on the accumula¬ 
tive body of the evidence, as hithci to they 
have done in its parts, and from diflating 
the exiftence or non-exitlence of a inifde- 
meanor or other ciime in the Prifoner, .as 
they think fit^—without any more refer¬ 
ence to principle or precedent of Law, 
than hithvrto they have thought proper to 
apply in determining on the feverai par- 
'ccls of this caiiie. 

Yoiu’Committee apprehends, that veiy 
ferious inconvcniencies and mil'chiefs may 
hereafter ariie from a practice in the Hoide 
•f Lords, of confidering Itfelf as unabje 
to a£l without the Judges of the inferior 
Courts, .of implicitly following their dic¬ 
tates, of adhering with a literal preciiion 
to the veiy words of their ref}x)nfcs, and 
putting them to decide on the com^ietence 
of the Managers for the Common.«,—the 
competence of the evidence to be produced^ 
-.wwtio are to be permitted to appear,—^ 
what queftions aie to be afkeil ol witnefTes, 
and indeed, parcel by parcel, on the whole 
of the grofs cafe before them ; as well as 
to detiermine upon the order, method-, and 
procefs of every part of their proceedings. 

* All the Rcfoltit|pns of the Judges, to tU 
in the AerrMPix, No. II. ' „ : 


Tlie Jiulges of die inferior Cotins, are by 
Law renwred ittdepen{k|i^f the CruWm 
But this, inftead of a to the fub- 

jeSf, would be 5 grievil||^f no way wa» 
left of producing a refponfibiliiy. If the 
Lords cannot or will not a.ei without the 
Judges, and if (which God forbid 1 } fhe 
Commons Ihaiitd find it at any time here¬ 
after neceilary to im^xiach them before the 
Lords} this Houfe would find the Lords 
difabled in their funflions, fearful of giv- • 
ing-any judgment' On matter of Law, or 
admitiiiii^ny proof of fa£l widtout them} 
and liaving once aifuined the rutfe of pro- 
-ceeding and practice below as tlieir role, 
they mulf at every inlfant refort, for (heir 
means of judging, to the authority of tho& 
whom they are appointed to judge,'* 

Your Comniiitee mutt always aft wIlB 
regard to men as tliey are. There are no 
privileges or exemptions from the infir- 
inities of our common natui^e. yVe are 
feniible that all men, and without "any 
evil intentions, will naturally wifh to ex¬ 
tend dieir uwn.juiirdiftion, and to weaken 
all the power by which they may be li¬ 
mited and controlled. It is the buiinels 
of the Houle of Commons to counteraft 
this tendency. This Houfe had given to 
its Managers no power to abandon its 
privileges and the rights of its Conttituents.' 
They weie tliemfeivcs as little difpoled as 
authorized to make this i'urrender. Tiiey 
are Members of this Houle, not only 
charged with the management of this Im¬ 
peachment, but partaking of a general 
trutt, irifeparable from the Commons of 
Great Britain in Pailiament attembled, 
one of whofe principal funftiuns and du¬ 
ties it is, to be obiervant of the Courts of 
Juttice, and to take due care that none of 
them, from the lovvett to the highett,^ (hall 
purfue new courfes unknown to the Laws 
.and Conttiiution of this Kingdom, or to 
Equity, found legal Policy, or fubttantial 
Juttice. 

Your Committee were not fent into' 
Wettmintter Hall for the purpofe of eon- 
tiiliuting, in their perlbns,. aud unde); t^ 
authority of the Houfe, to change' the 
Courie or Law of Parliai^ent, which had 
continued unqueftioned for at leaft fuur 
liundrcd years., .Neither-was it any'part 
of t^'r milTion to fuSer pr^edents .40 be 
eftHbtifhed with ration to the Law and 
Rule of Evidence, which Jfiuled in their 
opihioh'to fliut.up for ever all tlte ayenues 
to Juttice. Xiicy were apt to cob^det; a 
Rulbof Evidence as a mcass of Conceal- 

? time of the Rtlerence' to the donunittec, are 


jnchh 
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ftttt, wttbout a ftrug- 
^mllllll^. ftiinkries to prev^ili 
a procefs iti Parlta- 
nM fUPPor, but the prOteiUon, 
the'fjTitfa'find violence siifiiig from 
;t)l* abuA of Britith Power in the Eati. 

yoiJr Manager contended 
,WjtK.a.ll tlietr might, as their PredcceffOrs 
in^be ianie phee had contended with more 
’^lability und leamm.’, but not with idore 
teat and Itiuie. iinnncl's, againtl thofe dait' 
erotis innovations as they were fiicccf- 
Vfly introduced ; they heldSthemfelves 
bound conftaiitly to proleltiand mv one or 
twointtances they did protett, in difcourlls 
of conliderable le.ig h, againft thofe pii- 
vipe,* ard, for vvhar they could rind, un- 
argued judicial opinions, which mud, as 
they fear, introduce by degrees the nife- 
rabte fervithde which exiiis where the Law 
is UKicertain or tinknowii. 

DEBATES ON EVIPENCE. 

The chief debates at the Bar, and the 
deciltous of the Jnc'gcs (which wc find in 
stll cafes implicitiy adojued in ail ihcir ex¬ 
tent, nnd without‘qu.dificatiun, by the 
Lordsj,' turned upon F/vuifner. Your 
QMPmilt^e, before the Tiial began, were 
'»pprized,.by diTconrl'es winch niudencc did 
fiot ]^rmit them to negh 6>, ih >t tiidea- 
vours wtHiW be ufeU to tmbarrals tin m hi 
' their proceedihgs by except’ons jgiunTt 
Evidence ; that the jiidguieiits and opi- 
nitMts of the Com ts below voiild he re- 
fetrted to o'u tins fubji-rt j that theie the 
Roles of Evidence wt-rc precilc, tigoroiH, 
and inflexible j and that the Counfcl for 
the Criminal wotild endeavour to intio- 
duce the fame Rules, whh the f imc fe- 
verity and exaftnefs, into this Trial. 

Your Committee were fully alTnred, 
and were velblved Itienuuufly lO contend, 
that no-Do£trine or Rule of Law, much 
Icfs the Practice of any Court, ought to 
have welgitt or authoiiiy in Parliament, 
further than as fuch Dn^rine, Rule, or 
Pra£lice^ is agi eeabie to the-Proceedings 
in P-ii-lismetir, or hath received the fanc- 
tiotv of approved precedent there, or is 
founded' on the immutable principles of 
, l^bttanfial JttlHci?, without which, your 
i . Qommitteereatfily agree*, «o Piaffice in 
' i^yCoore, highortuw, is proper pr fit 
to bft Mhtntiined'., ^ ^ 

'Iff'this pr^eferitee of the Rules obferved 
ti-'gh Court iif Parliament, pre- 
. Tt^eiliot to all the reft, there is 

,;which the inferior ^uria 

regard to itfilf. 
‘'fif^(:yy(5iiLfinown^ tWt the Rules of Pr«- 
h tbe:l^'Cta viufy, and ibme 


of tbent very efiehtially j yet ^he Ulage of 
each Court»« the Law of the Court, anti, 
it would be vain to object to any Rule in 
any Court drat is not the Rule of anotlief 
Court. For inftance, as a gefieral Rule* 
the Court of Kibg'sfieMch, on Trials b)/> 
Jury, caiinot receive-depofitions, but nuill 
judge by teftitiiony viyd voce. Tlic Rule 
of the Court of Chancery is not only not 
die fame, but it is the reverie, and J.orj 
Uardwicke ruled accordingly. , ** The 
“ conftant and ellabliflied Proce^ings of 
“ this Court,” faid this great jyiagilti ate, 

“ are on wiitlcn E^idence^ like the Pro- 
“ credings on the Civil and Canon Layt. 

“ This IS tile Courle of the Court, and 
“ the CouVl’e of tiic Court' is the Law of 
“ the Court.”——Aikyns, Vol. 'i. p. 
4-1 ^ - 

Your Managers were convinced, that 
one of the piiricipal tenlbns tor which this 
Caiife was brought into Parliament, was 
the danger that in iiifeiior Courts their 
Rule would be formed nauir.dly upon their 
ordinary experience and die exigencies of 
the cales which in ordimary couife came 
before them. This experierce, and the 
exigencies of theie cales, extenil little fnr- 
tliei than the concerns of a People compa¬ 
ratively ill a narrow vicinage—a People of 
the fame or nearly the lame langung^.., 
K'ligion, manners, laws,’ aiul habit?,—* 
with them an intercourle of every kind, 
was eafv. 

Tiic.i Rulvs of Law in moft cafes, and 
the Praetice of the Courts in ail, cmild 
not be eafjiy applicible to a People fepa- 
rated ficm Gi.at Hritiin by a veiy gre.it 
p-trt of ihoGlobej ft paiated by manners, 
by principles of religion, and ot invete¬ 
rate habits as itrolig as Nature itfelf, Ifdl 
inoie ihin by the circuinftance of io:al 
dillance. Such confined and inapplic.ible 
lUijes vviHiid be convenient indeed to op- 
preffion, to extortion, bribery, and cjr- 
ruption, but fuin.nis to-the People whole 
proteefion is the tiue ohjeft of all Tri¬ 
bunals, and of -all their Rules. Even 
Kr^lilh Jiiilgcs in India, who have been 
fumciently tenacious of what they confi- 
dcred .ts the Rules of Kngliili Courts, 
were obliged in many points, and pirti- 
cularly with regard to Evidence, to relax 
very eonikterabjy, as the Civil rhd Polit’C 
GoyeVnnient has been obliged to do in Ic.- 
veral,o*her c.iles, on account of iufup-.r- 
able difH.'Ulties .aiifing from a great diver- 
fity of manners, arid from what th.ry be 
conttd.;reJ as a diveriity cVcii In the'very 
condiiiiiiun of their minds; iiiftaiicfS of 
which your Coiataittee will fubjoi'n in a 
future AppcfuuJt? 

Ancthir 


■AnoAer gre^t c?uf« why.yciyi: Corti- 
^ttce conceived (his Houfc had chofen to 
l^l^ced iiv the Kigh Court of Forliauvent, 
•Kwas becaufe the inferior Courts were ha- 
biiuaied, \^ith very few ex.ccptJon^^ to tiy 
men for the abufe only of (heir individual 
Ifmi natural jiowers, wKk^ car extend but 
a little way. Before them> offences,whe¬ 
ther of fraud or violence, or both, are^ 
N^or much the greater, part, charged upon 
perfons of mean and pbfeure condition, 
riiofe unhappy perfons aie fo far from 
being fupported by men of rank, and in. 
fluence, that the whole weight and force 
of the community is dire6led againft them. 
^In this cafe, they are in general dbjefts of 
proteflion as well as of punifhtnenr} and 
the CuuiTe perhaps ought, as it is com- 
nionly faid to be, not to IqfFer any thing 
to be applied to their convi£lion beyond 
what the llridleft Rules will permit*. 
But in the Caule which your Manngers 
have in cliaigc, the ciicuroftances are the 
very reVerfe to what.,happens in the cafes 
4jf mere pcrfonal L'elinquency which come' 
before the Courts. Thefo Courts have 
not before them perfons who aft, and who 
jollify their afts, by the nature of a d^- 
Ipotical and ai bin ;»y power. Tlie abnles 
ilnted in our Impeacbinent, are not thofe 
of mere individual, natural faculties, but 
W abtifes of civil and ftolitical authority. 
The offence is that of One who has carried 
with him, in the pet petration of hisciimes, 
whether of violence or of fraud, the whole 
force of the State;—who, in the perpetra- 
tion and concealment of offences, hasjiad 
the advantage of all the means and powers 
given to Government fur the deteftioti 
and punifoment of guilt, and tor the pro- 
teftion of the People. The People them- 
fclves, on whole behalf the Commons of 
Gieat Britain take up this remedial and 
piQtefting proiecution, are naturally ti* 
mid. 'J'heir fpirlts are broken by the 
arbitrary power uforped over them, and 
claimed by the Delinquent as his Law. 
They aie re^dy to flatter the power which 
they dread. They ate apt to look for fa. 
Tour by covering thofe vices in the Preds- 
cefl<>r which tliey fear the SiicceiTor may 
be difpofed to imitite. They have reafon 
to confider complAmts as means no.t of 
ledtels, but «,f aggravation to. theif faf-, 
feri^gs i and wliun tbey'fliail ultimately 
hear that the natuie of the Bririfh Laws; 
and the Rules of its Ti ibunals, aic fuch as 
by; no care or ftndy t-itlter thv'y, even 
the Commqps of Great Britain,.: vvho take 
p|i't|)eircaare, can coiiipichend, bt)t which 


in eSieft and Oparaf^%»||||«lf|in unpro^ 
ttftcd, and them 

fecure in their 4iU 

worfc of arbU 

trary power of t,l)^^||||H|||P^vants, ^ 
which hath bcen.„^x«rp^^*o .ffieir de- ’ 
flruftioQ. They Wiit pe forever, wh^t 
for the., graater. part thi% ,h*ve hitherto 
been, inclined,to eottipron^ie with tlie 
corruption of the Magiltraies, as a fereen 
againd that violence-nonh which the Laws, 
afford them no rediefs. 

For the^ reafons, your Committw did, 
and do, (Irongly contend, tltat the CoufC 
of Parliament ought tof be open' witff gi^t 
facility to the pruduftion of ail Evidence, 
except that which the Precedents 
liament teach them authoritatively to re* 
jeft, or which hath no foit of natui'aJ ap- ' 
tiiude,dirtftly or ciicomilaniially to prove 
the cafe. Tliey have been and are inva* 
riably of opinion, that the Lords ought 
to cnlargf, mid not to ccnlraiU the R^ts 
of Evidfiic^, accoi'Jtng to tbc nature and 
ditfitHliies of the for redrefs to the 
injured, for the punilhment of oppreffion, 
for the do'cftion uf fraud, and, above ail, 
'to prevent what is the gieatelt dilhonour 
to all Laws and to all Tribunals,—the 
failure of Jufficc., To prevent the laff of 
thefe evils, \ail Couits in tins and all 
Countries^ have conffantly made all their 
maxims and principles concerning Tclli- 
mony to conform j although' fuch Com ta 
have been bound, undoubtedly, by ffrifter 
Rules, both of form and of piefcript cales, 
than the fovere’gn jmifdiiiion exercili^d 
by tbc Lords on the Impe-acbment of tho 
Commons ever has liven or ever, ought to 
be. 'I'herefore your Committee doth to* 
tally reject any Rules by which the Prac* 
tice of any inferior Court Is affirmed -as 
a direflory guide to an higher, elpecially 
whei-e the Form’s and the Powers- of the 
judicature are different, and the Objefta 
of judicial enquiry are not the ftme. 

Vour Committee conceives, tbat-«th« 
trial of a (auie is notin the arguments-of 
dil'putaiions of the Prolecutgis and tlie 
Counfcl, hut in the Evittence, ami. that 
to rcful’e Evidence is to.refiile to bear the 
caofe; nothing, tbetefore, but-|^,ntofl; 

■ cle.-u' and weighty reafons ought to |^e* 
elude its, produftwn. Yottr C|ornn»itre, 
conceith^, that when Evidei^e, on the 
face of it relevant, t|u\jt is connefted wiib 
the Fjrty and-tjt$>Charg%,vi'a3.denr@d lo 
be coropetenr, ibe bmtben lajr'it^on 
who ofi-ofed Jtf to let forth the aofftoritics, 
whether of pofftivi Statute* known lecog* 


* Blackffcne’s.Cotame.ntarlcs* Bookriy, p. as?. 


nixed 




riWclpI^B of Law, 
fmiWte, Code, , 
ot Laws, 
es, wherein the 
idence of that na- 
■tsfertff - SSi (except in one 

iA^ancef tti ' Wr^Ich we - (hall hereafter 
l^reak^-iWaB ^rocibced at the Bai’i nor (that 
eairkftow oi 3 » produced by the Lords in 
Debates, or by the Judges in the 
- 0 |)i(liions/t>y them delivered. Therefore, 
)for any thing which as yet appears to 
,.jroar Committee to the contrar^s thefe re- 
:l^n(es and drciiiohs were, in many-of the 
points, not the determinations of any L&w 
whalfoever, but mere arbitrary decrees, 
to which we 4 ould not without ibkmn 
proteftation fiibmit. . . 

Your Committee, at an early period, 
and frequently Itncd the conimencemcni. 
of this Trial, have negleAed no means 
of refearch which might afford them in- 
fomation concerntog thefe iiippolcd Ifri^f 
and injSieaible Rules df Pioceeding and of 
Evidence, which appeared to them de- 
fttuftive of all the means and ends of 
Jaftice. 

And, firft, they examined earcfully the 
Rolls and Journals of the Hcule .of J.ords, 
as alfo file printed Trials of Qafes before 
that Coui^ii. 

Your Committee finds but one inftance, 
in the whole courie of Pariitmentary Im¬ 
peachments, *in wlueh Evidence offei td by 
Sfie Commons has been rejected on the 
plea of InadmiOibility or J neouTpecenev. 
This was in the cafe of Lord Suffurde'A 
Trial* i when the copy ot a warrant (ihe 
fikme net having any atteifation to authen- 
. ticaie ii as a true copy) was, on deli be. 
ration, not admitted, and, as your Com¬ 
mittee thinks, as the cafe Itood, with rea- 
Jon. But even 'in this one mttance tlie 
Lords feemed td fhew a maiked anxiety 
not to narrow too much the Adinlfnbi.ity 
of Evidence, for they confined their de- 
tei'mination to this individual cafe,” as 
tbe Lord Steward reported tiwtr Keluiu- 
tion i and he- adds, ** they conceive this 
. 4 * could he’ no impedimeiu of failure in 
. 4 * the proceeding, becaufe the truth and 
*4 veri!j(i,of it would depend on the fir ft 
*4 ^tural power given to execute it, which 
they who manage the Evidence for the 
f*'C«roniofa,s lay they conlJ piove.-f',”— 
.,.]!ieiiher fiave objeCiions to Evidtnee of. 
. ^red by thePiUbner been very frequently 


made, oof often allowed when made." 'fti 
the lartie cafe of' Lord fitafforde, ,tvri> 'a 
books produced by his-Lordlhip, wiifumt " 
proof by whom they were written, wde 
reje^ed (and on a clear principle) ** as 
4 * being private books, and no records 
—On both theft occaiions, the queftiuns 
were determined by the Lords alone, with¬ 
out any refort to the opinions of the ^ 
Jud«s. In the Impeachments of LotcTi 
Stafforde, Dr. Sacbcverell, and Lord Win •( 
toun, no obje6tion to Evidence appears 
in the Lords’ Journals to have been pief- 
ftd, and not above one takhn, which was 
on the part of the Managers. 

Several obje£lions were indeed taken to ■ 
evidence in Lord Macclesfield’s Truil jj. 
They were made on the part of the Mana¬ 
gers, except in two inftaiices, where the 
ohjeilions were made by tlie witneHes 
themfclves. Tliey were all determined 
(thnfe ftarted by the Managers in their 
favour) by the Lords themlelves, without 
any reference to tlie Judges, In the dii- 
ctihlon of one of them, a queftion was 
ftated for the Judges concerning the Law, 
ip a fimilar cafe upon an information in 
the Court below j but it was let afiJe by 
the previous queftion 

On the impeachment of Lord Lovat 
no more than one dbjeffion to Eviden^ 
was taken by the Managers, againft wbiclt 
Lord Lovat’s Counfel were not permitted 
to argue. Three obje£fions on the part 
of the Prifoner were made to the Evidence 
eftered by the Managers« ,biit all without 
fiiccefs. Tlie inftances of fimilar ob- 
jeftions in Parliamenrary Trials of Peers 
on Indiflmetits, are too few and too unim¬ 
portant to require being particularized j— 
one, that in the cafe of Lord Waiwick 
has been already ftated. 

The principles of theft precedents do 
not in the leaft aife£f any cale of Evidence 
which your M.anagers had to fupport. 
The paucity and inapplicability of inftan¬ 
ces of this kind, convince your Committee' 
that the Lords have ever uted fbme latitude 
and liberality in alt the means of bringing 
informstlob before them—nor is it ealy to 
conceive,^ that, as the Lords are, and of 
right ought to be, Judges of Law and fa&t 
matfy cafes fhouTd occur (except tljole 
wherb a perfonal v/vil ttoce witnefs is 
denied to be competent) in which a Judge, 
pofieffing «» e'Mre judicial capaci\y^ can 
. determine by anticipation iVhat' is good 


•y'dt Lords’ Joumaft. Vol. Iv. p. *04. An. 1641. f Rulh. Trial of Lord Staflftrde, p. 410. . 
^ I Lords’Journals, Vol. IV. p. a 10 . ' ^ 

jourii^si Vol. xxij. p. 536. to 546. An. 17*5. » 

.,V^* P* 54** ' Lords’Journals, Vol. xxvii; p. 63. 65. Ann. 174^. 
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evidence, snd whet not, before' be bes ifipline, they add to then|d!nefs and faga. 
heard jt. When'he lias heard it, of courfe city of tbofe who arej||H|uo plead or to 
be will judge what weight it is to have judge. But as aod human 

upon liis mind, or whether it miglit not actons ai‘e not of a nl||pP^ncj| naime, 
entirely «o be Ifruck out of the proceed' but the fubjeft is concrewVvoniplex, and • 
ings. moral, they cannot be fubjeited (without 

Your Committee, always protefting, as exceptions which reduce it aimoft tn no- 
befure, againlt the adiniibon of any taw, thing) to any certain rule. Their rules 
foreign or domeftic, as of authority in With regard to competence were many ■aod 
'parliament, fuither ^an as written rea- ftriff, and ouriawyers have mentioned it to 
fou, and the opinion of wife and informed their reproach, ** The civilians (it has been * 
men, has examined into the writers on tlic “ obferved) differ in mtbtng moretb'an 
civil law, ancient and more recent, in order *• oiimitiing evidence ; for they rejeii 
to difeover what thofe rules of evitteiice, in Hidrjpnes, ice. and whole tribes of |ied' 
any ibit applicable to criminal caies, were, “ pie^''’ But this extreme rigour as to 
which weie liippoled lo (land in the way competency, rejedled hy wurlaw, ,is not 
of the trial of offences committed in India, found lo extend to the genus of evident. 
They find, that the term evidence, but only to a p’crticular ip.cies~-Perfiinal 
evu/en'liut fiom whence our’s is taken, witnefles. Indeed, after all their .efforts 
has a. fenfe different in the Homan law, tofixthcfethingsbypofittveand iiiflexthle 
fiom what it is undeiffood to bear in the maxims,, the belt Roman lawyers in tiieir 
Engltfti juiifprudence. Tlie term inoft bed ages were obliged to confefs, that cvciy 
nearly anfwcring lo it iii the Homan, being cafe of evidence rather formed its own rule, 
probatk^ proof; which, like the tenn tlian that any rule could be a-^pted to 
evidence, is a geneiick term, including evciycafc't The bell opinions, however, 
£very thing by which a doubtful matter feem to have reduced the admifliblliry of 
may Deiendered inoreceitaintothejudge; witnelTes to a few heads.—“ Foi if,” 
or, as Gilbert expreffes it, every, matter is fnid Calliftratus, in a paffags prcTeived to 
evidence which amounts to the proof of us in the Digell, ** the teftimony is free 
the point in (pieliion *, ** from fufpicion, either on account of (he 

. On the general head of evidence or proof, “ quality of the perfon, namely, that he is 
^your Committee finds, that much has “ in a reputable fuuation; ov for caufct" 
been vvrttten by perfons learned' in the that is lo fay, that the teftimony given is 
Homan law, particularly in modern limes} not for reward, norfavour, norfbrenmity, 
and that many attempts have been made to liich a witneis is admiffible. The fiiil 
reduce to inles4he principles of evidence or defciiption to competence', between 

proof, a matter which by its very nature which and credit. Lord Hardwicke julfly 
feems incapable of that limplicuy* P*'eci' f‘ys, the difcrimination is very nice: 7 'he 
fion, and generality, which at e neceflary to other part of the text fhews their anxiety to 
fopply the matter, or to give the form to a reduce credibility Ttlelf to a fixed rule, ft 
rule of law. Much learning has been proceeds therefore, “ His fiicred Majefty, 
employed on the doctrine of indications Hadrian, iflued a lelciipt to Fivias 
andin their bjwfwi ^ Faru,, Lieuieiiant of Cillda, to-ttiis 

than is to be found in lS||»w.->Vcfy efteft, that he who his in judgment is 
fubtilcdilquifitions were inaiPm all mat- the molt capable of deicrmining what 
ters of jnrifpnidence in the tiroes of the “ credit is to be given to wiineffes/’ The 
clafllcal civil law, by the followers of the words of the letter of relcriptare as foUovir 
ftoic fchoolf. In the modern fchool of You ought beft to know wharcredit 
the fame law, the fame coyrfe was taken ** is to be given to witnefles,—.who, and 
by Baitolus, Baldus. and the civilians « of what dignity, and of what eftimatloa 
who followed tlicm, Wore the complete « they are, whether thej- lesm to deliver 
reviv.al of literatureAH the difeuflions « their evidence with fimplicity and can¬ 
to be found in thole voluminous wniiiigs “ dour—.whether they fcettl to bring a 
furuilh undoubtedly an ufefar^crcilc to formed and. premeditated difcoatfew-ov 
the mind, by methodizing the various » wliether on tWfpot they giy*.j>jobable 
forms in whkhoiiefctof facU, ofcollee- ** matter in antwer to the quettion* that are 
tion of fafts, or the qualiriet or demeanour **. put to them,*’ And there remains a 
of 'pcrlbns, reciprocally inftnence each refciipt of the fame {H-ince to Fahuus 
pihcri !m«l, by thiscourleof ji»ri«fi?al dif- Tdrxj . on the bringing out the credit of. 

•'Cilbert’v of Evidence, p.*3, f Gravlpl, 84. 8$. | W. 9 d. uf^ue 

§ Xtltyns, aep. I4tnicl;uad VjBrfos ^rk«r, Vi^. 37. 
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upeai^ to go mere to 
the ^fHereii evidenced It is 

' AVor^^^PWhat evidence, and in 

^JM-^^t'iTjearaPror degree, fli. Il amount 
i?? to pro->f i(l eacii cafe, can he lieiiried in 
Jto ntanner whatloevrr th r is lhftic.cr.tly 
certain. For, though not always, yet 
frequently, the truth of the affair may 
■**;iippe*r without any matter of fiuhlic 
^«-iecord*.— Ill fome cafes, the no'uherof 
W'the witneflfs, in others their dignity and 
*• authority, is to be weighed} in others, 
'** concurring public fame tendsco Confirm 
** the Cl edit ct the evidence in qqcflion.— 
Tilts alone I am able, and ip a few 
«* wprds, to give you as my determination, 

I ** that you ought not too readily to bind 
** yourielf to try the caufe upon any one 
“ defiription of enudence ; but you arc to 
tt eftimate by your own dilcretion what 
you ought to credit, or what appears to 
** you not to be eftablilited by proof fuf- 
♦* fecient*'.’* 

Tiie^odern writers on the civil taw 
have li^wife much matter on this fubjcA, 
and have introduced a (Iriflnefs, with le- 
garJ to perfor.al teftimony, which our par- 
licularjiirirprudence has notthoughtitatall 
. proper to adopt. In othei s wc have copied 
tlwn moie clofely. TMy divide evidence 
into two parts, in which they do nut differ 
from the ancients. }ll. What i$ evidence, 
. c»r proof by uftlf? adly. What is pre- 
JttntpttoUt which is a probable conjee* 
“ ture from a reference to fbniething 
which, coming from matfes and tokens 
** afoertained, fhalf be taken for truth, 
*< unrij (nmc other /hall be adduced 
/Vgain, they have laboured particularly to 
fix rules for prefumptiors, which they 
divide into, i. Violent and necefTnry.-^ 
a. Probable;—3. and laftly. Slight and 
raik. Cut, finding that this head of pre- 
fuitiptive evidence (which makes fb largeu 
]>art with them and with us tu the trial of 
pll caufes, and particularly criminal caufes) 

. extremely difEcuit tp afeertain, either with 
i-egsrd to what (hall be ponfujered asexdu. 
five)y creating any of thefe three degrees of 
, piel'umptipn, or what faffs, and how 

! proved,,—and what marks and tokens may 
lerve to rftabliffi thBm,-~>even thole civi* 

. lisns, witofe charaiSer it is to be I'ubtle to 
a fault, bave^ been obliged to abandop the 
'tafk»and have epnfeifed, that (he 
. labours of writers to gx rules for' thele 
mattets hare been vain and fniitUlsf. 
' One of the mo|{l ablp of them has faid, 
,/** That tbc doftoraof the'hwhavewTttteu 
» nothing of‘ value concerning prelump* 


tions, nor Is the fubje£I matter fubh as 
“to be reduced within the piefciibed 
** limit of any certain rules. In truth, it 
is from the a^ual exijfing crf/I*, and 
“ from the circumllances of the perfonSt 
“ and of the hitfinefi^ that we ought (»b-^ 
der the guidance of an incorrupt Judg- ' 
** men} of the mind, which is cdled an 
“ equitable <lircretion) to determine what , 
prefumptions or conjeflu'rat proofs areT 
“ to be admitted as rational, orrejefted as \ 
“ falfe, or on which the underftanding can 
pronounce nothing cither the one way 
“ or the other J.” ^ 

Itiscertair, that whatever ovei'*flri£l- 
nefs is to be found in the older writers on 
tliis law, with regal'd to evidtnee, it 
chiefty rclateil to the mere competency of 
witneffes} yet even here the rigour of the 
Roman lawyers relaxed on the neceffity of 
the cafe. Perfons who kept houfes of ill 
fame were with them incompetent.witnef* 
fes} yet among the maxims of that law, 
the rule is well khown of “ "tfjlei Lupa,- 
“ Hares in re Lupanari." 

In ordinary cafes, they require two wit- 
nefTes to prove a fail; and therefore they 
held, “ that if there be but one wltnefs, and 
“ no probable grounds of prefumption of 
** fome kind that one 

“ Wltnefs is by no means to be heard ^ 
and it is not inelegantly laid in that cale^ 
the failure is not in the law but in the 
** proof.” Nost jus dtjicit fed probatio. 
But if ether grounds ot prefumpiiun ap< 
pear, one witnefs is to be beaid ; ** for it 
is not neceffary that one crime fhould 
** be eftabliihcd by one fl.i t of proof only, 

“ as by witi'.tfies, or by documents, or by 
** prefumptions; all the modes of cvi> 
dence may be fo conjoined, that where 
“ none of them alone would afFefl the* 
ptiluq^',fl( the various concurrent 
** overpower him, like a 

*Thi8 is' held particularly true, in cafes 
where crimes arefecret, and detection diffi¬ 
cult. 

The neceffity of detefllng and puni/hing 
fuch crimes fiipcifeded, in the fbundeit 
authors, this theoretic aim at perfeflion, 
and obliged technical fcience to fubmit to 
praflical expedience. “ In re cxirninalit* 
(aid the rigouiiftf, Prnbattones debent 
effe evidentes et fj/ct meridiana {la~> 

I* riores and fo undoubtedly it is irt 
offences which admit fuch proof. But 
refieAien taught them, that even their ta» 
votii'ile rule# of incompetence mull give 
vvay to the exigencies of dillributivejultice. 


* ’• xxii. tif. 5. . f C^vious Voce •! Prfpfiimptio,’ 


Bartulus. 

Oce 


i ] 


One Jot ty bell modem writers on tl» 
Impei'iatci iminal law, particularly as prac- 
tifed id Saxony (Carpz(mus)rays, “This 

alone I think it proper to lemark, that 
** even ificompetent witnelTes arefomeiimes 
“ admitted, if otherwife the truth cannot 
** be got at 5 and, this particularly in 
“ fails and aitnei luhicb are of difficult 
** proof -and for this doiliine, hS cites 
r Farinacius, Mafcardus, anti other eminent 
civilians who had written on evidence.— 
Hepjocecdsaftcrwaids, “however, tliis is 
“ to be taken wiih a caution', that the im- 
** pnflibility of otherwite difcoytring the. 
“ truth, is not conftruedfiom henCe, tltat 
** other witneflVs were not ailually con- 
“ cerned, but that from tht nature of the 
“ crime, or front regat'd had to the place 
“ and time, other wtnejfes could not be 
*• prefent.” 

Many other palTages from the fame au¬ 
thority, and from others to a fimilar efFeil, 
niight be added ; We fhall only remark 
fhurtly that Gaill, a writer on the praitice 
of that law the moil frequently cited in our 
own courts, gives the rule more in the form 
of a maxim j That the law is contented 
“ with Aich proof as ran be made, if the 
“ fuhjefl iH Its nature is difficult of 
• proof And the fame writer, in 
^nother paiTage, rctiers to another Hill more 
'general maxim (and a found maxim it is) 
that the power and means of ^oof ought 
not to be. narrowed bu> enlarged, that the 
truth may not be concealed.—Probatiomm 
facultus non angufiari, fed atnpliart de- 
teat, tit ’Veritas occidteturf. 

On the whole, your Committee can 
find nothing in the writings of the learned 
in this law, any more than they could 
difeover any thing in the law of Par¬ 
liament, to fupport any one of the de¬ 
terminations given by the Judges, and 
adoptv-d by the Lords, againil the evidence 
which your X^ommittee cffereil, whether 
Hirc^l and poficivc, or merely (as for the 
greater part it was) ciicumdantial', and 
produced as a. ground to form legitimate 
prefuniption againd the defendant; nor, if 
they were to admit (which they dojnos) 
this Civil Law to be of authority-in fur- 
nifliing any rule in an impeachment of the 
Commons, more than as it may occafion- 
aily fiirni/h a principle of reafon on a new 
or undetermined point, do they find any 
rule or any principle, derived from that 
law, which could or ought to have made us 
keep back the evidence which wc offered. 
On the contrary, we rather think thefe 


rules and principles to be lA 
with our condufl, 

As to the Canon Lt^Hpur Coniidhtte^ 
finding it to have adopm the Civil 
with no very efftntial variat.on^ does noli 
feel it Aeceffary to make any psirtitulai' 
ftatertient on that fubjefil. ^ 

Ybur Committee then came to examide 
into the authorities in the Euglifh lawi 
both as it has prevailed fjr many yetto-s 
back, and as it has been recently reccivW * 
in our courts below. They found on the 
whole thp rules father lefs ftrifl, mbi^ellbe- 
r.al, otni let's loaded with pofittve limita¬ 
tions,/lan in the Roman law. 'Tl^'ori- 
gin cr this latitude may perhaps be/d«^ht 
in this circuniflance, which we know ton 
have relaxed the rigour of the Roman |iw 
—Cotins in England do not judge itpca 
evidence feundum allegata rt probentt, as^ 
in other countries, and under other la^s’ 
they do, but upon verdift. By a fi^ioii of 
Jaw, they confider the jury as fupplying 
in fomc ftnfe the place of teftijjony.— 
One witnefs (and for that reafon) is 
allowed fufficient to convifl. In cafes of 
felony, which in other laws is not per¬ 
mitted. 

In anc'ient times it has happened to the 
law of England (as in plcatling, fo in mat¬ 
ter cf •.•vidence), that a rigid ftrifliidl's in the 
application of technical rules, has been 
mdre obferved than at prefent it is. In the 
more early ages, as the minds of the Judges 
were in general lefs converfant in the 
affairs of ihe world, as the fphere of tlwir 
jurifdiiffion was lefs extenfive, as thfe mat¬ 
ters which came before them w^re of lefs' 
variety and complexity, the rule being in 
general right, not fo much inconvenience 
on the whole was found from a literal'ad¬ 
herence to it, than from an erid<htvour 
towards a liberal and equitable departure, 
for which further experience, acd a more 
continued cu.ttvatloh of equity as .1 fcieitce, 
had not then fo fully prepared them;—la - 
thofc times, that judicial policy was not ta 
be condemmd. We find too that, proba¬ 
bly from the fame caul'e, mollof thar rf.'ic- 
tiinele.ined towirds the rellriilion p and 
theoM lawyers being bred, accoiutugtothe 
then philolophy of the fchools, in habits of 
great fuhtilty and refinement of diffin^ion, 
arid h-avtng once taken that Ijeiit, vety-great 
acutenefs of mind was dii'pUyed in main¬ 
taining every rule, every maxim, every 
prefumption. of law c,reatio(tf and cvciy 
fi£lion ol law, with a puniliHous'exa£l’- 
nefs j and^ this feems to have been the 
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contfe Uws Ujiv^ taken In every “ altovjed to tbeWi ii <woUhl he better ii 
nation*.' ** tlemolijb all the general titles. . 

1 ^ proha!i^||{i'om tins rigour, and There is no general rule without ek- 
ifer.fco^ iM^effure, tliat at an early cepiion that we know ot, but tltis, that 

j^enod of our lawy far more caules of cri- the beft evidence Jhall be at/mitted<, 

iininal jurifdiflion were carried into the •ivbkb the nature oj the cafe viill afforij, 

Witle of Lords, and the Council Board, *' I will thew, that rules,, as general as 

Virhere laymen were Judges, than can or ** this, ate broke in upon, for the fake of 
,ou|^ to be atprefent. ** allowing evidence. 

As the btifiners of Courts of Equity “ There is no rule that feems more -( 

jKcame more enlarged, and mote me* binding, than that a man (hall not be ■ 

chodical I as magiftiates, for a long ferics admitted a.Vk ' evidence in bis mvn cafe^ ' 

wf jmrss preiided in the Court of Clian> “ and yet the ftatute of Hue and Cry is' 
eery, who were not bred to the ^romon *' an exception. «• 

law} as commerce, with its advantages “ A man's books are allowed to be evl* 
^d its ncceflities, opened a comniunnration “ dence, or, which is in fubftance the 
more l^geiy with other countries; as the ** fame, his fervant's books, btcaufetbe 
few of nature and nations (always a part “ nature of the cafe requires it't as m the 
of the law of England) came to be culvi- “ cafe of a brewer's iervants. 
vated} as am cncrealing empire; as new “ Anothu' general rule, that a wife 
views and new coinbinatittns of things *' cannot he witnefs againd her huibaitd, 
were open^, this antique rigour and over* “ has been broke in upon in cafes oi trea- 
done feverity gave way to the accommo* “ fon. 

dstion of human concerns, for which rules “ Another exception to the general rule. 
Were made, and not human concerns to ** that a man may not be examined vjith‘ 
bepd to them. “ out oath: the lail words of a dying man 

At length, Lord Hardwicie f in one “ are given in evidence, in the cafe of 
of the cales the mott folemnly argued that “ murder."—Such aie the doflrines of 
has b«:n in man's memory, with tlie aid of tliis great lawyer, 
the greateftlearningatthebar,and with the Cluef Judice IVi/les concuis with Lord 
md of all the learning on the Bench, both Hardwicke as to difpenfing witl\ (Irifl rules 
Bench and Bar being then fupplied with of evidence.—“ Such evidence is to bo' < 
men of the fird form, declared from the ** admitted as the ntee£iiy of the cafe will 
Bench, and in concurrence with the red of “ allow of j as, forindance, a marriage at 
JudgiM, atnd with the mod learned of '* Utrecht, Certified under the feal of the 
the long robe, the able Ccunfel on the fide niinider there, and of the laid town, and 
^ the old redii^live principles making no - that they cohabited together as man and 
reclamation—* wife, was held to be fuificient proof that 

** 't^hatthe Judges and fagts of the law “ they were mairied.” 

“ liave laid it down, that there is but This learned Judge (commenting upon 
“ OiiE general rule of evidence —/be bejl Lord Coke's doilrine, and Seijeant Haw* 

, “ that the uature of the cafe will admit." kins's after him, tliat the oaths of Jews and 
This, dien, the mader rule, that governs P.agans were not to be taken) fays, ** that 
all the fubord irate rules, does in reality “ this notion, though advanced by lb great 
ihbjcft Itfelf and its own virtue and au- “ a man, is contrary to religion, common 
tlvority te the nature of the cafe} and “ fenfe and common huinlinity) and I 
leaves bo rule at all of an independent, think the devils, to whom he has dcli- 
abdrafl, and fubrtanlive quality. ** vered them, could not have fuggeded 

Sir Dudley Ryder (then Attorney-Ge- * ** any thing woi-fe.” 
neral, al'teiwards Chief Judice) in his Chief Judice IFillest admitting Lord 
learned argument, oblerwed that— Coke to be a great lawyer, then proceeds 

• ** It is extremely proper, that there in very Itrong terms, and with niarks of 
“ Ihould be fome general rules in relation contempt, to condemn •'* bis narrow no- 
tQ tyideace i btitt if exeeftions were Kit “ tians'%' and he treats with as little 

Antiqua iuTifprudentia afpera quidem ilia, lenebricofa, et tridis, non tain In sequitare, 

. q,aam in.verburiim foperllitione fuudata, eaqoe Ciceronis astatem fere atligit, roanfiique 
Mmof eircitef ^50. banc eactpir, v’gurqOe aunos fere 7<y, fuperinri Unge humaniur } 
.quipi^ .quae OMgU utilitaie conimuni, quam pvtellate verborum| negotia moderareiur. 
cVavbta, p. Sfi. 

■ f ^Oi^buud V. Ba;k«r, Aijc. I. 
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tefpe^V or decorum the ai^clent aiuborittes 
referred to in defcnce-of Aicfi notioOa.' 

The principte of the, departuie from 
thofe rules is clearly fixed by Lord Hard~ 

^kke\%ht lays it down as follows:•*> 

The firft ground J udges have gone upon 
^ ” in <lepa< ting from ftrift rules, habf^ute 
Jhia neceJSty, »dly, AprtJUmedw- 
cclfity.”, Of the Arlt he gives ihefe 
Y inftances} « in the cafe of writings fub- 
1 ** Icribed by witneiTes, if all are dead, the 
proof of one of their hands is fuflicient 
tQ.efiablilh the deed. Where an origi¬ 
nal is loft, a copy may be admitted; if 
“ no copy, then a proof by witneftes who 
have beard the deed} and yet it is a 
“ tbiug the law abhorto admit the 
“ memory of man for evidenee." 

This enlargement through two ftages of _ 

proof, both of them contrary to the rule of of foreign laws—They liaTe tak«n”&r 
law, and both abhorrent from its princi- ‘ ' 

pies, aie by this gredit Jitdge accunnilated 
upon one another, and aie admitted, from 
. neceffityt to Accommodate liuman aftairs, 
and lu prevent that, whicii Courts are by 
every poflible means inftituted to prevent— 

A FAILURE OP JUSTICE. 

And ibis neceffity is not confined vvithin 
the ftri£t limits of phyfical caufes, but is 
moie lax, and lakes m moraly and even 
prefumed and argumentati ve neceJ/itj, a 
" neceiliiy whicb is in faft nothing more tlian 
a great degree of expediency. The, law 
creates a fiAitious neceffity againft the rules 
of evidence in favour of the convenience 
of trade: an exception, which on a fimilar 
principle had betore been admitted m the 
•Civil Law,, as to mercantile caulcs, in 
which (he books of the party were received 
to give full efteft to an inlufiicieiu degree 
of proof, called in the nicety tif their dif- 
tin£fions a femipUna probatio'*. 

But to proceed with Lord Nard^zvickei 
—he obferves, that a tradefman's hooks 
** (that is the afts of the party intarefted 
“ himfclf) are admitted as evidence, 

** though noabfolutenecr^iy, but by rea- 
** fon of a prefumpmon of neCeffity only 
“ inferred from the nature of com- 
“ meice. 

** No rule,” contitnied Lord Hard- 
toicie, ** cun be more fettled, than that 
•» teftimony is not to be received buf upon 
oalhi" but he lays it down, that an 
oath itfelf may be difpenfed ,w!{h.— 

There is another inftance,” fays he, 
where the lawful oath may be diJpenfed 

* Gain. Lib. n. Obf. ao. fetS. 5. 

t N. 8. hi fome criminal Cafes alfo, though not of treafoo, hufbjnd is admitted to prove 
an affaolitipcn Ins wife, for the King, ruled by Raymond, Chief Juftice, Trin. nth Geo. 
King «rr/«i Azir?^ Andjor various'oibsr exceptions, fee Buller's Nifi Priu«, *86,187. 


•* %ith, .where oar Comtladmit evidetioe * 
for the Crown w/zAj^patb.’* 

. In the fiune'dlfeuBidii^.fhe Chief B'lroa ; 
f Parker) citefl cafes, in which 'all the luie*'- 
of evidence had given way. ** There "i»' 
•* not a more ^ncral rule/’, ftys hfe, 

“ than that hearlay cannot be adinitjec^ 

** nor hulb^iid' and wife as, witiicftca 

agjinft each other; and yet k is ware. 

“ nous that from hecefllty tlie)> have Wea 
** allowed, not an a^/Si/A?enec«^'ty, buta* 
“ moral one.” 

It is further remarkable, in thiejuiUcial 
argum^t, that.exceptions are-allewed not 
only t/rules of evidence; but that tlife rtllc* 
ofevioencetbemfclves are notaltogfe^r tite' 
fame, where the fubjeeV inattervarie^ The’ 
Judges have, to facilitate jiiflace,' aiill^’ 
favour commerce, even adopted the rulcf 
of foreign laws —They have taken for 
granted, and would not fuflPer to he nuef- 
tioned, the regularity and juftice of the 
proceedings of foieign Courts, and tW 
have arfmitted them as evidence, not dnly 
of the faft of the decifion, but of tl» rigli 
as tolls legality—where there arc faresgit 
parties tntetcjied, and in •* commeniai 
“ matters, the rules of evidence are not 
“ ^uite the fame as in other inftances in 
“ Courts of Juftice. The cafe of Hoe 
“ and Cry, Biownlow, 47, a feme covert 
“ is not a lawful wilnefs againft herhuf- 
“ baud, except in cafes of treafon, butbas 
“ been admitted in civil cafes f. TTie 
“ teftimony of a Public Notary, is evi- 
*» denes by the law q/'France i ,contrita» 

“ are made More a Public Notaiy, and no 
other witnefs necelTiry. I fliould fotnk 
” it would be no doubt-at all, if it came 
“ in quertion here, wh^er this wmtld he 
“ a valid contraft; but a teftimony from 
“ perfons of that credit and reoutation 
• ‘ would be received as a very good'proof in 
“ foreign tianfaflions, and would autben- 
“ ticate the contiaH.”—Cro. Chart. 365; 

Thefe caies Ihew, that Courts always 
govern themfelves by thele roles in cafat 
of foreign tmnlaflrons. To this prin¬ 
ciple Lord ffort/aJ/Vitf accords I and.en- 
larging the rule of evidenc? by the uature> 
of the fnbjeft and the exigencies of the 
cafe, he lays it down, « tltat it is a com- 
“ moil and naiural prefumptioh, that 
« perfons of the Gentoo religion fljould 
“ be principally apprized of fafls and 
“ li'anfa£ 1 :ions in their own country. As 
“ the Englifh have only a faflory In this- 
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^ ttt« empire of the 
** Oi^a^:.^'opx\, 'if w,e ftipvJii admit this 
[Genilio evidence on a Gen- 
oath], it would-be agreeable to the 
tlve'Law of England.” Fqr 
tW.be cftee the proceedings of onr Couit 
e>f Adimralty, and adopts ihe Author who 
fiates-tite pieceeienti “That ibis Cmiit 
** witt give /.rW/r to tlte I'er.tencc of the 
•VCuw of Admiralty in France, and /a^r 
**'il ko be according to tight, and will 
•‘^ot examine their proctedings} for.it 
” WOtilif be fbiinti vtry ineonvcTuent^ if 
•^one kingdom fliQvdd,’ by petuit^la^Miy 
■* cpri eft the judgments and proceedings 
«♦ of another kingdom.*’ 

Snci* is the genius of the Lavs of Eng¬ 
land, that ihele two piincipks of the ge- 
ne>al moral neceiliiies of things, and the 
nature, of the cale, overrule every other 
principle, even thole rules which item the 
\ery ttixingeH. 

Chief Baron Parker, in anfwer to an 
ebjcfVion made agaiuli the ioHdel De¬ 
ponent, “ That tite plaintiff ought to have 
•* Ihcwn that he could not have the'evi- 
deiice of Chtittians j” “ 1 aniwer,” 
fakl the Chief Baruiy, " tjial, refugnant 
^ to natural jujliie, m the ftatutc of Hoe 
“ and Cry, tnc fobbeef is admitted to be 
** witiiefs of the.robbeiy, as ,a nioral or 
*^ift^umed HcctJJhj is fvjfficunt." 

The liiine le.'uncd Iviagiaraie, purfuing 
bis argdliient in favour of liheiality in 
opening and eniuging the a,venucs to jul- 
tice, dors nut admit, “ that the autlioiity 
“ oflOiie or two cafes’* is valM againll 
realpn, etjuiiy, and convenience, the vital 
principks of the Law. He cites I’/clls 
•uerfus WtlUanis, i. RcymotiU, aSa. to 
llicw that’ the ncceility ot trade has molli¬ 
fied the /<w rigorous rt'les oj the old La to, 
in their ielti.iint and diicouragemcnt of 
aliens “ A Jew may fiie at this day, 
“ but heteibjo^e be touUi not, tor then 
** they were lookxd upon as enemies, hut 
‘ now comratret has taught the ’v:orUlmore 
‘ humanity ; and therenne held, tiiat an 

* alien enemy, commoiani Ikic by the 
*.licence ot the King and und«.i his pro* 

* tcf'tiun. may luaintain a debt up-.n a 
“bond, ‘.hergh. lie did not come with 
** fiie comliich” 

far Parker, concurring with /f/tj’- 
jpsfoW.—H,' piocecds: “It was objefied 
** by iheDvIendani’s Count'd, that this is 
a novelty, and that what never has been 
done ought not to be vlonc.” Tlie an¬ 
fwer is, **, Tifri.' Lnw of Reg/an i is not 
“ lo^/btcd to ('iirt.vulai cafes, but is much 
'* more, goveined by.teaton than by my 
one cafe tohatever. ^'lic uuc aule is 



“ laid down by Lord Vaughan, fol. if$' 
" 3S, "WheFe the Law, faith he kmr^tt 
** and clear, the Judges mull dcteimine 
t* as the Law is, without regard to the 
“ inequitabienefs or .‘uconveniency* Thele- 
** defeils, if they happen in the Law, can 
“only be remedied by Pat liaincntbut 
whcie tbe Law' is doubtful and not clear, 
“ the Judges ought to interpret the Law 
“ to be as is molt conibnant to equity and 
“ what is lead incotfviaiettty 

Thefe principles of equity, conveni¬ 
ence, and natural reafun, Loid Chief Juf- 
tice Lee coniideted in the iamit ruling 
light, not only as guides in matter of in-' 
tcrprcration concerning Law in general, 
but, in particular, as controllers of the 
wliole L iw of Evidence, ivbieb being ar¬ 
tificial, and made for .convenience, is to 
be governed by that convenience for ’which 
It IS made, and is to be wholly lublervient 
to die liable principles of fubflantial jiil- 
ticc. “ I do apprelwnd,” laid that Chief 
Judice, “ that the lulcs of evidence are 
“ to be confidered as artificial rules 
“ framed Dymcn tor convenience in courts 
“ of jujiice. This is a c.ile that ought to 
** be looked upon in that light 5 and 1 rake 
it, that conlKlering evidence in this way 
** [vir. ac^ouliii;-!, 'o natural juflicej, is 
“ agree able to the genius of the Law of 
“ England^' 

The feiitinients of Murray, then Soli¬ 
citor General, aftei waids Lord Mansfield, 
are of no fmall weight in thtinfelves, and 
they arc authority by being judicially 
adopted. His ideas go to the growing 
melioritiun of the Lavi-, by making its 
liberality keep pace with the demands of 
juflice and the a£lual^ concerns of the 
woild; not redri^ling the iiiGniteiy di- 
verfified occafioiis of men, and the rules 
of natmal juilice, within artificial circum- 
feriptions, but conforming'our jurirpru- 
der.ee to the growth of cur Commerce and 
of onr empiic. This enlargement of eui* 
concerns, m the year 1744 he appears al- 
niod to h.ave foreteen, ami he lived to bc- 
lioid it. “ The Hrgunients on the other 
“ tide,'’ faid that great l.ight of the Law 
(that is, arguments againit admitting the 
teliiiuony in quetlioii from the novelty of 
the cad'), “ pi ove nothing. Doisitfol- 
“ Iwvv tioin ibence, that no ’Wttnrjfes can 
“ be ex^tmined in a cafe that never fi<eci- 
*•'' ficalh ex.Jhd before t or ihtt an a£lion 
cannot be b'ought in a cafe that never 
happened before f Reafon (being dated 
to be the fiift ginund of all laws, by 
“ the author of the book called DoiloiC 
“ ami Srudent) nmil t^tetiniue the cafe. 
“ Theieloic the only quellion is, whetlier, 

“ upoa 

V. . 
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’•» upon pfmifUt ef-rraJcKt and 

. nnvtmence^tbhiotlntjibeeulmijfiblr? 
** Cafts in law depend upon the ecta- 
** fiens which gave lile to them. All 
■“ occafions do not arile M ones j 'Now a 
phriuuiar Jpecies of Indians appears ; 
hereafter mo. bt rfp( ciei of Indta^u may 
arife. A jlatute can feldom take in all 
“ cales.—TherefoiethccsOT»iO»/iiw, that 
r“ •vjorks itfelf pure by rules draion from 
the fountain of jufice, is tor this rralon 
(operior loan Ail of Parliament*.” 
From the period of this, great judgment 
to the Trial of Wairen Haltings, Efipiire, 
tlie law has gone on continually working 
itfelf pure (lo ufeLord Mansfield'i expref- 
fion) by rules drawn fioni the fountain of 
jiiftice, ** General rules,” faid the fame 
perfon when he fat upon the bench, “ are 
•*' wifely ellahlifhcd for attaining jiidice 
wiih eafe, certainty, and difpatch. But 
** the great end of them being to do 
jujiice, the Court will fee that it be 
** really obtained. The Courts have been 
** more liberal of late years in their de- 
** termination, and iiave ino’cendeavouied 
“ to atend to the tm/ iulllce of the cafe 
than formerly f.” 

On another occalion, on a proportion 
for fettingafide a venlifl, he faid, Tins 
feems to be the true ctvir to come at 
juftce, jmd what we the) cfore ought to 
do ; for the ttue text is Bom judicis ejl 
** ampliart jujlitiani (not junfdibltoncm, 
as has been ofu-u ciud).” In con- 
foi mity to this principle, the fuppoled i tiles 
of evidence have, in late times and jmlg- 
ment*-, intlead of beiog drawn to agre.'Kcr 
degree of llriflnefS) been greatly reltxed J,. 

“ All evidence is according to the fub- 
“ jeB matter to which it is applied.-— 
There is a great dsal of dtfteience hc- 
tween length of time, that operates as z 
** ^ai- to a chtim, and that which is ufed 
only by way of evidence. Length of 
** tiihe, ufed merely by way of evidence, 
** majL be left to the contideratlon of the 
** Jury, to be credited or not, or to diaw 
“ thrir inferences one way or the other, 
according to circiimlfances.-—v"/ 
know an itijiancf in which pt 6 of may 
not be fupplted^" 

In all cafes of evidence htirA.ManfJield\ 
maxim, was to lean to admijjibilitj^ lcav> 


ing the ohjefl'ons, whicli wtit 
competency, to go to credit, and ^ lie,, 
weighed in the mind of the jury, gftef't^y 
had heard ir. -^In objeflions towilfs, (rind 
to the tcllimony of wimedes to flum,' he. 
thought **11 clear that tlie Judges ought 
“ to lean againfl obje6liQns to tlVrdfMUt- , 

Lord Ilardwitke had before declared, 
with great ti nth, “ That the botindaries of , 
what goes to the credit, ^and wh^ttoth» ,, 
** competency, <are mery wVc, etkd the 
“ latter tarried too far }” and fn the fttue 
calc he yid, ** that unlefs the objecltott 
apiie/-ecl to him to cany a ftrong danger 
“ ofperjuiy, and ibmeappaient advantage 
might accrue to the witnefs^ he was 
“ always inclined to let it go to hispredit, 

** only in order to let'in a proper light P» 

“ the cape, which wpuldothLrwi/e bejhut 
“ out ; an I in a dmbiful cafe, he laid, it 
was generally his cuftom"to «a<Avr//Ar 
“ evidence, and give fuch dncflions to the- ^ 
*‘ jury as the nature of the cafe inigiit re- * 
“ quiieff.” 

It is a known rule of evidence, that an 
iniftcft ill the matter to he fupported by 
telhiuony, difquaiilics a witnel's j yet Lord ■ 
Mtinsptcld \se^A, “ That nice ubjeftiuns to 
** a remote intcreft, which could not be 
“ paid or itleafed (though tliev held in 
“ Cither caits) were not allowed todifqna- 
** lify a witml's to a will, as pariflmmers 
•* might hive a devife to the ufe of the 
“ pour of the parifh for ever.” He went 
ftil! nc.tier, .inti his doflrine temU fo fully 
to Icitie the piineiples of <lej>attu!e from, 
or Piiheirncc* to, tides of evidence, that 
your Commititc infens part of the argu- 
mciU at 1 irge. 

” The ihl'ability of n witriefs fiom !n- 
“ terejl, is vet y different from a jofitive 
“ incapacitj. Jf a deed mail bcacknow-' 

“ lodged bitortfa Judge or N-tary Public, 

«( every other pet Ion is umlf-r a poftive 
** inc ’pacity to auibenticacc it; but ub- 
“ jcbfiuns ot intereji are drdufi.ons front 
*' nG'ural reafon, and piocecil upon a 
** ptefumption of too great a bi.i8 in the 
“ mind of the witiiets and the publtC 
utiLlj of rejeding partial tellimony**. 

** Preiumptions itand n* longer ihaa 
“ till the cuntrsry is (<ioved, 

** The piefampilun bf bias may be 


• Omichund v. Barker, tft Atkyns, iit fupra. 

Buirow, Vul. I. p. jor. Rex v. Fliihpc, p. 302,304, 3 o 5 . 
j Wyndham V. Chetwynd, ill Kotow, 4.1+, 

(I Cowper's Reports, 109. 'M^ynr of fluli v, Horner. 

^ Aluvhams v. Bonn, p. 2254. The wlwle cafe well worth readiog, 
HI Kogv. Biay. , 
i * vi/yudlum V. Chet.vyad,. 
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** tibe wiinefs lias a mendedwlio were afterwards convi^ed 

**'.|[i!f^'^r a gieaterjntereft thcothcrway, of peijwjr. IJad ffrift formalities witli 
Ue MS given'it up,, regard to Evidence been adhered to in any 

pitfoitnpiton of public utility patt of- titis prcvreeding, that very bUeIc 
he untweud, £y tti/it confpitacy wmiid have fucceeded,- and 

‘VK^d be wry tnto^^’fmeu:, undtr the lliole blark conl'pirators, iiiffcad of.rtrccir- 
^pahieufar eirtvtnJtauceSi n«t ioreceuvt ing the punilliment of their crinies, would' 
i^ Jhth tt^imony. have enjoyed tire rcwaid. of their per* 

•** .Therefore, from the courfc of bufi- juiy. 

.*‘,.,nef#, neceflity and other realbns of ex- Lord Mansfield^ it feems, had been/ 
.*♦ pfedlente, numheilffi exctf>liu).s arc al- milled in a certain cafe with regard lO' 
** lowed to the general rule.” pi ecedtnts f. His opinion was againit the' 

V Theic being the prircinK 8 o£ the latter rcafon and equity of the luppoled prac. 
yurifpiudence, the Judges havl fulTcied tice, but he ftippnfed hiinfblt not at li. 
no pufiiive riile of evidence to cqpnteiafl berty to give way to his own wiilres ant} 
thof^principles % They luve even iuf- opinions. On difcovering bis er ror, ho 
feted luhfcribing witueflVs to a will, which conGdeied liimfelf as freed from an into- . 
recites the ibundnefs of mind in the t'.f- Jerabie burthen, and haltened to undo his 
tator, tp beejratnined to prove his iiilr- former determination. There are no 
liityi and tlien the Court received evidence *' precedents,” fatd he, with foine exulta- 
to overturn that teftimor.y, and to deftroy tion, *‘ which ftaud in the way of our de- 
■ the credit oi tli. To witnefTcS. They were “ leitntning/r/>ero/^, and ac¬ 

tive in number, who attelfed to a wiil and “ cording «o the true intention of the par-, 
codicil,. They were admitted to annul th( ties.”. In the lame cafe, his leaimed 
will tltey had thernfclves attelled. .Ob. afTclToi', Jullicefelt the fame fen- 
Jejlions were taken to the corppetency of tiinents. His expredlons are remackable; 
one of the witntfTcs in fupport of the will “ Courts of Law ought to concur with 
.againlitrtsfubfcjihiiigwitneires. sf)',That ** Courts of Equity in the execution of 
^be'wltnefs was an executor in truft, and '* ihofe powers which are very convenient 
fo liable to aflions. adly, As having afV- ' to he tnl'erted in fettlements; and they 

gd under the trull; whereby, if the will ‘ ought not to hfien to nice dtfiin£iions 

were let afide, he would be liable to an- ‘ that favota: of the fehooh, but to blj.' 

|wfr for damages incirrred by the I'ale of * guided by, true good fenfe and manly 

the deceafcd's cliarinbcrs to p Mr. Frcde- ‘ reqfon. After trie Statute of Ufes it is 

yick. Mr. Frederick offered lofubmit to ' much to be lamented, that the Courts 

« rule to releafe for the fake of public jirC- ‘ of Common Law had not adopted all 

jice. Thole who roainlained the objec- ‘ the rules and maxims of. Courts of 

-jion cited Sideilin, a reporter of much ‘.‘Equity. This would have preventrd 

authority, 1x5. and ift KibJe- 134, * the abl'urdity of receiving colls in one 

Lord Man^hfcUl, Chief jiiftice, did not ‘ Court and paying them in another,’'”— 

<;c»iHtroveit thufc authorities; but in the Youe Committee dues not produce the 
pout L-of obtaining fnbllaniial juHice, die dofliir.eof this particular calc as dircAly 
created both of i hem with equal Vontt mpt, a|>plicable to their Charge, no;ii>orc than 
though iletirmincd by judges ol' high re- fevei-al of the others heie cited. We d» 

' putai.un. H's woids, are remarkable t not kno'w on wliat precedents or principles 
We do not 7/ow fit here to take our rules the evidence pronolcd by us has been 
f‘ of evidence Irom Siderfin ami Keble.” deemed inadmiiflble hythe Jud^s; there- 
H« over-ruled the cbjtfiion upon moi-e fore againll the grormds of this rcje£lion 
recent authorities, which, though not in we find it diHicuit dire^lly to-eppole Any 
iln.iUr citcomflanccs, he conlidered as thing. Thele precedents'and tirele doc- 
wiihj;! the nialbn. The Court did. not tr'incs are brought to ihew the general tern., 

,think it tvccilfary that the wjtnpls Ibcu.d per cf the Count, their growing libera- 
Iw, hsufolFcretl ro;dqa - lily, add tl>e general tendency oi all their 
;. .It. Oft this'Vrial’.* (fays Juf- tv'Hiuaif'g* wnd .alt ibeir d^terminadomt .to 

*' ihftt a black. conlpf., let ndde all fuch technical Jiibtleties or 

. ;•?* ja.y w'as toj)»?|d; to let -sfioe the Gen- formal rules which .might fland in the way 
“ lUma .’s vvrl!, tyi hoist any tcuodasioij ' of the difcovcry.of ti-yth ami the attain- 
^ whatever." ' A- pt-vdiemioo agiinft three ment of jtiliice.—The cales .are adduced 
• Lp‘'the ttHafncntary witpeffes was pecom- for the pitociplcs they epota^, 

% lWc y. • fi-Bfack, J, p. .36^, 

ku.td'.’sijj.V/. icECi; ex D-mlfl. ’Woo^fteij v. WcoiW, 

Th? 



t jorx’:! j 

' » * .^ 

The period of the cafes and arguments ea(ef overiiorne all the cdnqnhoi^^p’i^jl&ai^ 

We hav« cited) was that la which large rules of evidence* it has even''preir^^ ' 
and liberal pnnciples of evidence were over t^ firft and mofl AatUtm'Mn^mifd' 
inori; declared) and more regularly brought of afls of Farliament, and that in 
into fyde«i> B,ut they had been gra-lu- of fo penal a nature as high tfaironi'':ir& 
ally improving; and there are^ few prin> known) that ftatutes niad«« hot to epsth'hmif 
,^ciples of the later decilions which are not enlarge, but on fair grounds ad -ffcwheA ' 
to be found in determinations on cafes proon,requiretwi|witned*e8inca{e^^h^' 
prior to the time we refer to. Kot to treafon. SoitvvasunderilcK^withbiitt^f* 
f overdo this matter, and yet to bring it pute, and without di^nffmA, trht0'^jdte ara.^ 
with Tome degree of clearnefs before the gumentofa cafe in the High Court,^f.Jnf* 
Houfe, your Committee will refer but to ticeduringtheXTfurratiom ft'W^:fhoc«^ 
a few authorities, and tbofe which feem of the Pr^jrterian Minifter Lova;|)'itri^ 
moft immediately to relate to the natui-e of for high t/ealbn again ft the CoiBmhttwcaltlt 
the caufe entrufted to them. In Michael* in an a^empt to reftore the ' 2 h^ 

mas, II. W. 111 . the King v. the Warden this Trial it was contendcnl foVimtt 
of the Fleets Awitnefs, who had really mitted, that one witnefs to one ovtht a^A 
been a prifoner, and voluntarily Aiifered and one to another overt aft of the ( htv* 
to efcape, was produced to prove tlie ef* treafon, ought to be deemed fuificien^ 
tape,. To the witnefs It was objefted, that _ That precetlent, tliough furniSied'iR 
he had given a bond to be a true pi ifoner, times from which precedents were cau» 
which he had foifeited byefcapings be- tioufly drawn, was received as authority 
fuldt, he had been re-taken. His tefti- throughout the whole reign of Charles ^ 
mony was allowed; and ^y the Court, Second.^ It was equally followed after tte 
among other things, it was faid, In fecret Revolution, and at this day it is undootR- 
tranfailims, if any of the parties con- ed Law._ It is not fo from the natural 
cerned are not to be, for the necelFity of or technical rules of conflruftion of the 
the third, admitted as evidence, it will be aft of Parliament, but from the priiia 
imuoflible to deleft the praftice'} as in cinicsof juridical policy. All the Judges 
calfs of the Statute of Hue and Cry, the wno have ruled it, all the Writers of 

n robbed fliall be a witnefs to charge dit who have written upon it, aflign this 
iindiedt and in the cafe of Cooke v. reafon, and this only, 

Watts in the Exchequer, where oiie who ' plotted infiscrecy^ could in few cafes ec 
had been prejudiced by the will was ad- oiberwife brought to punijbment. 
imtted an evidence to prove it forged*. Thefanie principle of policy Kas'die- 
6o in the cafe of King v. Harris f, where tated a pi-inciple of relaxation with regard 
a feme covert was admitted as a witnefs to fevere rules of evidence, in all cafes 
for_/rflK*/K/f«t^drawing her in, when foie, fimiiar, though of a lower order in the 
to give a warrant of attorney for confef- frale of criminality. It is againft fonda- 
fing a judgment on an unlawful confidcra- nhcntal maxims that an accomplice Ihould 
Tion, whereby execution was Aied out be admitted as a witnefs { but accomplices 
againft her hufoand ; and Holt, Chief are admitted from the iwlicy of joftice# 
Juftice, held, that a feme covert could otherwife confedeiacies of vriine could not 
•not by law be a witnefs .to convift one bediHolved. 

on an information} yet in Lord Attdley*s There is no rale more folk! thad ih»t d 
cale, it being a rape on her perfon, Ihe man Hull not entitle himfelf to profit by 
was received to give evidence againft him j his own tcftiuiony ) but an informer. In 
and the Court concurred with him, be- cafeof highway robbery, may obtsun forty 
caufe it was the beft evidence the nature pounds to hjs own profit by his oiS^n'efi- 
of the thing would allow. denes. This is ^ not in eonleqijeitce of 

This decifion of Holt refers to otlters pufitive provition in the dft of Parliament; 
more early, and all on fame principle) it is a provifion of policy,^ left the pnrjM^ 

' and it is not «f th\day that this one great of the aft Ihould be demt^* 
principle of eminent public expedience,' Now, if policy htsp diftated this very 
this moral neceflity %, ** that crimes fiiould large conftrtiftioA of an aft of Parliament 
«* not efcape with impunity,'^ has in all concerning high tneafoq } if the Ihmc po* 

' 's 

* In this fingle point Holt did not concur trith the reft of tbs Judges, 
f iftSiderfin, p. 431. - ^ ' e 

• i Intereft Reipubltcis ut maleftcia ne remaosant impnnita. 

■ II Love’s Trial, Siuu Trials, VoLa. p. X44. »?» to ayg, and 177 i and Poafr*fCfbvm 

faw, p. »3S. , , « A Tu- 

'tirrPL£ME.'«T; ^ T 
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0(CepdQns to the deawft 
t'ttiea yf-evidence in' other 
I lind if all this lati- 
eqttwmAi; mattero for the 
part within ojir inftiUr bounds) 
oi^ li^omimuee'coaitt not, with ftretv to 
, .^ liiruer and more remedial joHice of the 
Farliamdit, admit any nilesy or 
riil«s» uncorj'fefled and imcon- 
Jmlltid by eircuniftancesy to prevail in a 
which renrded offences of a nmure 
difficntt of deteaicm. and committed 
^ froin the fphere of the ordbary prac- 
of our Courts. 

If any thing of an over-forihal ftrift- 
nefs it introduced into the TriaiVif War« 
.rendiud^buy El<)uirc» it does not feem to 
be ^cpied nrom the decifions of cheie tri* 
bnnan. It is with great fatnfaAion your 
Cdmaiittee has founu, that the reproach of 
diffp^cefol (bbtietieSy** inferior rules of 
evidence, which prevent the difeovery of 
truih, of forms, am} modes of proceed. 

which ftaml in the way of that juf* 
ttca, the foi warding of which is the foie 
ratiopai objeft of their invention, cannot 
tairly be imputed to the Ooinmon law of 
Engtand, or to the ordinary praflice of 
the Courts'below. . 

CiaCVMSTAMTlAL BVtDSKCE, &C. 

. • The rules of evidence in civil and in 
eriminsl cafes, in law and in equity, being 
only reafon methodized, are .certainly the 
fhme. Your Committee however finds, 
riwt the far greater j^rt of the law of 
evidence to be found in'our Bocks turns 
-upon queftions relative to civil concerns. 
Civil cafes regard property i now, al. 
though property itfelf is not, yet almoft 
every thing concerning property, and all 
its modificatiotis, is ot artihcial contri. 
van'ce. The rules concerning it become 
more fwGtive, ‘as eonne^led- with podtive 
inditution. The Legiflature therefore af. 
ways,, the Jutilt frequently, may ordain 
certain methods, by which alone they will 
fntfer fuel) matters to he known aiid efta- 
blifhedf beanyfe their very cfTence, for 
the greater part, depends on the arbitrary 
conventiont^of men. Men a£l on them, 
with all the power of a creator over bis 
, creature... They mske-fiaions of law and 
' ^refdmpndns'ol law ( ffte/umptimes juris 
-JKt ae Jure)* according to their ideas of 
'trtiKryl 'and sgainft thoft f^Aions and 
agatnfl; jneliimpiions fo CTeated, they do 
. and biay rejeiX all evidence. However, 
even tU thefe cafes there is fome relb-aint. 
V:^0i:d.Man5fieIU has Ik in a liberal fpirit 


againft the fiflions of law tldxnlUvei) 
and he ^clared, that he would do, what 
in one cadr he actually did, and^ mofl 
wifely—that he 'would admit evidence 
againft a of law, when the fiftion 
miliuted againft the policy on which it 
was made » 

Thus it is with things which owe their' 
eviftence to men { but where the fubjefil 
is of a phyfical nature, or of a moral na-oy 
tore independent of thrir conventions,’ 
men have no other realbnalQe authority' 
than to regifter and digeft the refults of 
experience and obfervatidn. .^Crimes ai« 
the afllons of phyfical beings, with an 
evil intention abufing their phyfical powers 
againft juftice, and to the detriment of 
fuciety. In this cafe fi^lions of law and 
artificial prefumptions f juris et tie jure) 
have little or no place. The prefumptions 
which belong to criminal calcs are thofe 
natural and popular prefumptions which 
are only obfervations turned into maxims, 
like adages and apophthegms, and are ad¬ 
mitted (when their grounds are sftabliflied) 
in the place of proof where better is want¬ 
ing, but are to be always overturned by 
counter proof. 

Thefe prefumptions moftly go to the 
inteHtioH. In all criminal cafes, the crime 
(except where the Uw itfelf implies ma¬ 
lice) confifts rather in the intention iham', 
the a£lion. Now, the intention is prov-' 
cd but by two ways: either, x(t, by 
. confeffion—this firft cafe is rare, but fim. 
ple-f idly, bj circumftantial proof. This 
18 difficult, and requires care and pains t 
the connexion of the intention and the 
cii'cumfiances is plainly of fuch a nature 
as inure to depend on the fagacity of the 
obferver than on. the excellence of any 
rule. The pains taken by the civilians 
on that fubjcA have not been ,very fruit- - 
ful I and the Englifti Law Writers have, 
perhaps, as wi(e^, in a manner aban¬ 
doned the purfuit. 

In truth, it ieenis a wild attempt to liy 
down any rule for the proof of mtention 
by circumftantial evidence | all the afls 
of the party’; all things that explain or 
throw light on thefe a£ls; all ihe a£ls 
of Others relative to the affair, that come 
to his knowledge, and may influence him; 
his fiiendfhips and.enmities, his promifes, 
his threats, die truth of hts difeourfes, the 
falfehood of his apolt^ies, pretences, and 
explanations, his looks, his fpeech; his 
filence where Iw was called to f^k ; 
every thing which tends to eftablilh the 
connexion between all theft particulars; 


Burrow, 815. Coppendalv. Bridgen. 


every 



—every CMXumftance, precedenti caned- ilatw rmputarione bntfefS^mCeaeiorti^^^^^ 
mitant^ and fub&quent, become parts ni' ire co|p 4 u 9 *'becatt&-lQ;j^rk uiipp^n* 
circqaiftantial ceiaence, Tfaefe are rfl' of,tlif‘evidineb!oS*«^. w^jiHisTuiif 
their nature infinite, and cannot be com- j^taily an. the titter Cbarg;^) ha^l^eQ 
prebendSd within any rulci pr brought circpinitantiPl* ^ainft the ^tjuduKe of 
viKler any claflification* the Ignorant yot^ Connni^ttK the 

Now, aa the force of that pi’efiimptive judgment,>of the leained* ,lt it wnwwn . 
and conje^nrai proof rarely if ever de« to them, that wheq. thitrf^oi^ ia '.ih ita 
, pnds upon *one faft only, hot is col- gi«atel| periefiiibn^^tis, wbw itir^oioft 
lefled from the number an'l accumulafion abundant in cireumlbaneet^ .tnu^ht - 
of circumftances concurrent in one point, fuperior to poiiiive' {nroof f this * 

we do not find an inftance, until thi« Trial we have theautluiri CT fof 
of Warren Hafiinge, Efquire (which has' who ptefided at thdTditd:,of Ci^plMli|n,l?p« 
produced many novelfies), thhr attempts nellaniX ,V'i') 

nave been made by any Court to call on ** Cn the part, of thp.Srbih^)tie%.s > 
the Profecutor for an account of the pur- great deal of evidence haa. been l^ibe-o. 
pofe for which he means to produce each tote you. It is dll eir^umlthni^ 'eyi* 
pat tide of this circumftantial evidence, to '** dence, and in its natum.jt 
take up the circumftances one by one, to ** for, in cafes of this Ihrt, Dontattii ytMi^ 
pi cjudge the efficacy of each matter fepa- ** enough to commit tlie aft in thiept^^* 
rately in proving the point; and thus to ** of other perfons, or tofufiFer them id fcp 
break to pieces and to garble thofe fafls, ** what he does at the time j and tbe^ 
upon the multitude of which, their com- ** fore it can only be made out by 
bmation, and the relation of all their com- ** fiances,-either Wore the eoainuttiitg of 
poneni parts to each other and to the cul- " the aff,- at the time when it u^s com- 
prit, the whole force and virtue of ffiia ** mitted, or rubfequentto it| and a pre¬ 
evidence depends.. To do any thing which ** fumptton, vvhich necefiarily arifes from 
can defiroy this culleftive efie£f, is to deny ** circumftances, is very often more con- 
circumfiantiai evidence. ** vincing and more fatisfa^ory tlmn any 

Your Committee too cannot but ex- ** other kind of evidence, bceauie it is 
prefs their ftirprise at the particular period not within the reach and compafs of 
of the prelent Trial when the attempts to human abilities to invent a train of ciri 
' which we have alluded firft began to be ** cumilancef which lhall, be £d cooneffed 
made. The two firft great branches of ** together as to amount to a proof of 
the accufation of this lioufe againft War- '* gmlt, without affording o{^oriujnities ,of 
ren Haftings, Elquire, lelate to public and '* contradiffing a great ^rt, if not all, of 
notorious a^s, capable of dfnm piv^l ** thefe circumWanees. But if theeircum- 
iiich as the expulfion of Clteyt Sing, w^ ” ftances are ftich as, when laid toge^V 
its confequences on the-province or Be- ** bring ConviAion to your minds, it, is 
naves, and theieisure of the tixafures and “ then fully equal, if not, ..as t told you 
jagbires of the Begums of O.ude, Yet in ** before, mari convincing tbau poimvo 
the proof of thofe crimes your Commitue ** evidence/' ' 
cannot juftly complain, that we were very ^ In the Trial of Donellan nq A)^ 
narrowly circumlaibed in the p^udiion tion was ufed as we have lately, 
of much cirfuinftantial as well at pofitive rienoed; no limitatiun to file jnrm^&cn 
eviWee, We did not find any lerious. of evei y matter, before, at, and after dip 
refilhmce on this head, till we came to faft ebarg^. . - 

make good our Charges of fecret crimes} The Trial wee (as we conceive).j 
prinies of a clafs and defcripljon, in the eondofted by the learned Jodtt} ‘ ^ , 

E roof of which aU Judges of all countries fecret .crimes, fiich as feent affalHoehOR, 
ave found it neceiury to relax afeipft all fwifenlug, bribery, p^ulaiipn,'and excbr- 
their rules of competency t fueh crimes as lion (the three fall bf which tfiif Houfe 
p^uhtiou}- pecuniary eatwtion, hat charged uppn ,Mr. .Ifsftingt), esu 

and bribery. Eight out of nine of the. very rarely be proved m any ot^.way. 
queftiuns put to w Judges by the l^ords, That way of proof it msdf, t® 

>in lihe firlt ftage of the Proiecution, re- faflion to a featching, cqificable, and in- 
lated to ctrcumftancee offered.in,proof of telligent mind} and there muft norte & 
thefe feeixt crimes. failure pf juftke. |,ord KJanificlif bat 

Much induftry and art lutvabeen ufed, faid^ that he did not know-a cafe in which 
*among ^e illiterate aqil inexperienced, to proof might not he Ihpplied * 

* Vide fii|^ 

(Ex) yam 



r^cted to tiic 
1 ind they liavci and 
ly ti{i|on Iti ‘Farft, on account 
Odwiilfuti^iii^ and ability of the 
the C8ofe,'aod the parti* 
t^!n^nhe:ha» paid to thefobjc^ 
form* a Book in his 
Prius. Next, Bccaufe, 


has fo faile^ l^ eourle much lefs Jable 
to inconvenience where, tjie'-i'atne per&ns 
decide both the law and the faS 
To iliuftrate the difiicultie's to Wliicli 

J our Committee was fubje£led con this 
ead, we think it fuiiicient to fubmit to 
the fioufe (referving a more fuUdifculTion' 
on this important point to another occa* 


}i went wAe//ronchciniiHantiaj fion) the following fliort (latement of an 
tlw proceedings in it furni/h incident which occurred in this Trial - 


. the fflofl complete and the fulleft 

bn that fubjeil. Thirdly, Be* 
the cafe is recent; and the Law 
.«|0not be fuppofed to be materially al* 

' lince the time of that event/ 

Comparing the proceedings oh that 
Ttialp md tm do^rines hrom the Bench, 
with the dofbrtnes we have heard from the 
WoolTack, pur Committee cannot com* 
prebend bow they can be reconciled* 

For the Lords compelled the Managers 
to decfaie for what p'urpofe they produced 

eacli feparate member'of their circum 

____ 


By an exprefs order of the Court of 
Dircflors (to which by the exprefs words 
of the aA of Parliament under which he 
held his office he was ordered to yield obe* 
dience) Mr. Haftliigs and hiS Colleagues 
were dire^ed to make an enquiry into ai} 
offences of bribery and corruption in of* 
hce. On the i jtn of March a charge in 
writing of bribery and coiruptton in of* 
fice was brought againit bimfuf* On the 
13th of the fame month, the Accufer, a 
man of high rank, -the Rajah Nundcomar, 
appears perfonally before the Council, to 


^antial j 5 thing, as we conceive, make giiod hk charge againft Mr. Haf, 

not ulbal, and'mtritbniarly not. obferved tings before his own face. Mr. Haltiiigs 
in the Tfi^i Doneljp, We haye ob* thereon fell into a very intemperate heatj 
ferved in thst Trial^ and in moft others obftinately refufed to be prefent at the 


which.we have had oceafion to relbrt to, 
tlibt the Profejtuter is fttSered to proceed 
narratively and hiftorically without'inter- 
yuption, If indeed it appearo on the face 
pf the n^nationj what is reptefenied 
to have been faid, written, or done^ did 
pot Come to the knowledge of the Pri* 
foner, 8.'^eftton (bmetimesi but rarely, 
Jkis. been aikied. Whether the Prifoner 


exaniination, attempted to tCffolve the 
Council, and contumacioufly retired from 
it. Three of the other Members, a ma« 
jority of the Council, in execution of dicir , 
duly, and in obedience to the orders re. "T 
ceived under the aA of Parliament, pro* 
Ceeded to take the evidence, which is very 
minute aod particular, and was entered 
in the records of the Council by the re* 


could be alfeaed with the knowledge of osjar official Secjvtary. It was after 


ir>. When a ebnneflton with the Perfqn 
of the priibner has been in any way 
ihewn, or efen promifed to be ffiewn, the 
evidence is allotted to go on vntWit fur¬ 
ther oppofition. The lending of a lealed 


ids read {n Mr liailings’s own prC' 
pee, 4nd by him tranfmined* under hi^ 
own fignature, to the Court of OireAors. 
A feparate letter was alfo written by him, 
, . about thO lame time,, defiring, pn his part, 

Mtter, the rryeipt of a fealed letfpr inferred • that in anyenquiry into his conduct *' not 
tro'm the debvi^y to the Priibner's ib'vant, *‘a IJnglc word Ibodld efcape obferya* 

«tion.” - 

This proceeding in the Council your 
Committee, in its natural ordeiy and in a 


the bare pofleffion of'a paper written by 
anyotlpur^p^n,. on the pi-^umption ihaj 
the eoMeati of liich letters or fuch wiper 


*'*'^u^^l®?hePrilbner} andt^QCibg uarfstive chain of piremndantid proofj 
MV thin^g was faid pr done, offered in evidence. It was npt permitted 
l**iug;,orJiear- to be read: and on the aoth and sift of 

ftom the Wool- 
evideiMie 
Con- 


f<we«edthe juiy i6 pay no regaid to 
““t «r «payer|atidh the jptoof of vybith 


s». 


♦* party, who wilhes w intiwuce a Paper' 
If of that kind, is qi)le(|-upon'not only 


'f J[^acb,p. laS, Gordon’s Cafe, ibid. p. 14c. JUrdPreftoa'iCsle, 

^ P' * 79 * Fofter’a Crown Law, p. loE. Can- 

kHv JP* Kington,- $t. Tf» d* P- *44- 
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** to0ati6, hut to maie out on proof, tbr 
•• •wboU of the ground} 'upon which be 
“ proceed} to mMe that Paper proper 
“ ^«A«.—-That the evidence that is pro- 
'* duce(l*muft be the demeanour ot the 
** party fefpeEting that pper; and it it 
■* the connection between tliem, ma/e'- 
rial to the charge depending,’ that will 
(' enable them to be produced.'* 

Your Committee obierves, tlvat this was • 
not a paper foreign to the prifoner, and 
il-iit to hitn as a letter, the receipt of 
which, and his conduCl thereon, were to 
he brought home to him, to infer hisgtiiit 
froin his demeoupur. It was 'an office 
document of his own department, con-. 
;Cerning biitirelf,‘and kept by officers of his 
own, and by himfeif u-anfmitted, as we 
have faid, to the Court of Directors. Its 
proof was in the record. The charge made 
againft him, and his demeanour on being 
acquainted with it, wero not in feparate' 
evidence. Tliey ail lay, together, and 
“compofed a jConiieCied narrative of tbs bu- 
finei^ authenticated by himfeif. 

In that cafe it feems to yonr Committee 
extremely irregular and prepollerous to 
demand previous and extraneous proo& of 
the demeanour of ti>c P^ty refpeCfing the 
paper, and the connexion between tiiem, 
as material to the charge depending; for 
*'tiiis would be to try what the effisCl and 
operation of the evidence would be on the 
inue of the canfe, before its production. 

The.doCliine fo laid down demands that 
every feyerai cii cuinftance Ihould in itfelf 
he conciuiive, or at leaft fltould afford a 
violent prefumptionit mnlf we were told, 
without queftion, be material to the charge 
depending i But, as we conceive, ■ its 
materiality, moj'e or lefs, is not in the fiilt 
inftance to be ellabtilhed. _ To make it 
admiffible, it is enough to gi ve proof, or to 
raife a legal inference of its connexion 
hot!) with the charge depending, and the 
perfuu of the party charged, where it does 
not appear on the, face of the evidence 
offered, Befides, by this new doClrine, 
the tn^^cmlity required to be fhewn mult 
be decided from a conlideration not of the 
whole cw'cumftance, but >*» truth of one 
half of thp circuniftanee of a demcanonr', 
uncomir.Cledwith,and unexplained by thjt 
pn which it arofe, though thq dptttutCIion 
between the deiheanour of the party and 
the paper is that which mulf, l» Aewn. 
Your Committee, after all they have heard, - 
is yet to learn ht>w tlip full lore!? and effeCl 
of any demeanour, as.ey.idence of guilt or 
iipaucence, can lie knnwq, unleiit it be alfo 
folly known to what that demeanoui- 
fippliid'^ unlsfs when a perfou did of &td 


any thtn|, it be^cnown^ nof gei^Qy |itxt 
ab^aClfmyi that a paper, was read to .Win, 
hut pai^tculaily and* fpe^dcally what ' 
weee thf cinleHteof ihatpapfrt Wbe, 
therthey were mattem rightly or w^htily 
aUcdgeo,|..wUhih. .the,powev of jJtj? patty 
accu(M>> have Confuted dii;^ fpot,, if 
fal/ej '.or Aieh as, though'he m^bt bave 
denied, he could nut iiUlandy havq.dlf* 
jM-oved. The doStifie app^r^, aud &i.U 

S pars, to your Comtm|ip«|o'hc, totally * 
orrent from the geniui of eifcumlhiay 
tial evidence, and nn(l‘bid,vonRy,ffihverrtvu 
of its u(^. W« did, hbwayqf» that 
extraneous proof which wM'dC)ia^dfd.'Of 
Its, but h was.refufed, 
document. ... 

Your Committee thought tttem&lves 
more bound to contend for every modOrjof 
evidence to the intention i becauia in mahr 
of the cafes the yrofs faCl was adndtteil, 
and (he Prifoner aiid his. Cuunfel fee up ' 
pretences of public neceffiiy and public 
leiTice for bis juffiiicatian. No. way lay 
open for rebutting this Jullidcation, but by 
bnnging out all mecircuitiftances attend* 
ant on die u-anfiiClioa. 


ORQEa AND JIMS OF. FHOO VCINC CVt* 
.^PEifCE. 

Your Committee found great impcdl* 
meiit in thb pioduClioa of evidence, not 
only on account of the general do^rinea 
fiippoled to exift concerning itsinadihiffibk* 
lity dravvn from its own.tailedged natural 
incuiiipetency, or from its inapplicability 
under titai pleading of the Impeachment of 
this Hbiife^ but aU'o from the mode of 
proceeding in bringing it forward, illwv 
evidence wliich w« thought neceffTary to tlie 
elucidation of the caufe Was not fuffTered, 
upon >be fuppo(«{ rules of extttmnation its 
chief, and crofs exspnimtion^-uml qnfup* 
poled rules, forming a dillinfridn bet.we«|i 
evidence originc^ pi oducyd on the cbuge« 
and evidence offrred on, the reply. f , 

Onallthefe, your Committee o^erfea 
in general, that if the rules which fefpd^ 
the fub'ftance'of the evidence'ere (aa'tiw 
great lawyers on Whole autlibrity yve jlland 
affert theyr are) ih> more tnan'rtiles of coo. 
venienee; much more are thofe iUb^ihate 
rules which the brdfr» file, manner, 
mwl ,thfc time 61' jthe ari'angement. Thefe 
■art! purely arbitrary} wti^ut the lealt 
refWfncfrSo any fixed pfindpte to ihe na. 
mredf things, or lo any frttled maxim of 
juri^ttttencc, and confrqtnmtiy are varia. 
ble at mry »ti.fta&r, as the'cdBtrcqicnces pf 
Jlhe.^fe may'require. 





f mvili ] 


til' the order of mere 
fttti ih<^ it a d.ff!:i etice between 
W of Witne^ in chief, and crofs 
MhMiuo, ind that in nneral tbefe 
-n,., ■Wj>aw» are propeily eaft, according 
■?* dw parties in tiie caufc; 


CommoQ Uaw (good and uftfiii'on ' tlie 
whole) prelcrihc limits which the mere- 

pnncides ,of joftice would of tbentdelvcs 
never fix. » « 

„« came; of Chancwy^rifrcJor^'*' 

fait there iwithec is nor can be an/ precifc Jnrildiaio/rexcent'Jn'feS Admiralty 

W difbriminate tlie exa£t bounds be, the Aft Parljamenrl a 9““*** 
Weeft^ejamination and crols examination, fiaftical Courts whereii! the tdiUs nothv 
«b ar to tnne, there is neceffarily fome an incldfed hirv In thofc! e^L*^.r u 'i 
^t a limit l««l to fix , The only limits a.e , %T f 

awe whteb can be fixed with any tolerable caufe » is contimw.! ‘ 

4^ee of precifion, is. when the Judge, S- S Ion* ,"?T 

after foUy bearing all parties, is Vcoiffi. nefie, are exwSned ^ren\Vhl“^ 
ifcr of hij verdift or his fentence. Whilft ftaffe for ea^h r^lar 

the oauTe cMittnues under hearing in any tion! under the 
Aape, or in any ftage of the procefi^ dSeSonA 
h IS the duty of the Judge to receive every offered ** evidence 

^fer of csddedcc, apparently uxtte'nar. lb* ik- ver nf th ^ *® ^be knowledge or 

piw »him, rtwgh £ s; EcT^f, i? E"’’’ »" '•» 

^^.fc, lhouU ™,^i,giUor. L. ./..riijSrm'f«Sr’"w«. n‘ 

•parties HehasaduWhis^^^^^^ 

iiall. who raniinf hf Tit I......._ s« 


(ccuior.~lnottr law a permanent prufe. 
g>tor is not of necefliiy. Tlte Crown 
Fruleciitor in criminal c»ies is a Grand 
Jury} and this is difl'olve|||^lt3iitly on its 
liniliugt and its prelentm^. But if no 

,K's‘sr,rc’;ri.‘K::j 

through itsofiker, the Clerk of the Ar. ^ ^ ^inon Iaw 

wigns, to examine and crots-exauitne 
evety wirnefs who prelents binilelf; and 


;. —v¥cir(niniter 

Hall, who cannot be fuppolid ignorant of 
the preflicc of the Couit of Chancery j 
and who fit to try appeals from the Adiid, 
ralty and Ecclehalhcal Coui ts as 0-le 
gates. 


are neither many nor important in any 
totirf of this part of the kingdom, your 
Committee thinks it right to date the un- 




-- .. j asiM lOllff 

a» evkJtncte (haJJ be otf«red within tbe'time 
wtuch the mode of trial will admit. 

Yew Committee is of opinion, that if 
ft Has happened, that witiicires or other 
kinds of evidence have not been frequently 
p-^lttCttl afttir the clofing of the priloner'a 
defence, or fuch evidence has not been in 


^ ™ MXMK,js.y k «/«iiuicrciiea 

by usf from Csrpzoyius, He lavs, “that a 
“ doubt has au’len whether evidence beins 
« once given in a trial on a public prole. 
cwton (t 0 pnee/uinqui/Uori9j and the 
vifitnelTts being examined,, it may be 
allowed to form other and new anrdts. 

:&iS,S£rCS 

isissss 

produfti^n by any of tlw mrtws • lIsMufe IVt**®®*. which i.i Hie Hi^h Court of Piir, 


, ^ Preflicsof Cbancery. Val II n . r.u « 

fXi'ehtonft. ft. a, rv v-v ' 1*: ♦* I-Ch. Ca 4X8. 

D“. tit. »!<} V,i.er, Tit. hvdenGe IV « \ 
Carift^Piaft. SaxomCriiniD. Panm, Q^,elt! u^.. No,,^ 


Is C!ha CSo 

Carpzcvius 
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Carpcovtus couplfs.the prodiiAion of new 
.witneiTes and the funning of new artielee 
<the iindoubtedprivilege of the Commons) 
at intimately and necetiTnily conne^led. 
He then jn-oceeds to fulve the doubt— 
** Cei-tainiy (fays he) there are authors 
** wlio daw, that, after publication of 
" the depolitions, any new witnelTes and 
.** proofs, that can affefl the priibner, 
** uuglit to be received, which (fays he) is 
“ true in a cafe where a private profecutor 
“ has intervened, who produces the wit- 
** neifes. Btit if the Judge proceeds by 
** way of inquifition ex opcio, then, even 
** after the cumpletion ot the examination 
** of witnelTes againft the prifancr, new 
** wttnefles may be received and examined j 
** and on new grounds of fufpicion ariiing, 
*' new articles may be fbr.ned according 
** to the common opinion of the Duffors; 
** and as it is the moll generally received, 
'* fo it is moft agreeable to reafon.*' 

And in another chtpter, relative to the 
ordinary criminal proceis by a private prd- 
(ecutor, he lays it down, on the authority 
pF Angelas, Bartolus, and others, .that 
after the right of the party profecutiiig is 
expired, the Judee faking up the matter ex 
ejielv^ may direct new witneflVa and new 
proofs, even after publication*. Other 
palTtges from the fame writer, and from 
'^thers, migitt be added ^ but your Com- 
iiiiitee tnitfs that what they have pro luced 
is fufficient to Ihew the genera] pri.iciples 
of the Iin|)eriat Criminal Law. 

The High Court of Parliament bears in 
its inodes of proceeding a iiiuclt greater' 
refcinblance to the.cuuilc of the Cuuit of 
Chancery, the Admiralty, ajid Eccle- 
.A;iffical Courts (which are the King's 
Courts too, and their law the law of me 
land) than to ihofeof tliecommon law. 

The accufatiun is' brought irrto Parlia¬ 
ment at this very day by exhibiting ar¬ 
ticles } which, your Committee is informed, 
is the legtilar mode of commencing a cri¬ 
minal profecution, where the office of the 
Judge is promoted in the Civil and Canon 
Law Courts of this country. The anfwer 
again is uihally fpecific, both to the faft 
and the law alledged in each paiticular 
article, which is agreeable to t le prucceo- 
ings the Civil Law, and not of the 
Common Law. 

Anciently the re&mblance was much 
nearer and Wronger. Selden, who was. 
himielf a great ornament of the Common 
Law, and isvho was perfbnally engageil in 
moft of thtfinpeachmentapf his tim<b has 


writteii expre% on the judkamre mPsi>« 
?i*J?*iJ?** fourth cli^jntr, inrimieA 

OfVrsm^eSt he lays ddwn the pra61i«4 
his rime, as well as of ancient tuues, 
refjptA to the proof by examination | ami 
it IS clisrly a praaice more firndai- tp that 
of the Civil than the Common La#, 

, Theprai51iceat tbisday (fayshe) is 

** to fwear the witnddk in open houli, 

and then to examine them there, or 

a Cmmiiieef either umnim^regaieri^ 

** agreed upon in the Houii^ pr iiioh ,$» 
*• the Committee in their diicmibg IhW 
•* demand—thus it was in andrent d^et.' 
•* as (hall appear by ffie ;iu^eife«ts, fp. 
'* many as they are, thty being veir 
“ fparing to record tliole cereiiH^ieii, 
“ which I ili;ill briefly recite, I then wirf 
“ thol'e of later times.” ■ . 

Accordingly, in times ib late as thbflt 0^ 
the tiial of Lord Middlelexf, upoi^ hat 
Impeachment of the Commons, tJ»e v^le 
courfe of the proceeding, efpeeiaily m th* 
mode of adducing the evidence, was in p 
manner the fame as in tiie civil la'w; de)i^ 
tionsweie taken, and publication regulatiy 
pall'ed i and on the trial of Loud Straffoide, 
both modes pointed out by Selden &em to 
have been indilferentiy tiled. 

It follows, tlierefere, that this High 
Court (bound by none of their rules) has . 
a Hbeity to adopt the methods of any of 
the legal Courts of the kingdom at na 
dilcretion; apd in ysWdilcretbn it ought 
to adopt tlwfe wliich bear the nearett re. 
lemblance to its own conftitution, to it* 
own proceilure, and tolts exigencies in the 
promotion of juftiee. 

There aie eonveitiencies and inconve- 
niencies both in the fhorier and the longer 
mode of trial. But to bring the ineth^ 
obler'ved (if liich,are in fa'a oblerved) ii» 
the former, only from neceffiiy, into the 
jatter, by choice, Is to load it with the 
inconveniency of l>oth, withcdit the advar 
tages of either. The chief benefit trf' any 
proceis which admits of adjournments, is 
that it may afford means of fuller informst. 
tion and more mature <fetibera:ioft.-»I| 
neither of the {lartiea have* ftiia nght'to 
it, yet the Coiirt or the Jury, as the cafe 
may he, ought to demand it. . 

Your Committee is of ofMiuon, that all 
rules r^tive to hches orn^ikas in a paitv 
to the fuit, which may eaule nonliiit on tlk 
one hand, or judgment by default in the 
other, all things which cauft the party 
coiiere ix jure, ought not to lie adhered to 
in the ubnuiljrigour, even in eivil cafes; 


• Carpj.Praft, Saxpn. Crimid. Pari III, Ogeft. lof. f as Jat. 1 .1644. 



fer feirit. vt^hlch takes 
, ijroiw pp _w'ta|treg' aimf ^ifures on either 
tttgnvern Ir eau/es ct i* 
r* Ji^ges ought to lean againO; 
pf^s^CThJttempt to MnfMta. plaintiff on ul>> 
r^^^ljm^ whieb have no relation to the 
If is unconfcionahle in a 
o^A^ntto fake advantage of the n/fViV 

-agnirft fnch ohieftions, 

>* poffible ^tefum^tion ought to be 
•obhich tngemttj can fuggeft .— 
].** IfovV difgraceful wotild it lie to the 
’ ftdrhiniftration of JulHce to allow» chicane 

■*' 'tobbftrttfi right *.*’ Tliis dfifervatiun 
of Lord applies equally to every 

meanV by which, indire^iy as well as 
direiijy, the cattle may fail upoh any other 
principles than thole of its merits f. He 
thinks, that all the refonrces of ingenuity 
oughttpbe employed to baf^e chicane, not 
to Hij^rt it. The calk in which Lord 
h^ans^Ul has 4*^llvered this (eniiment is 
merely a civil one. In civil'chufes of 
j^eum & tuutn, it imports Tlitfe to the com- 
' mbnweahh, whether Titus or Masvitts pio- 
fitsbf a lesptcy} or whether John a Nokes or 

i ohbaStiles IS lelle*l of the tnsnor of 0-«le. 
^or which realbn, in many caies, the private 
interefls of men are left by courts to Inffer 
by ih«r owit negiefls', and their own want 
of yfgiiahce, theirforiunesarepermitted 
to inffer'from the Hime canfes in all the 
concerns of common life. But in crimes, 
where the profecution is on tlie part of the 
public (as all criminal prolecutious are, 
cxce^ appeah) the public pruiVeutor ought 
not to be confidcied as a plaintiff in a caul'e 
of meum. Sf iuuin\ nor the piifoner in 
Aich a caiife as a common defeniiant. In 
fuch a canfe the State iileif is highly con. 

. eerned in the event: On the other hand, the 
prifviner may Icle life, which all the wealth 
and power of all the States in tlie world 
cannot reflore to him. Uhdoiibtully the 
State on^ht not to be weighetl againlf 
piftiCfe jf but it wonld be dreadful iiwlsed if 
cautes of fnch importance fliouUl be ficii- 
ftced to petty regulations, i,f mn-e !<■. 
Condai'y convenience, not at all ad.ipied to 
fuch cuiKvrns, nor even inai’i: with a view 
to'tlieiii^exiAetice. Your Committee teadily 
, adopts the opinion of the learned Ryder, 
that it would be better if tliere were no liich 
/liktles, than that there'fltouUJ’ be no cxccp. 

tb them. ''Lonl//i!r'«'’u;f>fedecl3red 
‘yw^'pvbperly, fn the calc nf the Earl of 

'’iCltettfa'&fdd agaiftil Sir Abmliam Janfon, 


** That potitical arguments,' in the fulfeil 
** lenfeofthe Word, as they concerned the 
** government of a nation,* fnnfl be, and 
** always have been of great weight thtf 
** conlideration of this Cotirtv* Though- 
** there be no thlusmaluslb contraffs with 
** regard to other perfjfts, yet if the reft of 
** mankind are concerned as well as the 
“ parties, it may be properly faid, it- re¬ 
gards the public titilityjl.’'' Lord Hard» 
nvicie laid this down in a caufe of meum [ 
(sf tuuni, between party and party, where ' 
the public was concerned only remotely, 
and in the example j not As in ttiis profecu- 
tion, when the political arguments ar^ in¬ 
finitely ftronger, the crime relating, and to 
the moft eminent degree relating, to the 
public. 

One cafe has happened fince the time 
which is liiniied by the order of the Houfe 
for this Report; It is fo very important, 
that we think ourfelves juftified in Tub- 
mitting it to the Honfe without delay.— 
Your tlummittee, on the fuppofed rules 
here alluded to, has been prevented (as of 
right) from examining a wiinefs of 'im¬ 
portance in the cafe, and one on whofe 
fuppofed knowledge of his ntoft hidden 
tranfailions, the prifoner had himfelf, in 
all ftages of this bufiitefs, as the Houfe 
well knows, endeavoured to ra'fe prefump- 
tions in favour of his caufe. Indeed it waS| 
his principal if not only juftificatkm, as to 
the intention, in many differenf a^s of 
corruption charged upoh him.——The 
witnefs to whom we allude, is Mr. 
Larkin. 

This Witnefs came from India after 
your Committee had doled the evidence 
of this Houfe, in chief; and could not be 
produced before the time of the reply.—— 
Voiir Committee was not fuffered to exa¬ 
mine hint j. not, as they-could find, on 
ohjeclions to the particular q'ueftion, as 
itnpropei', bat tijpan Ibme or other of the 
general grounds *hey believe) on which 
Mr. Hadings refitted any evidence from 
him. The party, after having refitted his 
pteduflion, on the next fitting day admit¬ 
ted him; and'by conlent he was examined; 
Your Coinmittee entered a profeft on the 
minutes in favour of their right. 

Your Committee contended^ and do 
contend, that by the law of Parltamehr, 
whilft the Trial lafts, they l^ave full tight 
to call new evidence, as me circumftances 
may afford, and the pofture of the cauih 


v' • . •>* *' 

Burrow, p, , 1 .^,. Sie alfb Buii^w, +, 

t'Vf.'JJickfijn V. Filher. Abler y.Chip. Grey v.vSmytbtss Shiiicftone’s Reports. 
‘i, ; •-Aft from thefune Juitfte, and proceeding on ihw Ume PriBcitto. 
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iiny ocmand it. This right fcems to hflve 
l«.n aflerted by ihe h^nagefs for the 
Coininoiis in the cale of Loid Siafford^ 
ja. Cha.».* 

The Aliinagei'S, in that cafe, i:laimed it 
as ti^f right of the Conimnns to prodxice 
witnclTes for thepiirpoi'e of fortifying iheJf 
lormiT evidence. Their claim was ad> 
tnitted by the Court. It is an adjudged 
cale in the law of Parliament. 

Your Committee is well aware, that the 
notorious perjury and infamy of the wit* 
nelTes in the trial of Lord Stafford has 
been ufed to throw a fhade of doubt and 
fufpiciun on all that was tranfa£led On 
that occafion. But -there is no force in 
fuch an obje^ion. Your Committee has 
no concern in the defence of thefe wit* 
neffes ; nor of the Lotds who found their 
Vi.rdi£t on fuch uftitnony } nor of the 
morality of thoiewho produced it. Much 
may be laid to palliate errors on the part 
of the Profecutors and Judges, from the 
heat o( tlie times, arlllng from the great 
interclls then agitated. But it is plain, 
there may be perjury in witnefTes, or even 
Confpiracy unjuft ly to profecute, without 
the leaif doubt of the legality and regu¬ 
larity of the proceedings in any part. 
This is too obvious and too common to 
lilted argument or illnftration. 

I'he proceeding in Lord Stafford's eafe 
never has, now for an hundred and four¬ 
teen years, either in the warm controvert 
lies of parties, or in the cool dilquifitidn j 
of lawyers and hifturians, ever b«n qiief- 
tiuned. The perjuiy of the witnefTes has 
been more doubted at Tome periods, than 
the legulaiiiy of tlte proceedings has been 
at any period. 

The learned Lawyer who led for the 
Commons in that Impeachment (Scijeant 
Maynard) had, near forty years hcforci 
taken a forward part in the great caufe of 
the Impeachment of Lord Sti affot de j and 
ivas, peihaps, of all men then in England, 
the mod cunveifant in the Law and Ufage 
of Parliament. Jones was one of the 
ablefl Lawyers of his age. His Col- 
kagnes weie eminent men. 

In the Trial of Lord Strafforde (which 
has attrafled the attention of Hiltoi^r more 
than any other, on account of the im)K>r- 
tance of the cable itfelf, the fkill and learn¬ 
ing of the Profecutors, and the eminent 
abilities of the Prifonei), after the Profb- 
cutors for die Commons bad gone through 
flieir evidence on the Arlicles j after tlte 
Prilbner had alfo made his defence, elljter 


«pon each fc^rally; br upon each body 
of Articles as they had been coUeded 
into one; and the Managers had in die 
fame manner replied; when; previous to 
the general concluding reply of the Pro- 
lectitOTS, the time of the genn'al fuifimin|| 
np (or fecbltedUon, as it was called) of the 
whole evidened on the part of Lord Striaf- 
fbrde arrived, the Mahaj^S jtfodbeetf 
new evidence. Your Committee wiffiea 
to call the particular attention cf the Hooi« 
to this cale, as tKe conteft between the 
parties did very nearly reftmbie the pre- 
fent; but, principally, becaule the fenib 
of the Lords on the Law of Parliament, 
in its proceedings with regard to tbb fe- 
ception of evidence, is there diHutdliy 
laid down : fo is the r»6rt of the judgeh 
relative to the Ufage of the Courts bcloW^ 
full of etjuity and reafon, and in perfect 
conformity with the right for which wd 
Contended in favour of the Public, and in 
favour of the Court of Peeis itftlf. Thd 
matter is as follows. Your Committed 
gives it at lai^fe i 

** After this, the Lord Stieward adjoum- 
ed this Houf; to Weftminfter Hall } 
and the Peers being all let there in their 
** places, the Lord Steward coibihanded 
** the Lieutenant of the Tower to bring 
*' forth the. Bari of Strafforde to the Bar j 
which being done, the Lord Steward 
** fignified that both tides might make a 
** recollelilion of their evidence, and the 
** Earl of Strafforde to begin firft.' 

** Hereupon Mr. Glynn defired, that 
before the Earl of Strafforde began, that 
** the Commons might produce two wit- 
nefles to the Fifteenth and Twenty-third 
“ Articles, to prOvc that thete be two men 
“ whofe names are Berne'; and to a mif- 
“ take will be made clear. 

** The Earl of StrafTouIe defired, that 
** no new witnefTes may be admitted agtdnff 
him, unlefs he might be permitted to 
pioducc vricnefTes on his part likewife $ 
** which the Commons contented to, lb 
*< the Sail of StralFonle would coniine 
** himfelf to thofe Articles upon which bC 
** made refervations f but he not freeing 
*< to that, and tlie Commons inlifting up- 
** on itj 

** The Houfe was adjourned io th’e ufual 
« place above, to confider of it; add after 
** Tome dfbate> their Lordlhipa tbotfght it 
** fit. That the Memberii uf theCoptmOns 
** go on in producing new witnelKS, as 
** they fhall think fit, t0 the Fifteenth and 
Twenty-third AtticlM) and that the 


* State Tfialsi Vol. 3. p. lyo. 
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Earl pf StralToide may prefently pro. 
**^ute.’&teh witntflea.as are preient; and 
** (xich as are not» to name them pre. 
•^‘fently,and to proceed on Monday next} 
*jl‘and alfo, if the Commons and Earle of 
** Straflbrde will proceed upon any other 
** articles^ upon new matter, they are to 
** hame the witiwfles and articles on both 
** tides prefently, and to proceed on Mon. 
** tlay next; bat both tides may waive it 
“ if they will. 

“ The Lord Steward adjourned this 
Hoiifc to VVeftininftcr Hrtll i and, being 
** returned thirher, iignified whatihe Lords 
*' had thought fit tor the bctW procetxling 
“ in the bufincfs. 

“ The Eail of StrafFot^e, upon thi', 
dt-iiring not to be limited to any refer- 
“ vation, but to b.' at liberty for what 
articles arc convenient for him to for. 
*< tify with new witnelTcs * j to which the 
” Commons nut affentlng, and for other 
fcruples which did aiife in thecale, one 
** of the Peers did defirc that the Houfe 
** might be adjourned, to confider further 
of the particulars. Hereupon the Lord 
i* Steward adjourned the Houie to the 
ufual place above. 

The Lord.<, being pome up into the 
“ Houle, fell into debate pf ilie burmel's j 
“ and, for the better informing of tlieii* 
“judgments what was the couife and 
common juftice of the kingdom, pro- 
“ pounded this qucllion to the Judges : 

** Whether it be according to tlie coiirfe 
“ of praclice and common jultice, 
“ before the Judges in their feveral 
Courts, for the Profecutors in be- 
“ half of the King, iltoing the tit/ic 
’ " of trialf to produce Kvitneffes to 
“ tlifco''Jcr the hutb^ and whether 
“ the Prifoner may not do the like ? 

“ The Lord Chief Juliice delivered this 
“ as the unanimous opinions of himielf 
*• and all the reft of the Judges ; 

«* That, according to thecourfe of prac- 
“ ticc and coinrton Juftice, before 
“ them in their leveral Courts, up^n 
“ trial by jury, a: long as the pr 'n 
**/oner is at the Bar, and the jury 
<* not fint aicay, eithei fide may give 
“ tbeir evidence and examine wit- 
“ ni'Tes to difeover truth ; and this 
^ “ is all the opinion as we can give 
<< concerning the proceedings before 
: ** “*• 

U()on fome cunfuleratton after thia 
«* the Houfe appointed the 
*» Earl of Batli, 
f ** of So'Jtji'too> 


** Earl of Hartford# 

« Earl of ElTeX, 

Earl of B.iftoll, and 

The Lord Vifeount Say et Seafe, 

To draw np fome 'reafons upon 
** which the former order was 
** made} which being read as fol- 
•* iowe.h, were a|)proved of as the 
** order of the Houfe ; 

** The Gentlemen of the Houfe of • 
** Commons dkl declare, that they dial .' 
" fenge to themfelvcs, by the common 
“ juftice of tiie kingdom, that they, being 
“ profecutors for the King, may bring 
any new proofs by wunelfes during the 
time of the evidence Using not fully 
“ concluded. The Lords, being Judges, 
** and fo equal to them and the Prifoner, 
conceived this their delire to be juft and 
•• rcafonable; and alfo that, by the lame 
“ common juftice, the Prilbner may ii ;'3 
*♦ the fame liberty j and that, to avoid any 
occalions of delay, the Lords thought 
fit that the articles ami witnelles be pre. 
fently named, and fuch as may be pre- 
“ fenily produced to be ufed prefeutiy, 
“ and no further time to be given. 

“ The Lord Steward was to let thenr 
“ know, tliat if they will on both fides 
“ waive the ufe of new witneftes, they 
“ may procectl to the recolle£lion of their 
evidence on both Tides ; if both lidc*. 
“ will not waive it, then the Lord' 
“ Steward is to read the precedent order j 
** and if they will not pn.ceed then, this 
“ Houle is to adjourn and rife.” 

By this it will appear to the Houle, 
how much this exclufion of evidence, 
brought for the difcovcty of t>utb, is un. 
fupp.;rted eitlier by Parliamentary prece¬ 
dent, or by the rule as underftood in the 
Common'Law Courts below} and your 
Committee (protefting however a^inlt 
being bound by .my of the technical rules 
of inferior Courts) thought and think 
they had a right to fee fnch a body of pre¬ 
cedents and arguments for the rejection of 
evidence during trial, in Ibinc Court or 
other, before they were in this matter 
(topped and concliufni. 

Your (Jomiiiiuee has not been able to 
examine evei'y criminal trial in the volu¬ 
minous colieefion of State Trials or elle- 
wheie i but having referred to the moil 
laborious Compiler of L.aw and Equity, 
Mr. Vinei, who ha» allotted u’whole vo¬ 
lume to the title of Evidence, we find but 
one rukd cafe in a trial at Common 
Law, before or fiuce, wbeie new evidence 
for the difeovery of truth has been re- 
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icfted as not being in due time. “ ji privy 
** verdtd bad been given in B. R. iif. 
Elhs.' for the Defendant j but after- 
wards,, before the Inquelt gave their 
** verdidl OjTenly, the Plaintiff prayed that 
he might give more evidence to the jury, 
“ be having fa} it feemed) diftovered 
** that the jury bad found agaiiift him ; 

^ " but the Juft ices would not admit him 
** to do (b ; but after that Southcote, J. 

had been in C. B, to alk the opinion of 
“ ilie Juiliccs there, they took the ver- 
“ diet 

ill this cafe the offer of new evidence 
was not liming the trial. Tlie trial was 
over. The verdift was aftually delivered 
to the Judge. Theic w is alfo an ap¬ 
peal ance, that the difeovery of the a^ual 
finding had liiggellsd to the Plaintiff the 
produttiun of new evidence ; yet it ap¬ 
peared to the Judges fo tboiig a meaiure 
to refufe evidence, whilll any, even formal, 
appearance remained that the trial was not 
clofed, that they fent a Judge from the 
Bench into the Common Pleas to obtaiii 
the opinion of their Brethren there, before 
they could venture to take uixm them to 
confider the time for produilion of evi¬ 
dence as elapfed. Tlie cafe of rcfufal, 
taken with its circumlltnces, is full as 
rfireng an example in favour of the report 
of the Juiiges in Lord Stafford's cafe, as 
any precedent of admittance can be. 

The refearches of your Committee not 
having furniflicd them with any cafes in 
which evidence has been rejetlcd duiing 
the trial, as being out of time, we have 
found fome inffances in which it lias been 
afluaily received ; a)id seccived, not to re¬ 
pel any new tna.ter in the Prifbner’s de¬ 
fence, but wlien the Prifoncr had called 
^ll his witneffes, and thereby clofed his 
defence. A remarkable inftance occurred 
on the trial of Hanilbn for the murder of 
Dr. Cleuche. The Jijltices who tiied the 
caufe, (viz.) Lord Chief Jultice Holt, 
and the Julfices Atkins and Nevil, ad¬ 
mitted the Profccutor to c.ill new evi- 
dcnce, for no other reafon but that a new 
witnel'swas then come into Court who had 
not been in Court before. Thefe Jutiices 
apparently were of the fame opinion on this 
point with the Juftices who g we rheir opi¬ 
nion in the calc of Lord Strafforde f. 

Your Committee on this point, as on 
the former, cannot dilcover any authority 
for the decilion of the Houfe of Lqids in 
the Law of Pai liamciit, or in the Law of 
]^ra£lice of any Cuuit in this kingdom. 

* Dal.^o. pi. i8. anno 24. Eliz 
f State Trials, VoL iv. p. 501. 
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PRACttlCE BELOW. 

Your Conimitiee not having learnedh 
that tl»e refolutions of the Judges (by* 
which the Lords have b:;en guided) werd^, 
fupported by any authority in law tawhiclp 
they could have accefs, have heard by‘: 
rumour, that they have been jufllfted upon 
the praft'ce of the Courts in oriiuiary' 
trials by cjnimidloii of oyer and ferminer.* 

To give any legal precifionrto this term* 
of pradiice, as thus applied,- your Com- ■ 
mittee aporcheiids it muft mean—rha^-the 
Judgein thufe ciimiiial trials has ibregttor 
larly rejefted a certain kind of'evideftce 
when offered there, tint it is to be regarded" 
in the light of a,ipafc frequently deterniineci'^ 
by legil authority. If luch Ind becd'diP’ 
covered, though your Committee novel*’ 
could have allowed theic precedents as rules^ 
for the guidance of the High Court of' 
Pailiamcnt, yet they (liould not be fur«‘ 
prized to fee the iui'trior Judges forming 
their opinions on theii own confined 
praflice. 

Your Committee, in their enquiry, has 
found compaiaiivcly few reports of cri- 
miiiil trials, except the colleidion under 
the title of State Tt ials, a book compded 
from materials of very various authoiity; 
and in none of thofe which we have feen is 
there, as appears to us, a fingle example 
of the rejeifioii of ev.dence iimilar to- 
that rejefted by the advice of the Judges 
in the iloufc of Lords. Neither, if fuch 
examples did exifi, could your Committee 
allow them to apply dircftly and necef- 
fatily as a meafure of leafon to the pro¬ 
ceedings of a Court conllituted fo very 
differently from thofe in which the com¬ 
mon law is adminidcred. 

In the trials below, the Judges decide 
on the competency of the evidence before 
it goes to the jury, and (under the correc¬ 
tives in the ufe of their dilcretion flatedi 
before in this Report) with great propriety 
and wifdom. Juries are taken promifeu- 
oufly from the inafs of the people ; they 
are cumjiollxi of men who, in maiy in- 
fiances, in moll perhaps, never were con¬ 
cerned in any caufes, judicially or other- 
- wife, before the time of their fervice. 
They have generally no previous prepa¬ 
ration or poffible knowledge of the matter 
to be tried, or wlnt is applicable or in¬ 
applicable to them, and they decide in a 
fpace of tirne too fitort for any nice or cri¬ 
tical difqiiifition. Thele Judges, therefore, 
of necellity mull forefiall the evidence 
where there is a doubt oq its competence, 

. apud Viner, £vid. p, 60. 
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fnd indeed oHferve much on its eredibilitr, 
or-the meft dreadful'confeqacnces might 
fiUow. 'The inftitodon of juries, if not 
thas qualified, could qot exiil. Lord 
makes the Ame obfervation 
wtk mgard to another corrective of the 
l^it of trial-^that of a new trial. 

' This is the law, and this its policy. 
Thie jury ere not to decide on the eompe- 
feney or witnefies, or of any other kind uf 
^ evidence, in any way wliatfbever. ^lothing 
of that kind can come before them. But 
thejiOrds in the High Cptirt of parlia¬ 
ment aiy not, either a6lua!iy-or virtually, 

• jury. l§o legal power is interpofed be¬ 
tween them and evidence; they are thern- 
f^hres'by law fully a^id exelufively equal to 
St. They are Mrfotis of high rank, grne- 
^lly of the be» education, and nf fuffici- 
ent knowledge of the world ; and thSy are 
a permantnt, a fettled, a corporate, and 
not an occafional and traniitory judica¬ 
ture. But it is to be feared, that the 
authority 'of the Judges (in t^ cafe of 
juries legal) may, from that example, 
weigh with the |,ords further than its 
teafon, or it$ applicability to the judicial 
capacity of the Peers, can Aipport. It is 
to be feared, that if the Lords Ihopld 
fhink themfelves bound implicitly to fub- 
tuk to thjs authority, that at Ifngth they 
may come to think themlelves to be no 
better than jurors, and may virtually con- 
fent to a partition of that judicature which 
the iaw has left to tliem wbolp, fupreme, 
UDControuled, and dnal. 

This final and independent judicature, 
becaufe it is (jnal and independent, ought 
to lie very cautious with regani to the 
rejeflion of cyiiltnce. if incompetent evi¬ 
dence is receitfed by them, there IS nothing 
io hinder their judging upon it afterwards 
according to its value. |t may itave no 
weight in their judgment j but if, upon 
advice of others, they previoufly rejeft in¬ 
formation ncceflary to their proper judg¬ 
ment, they have no intermediate means of 
letting themfeivts right, and they injure 
tlie canfe o(‘ juftice, without any remedy. 
Againd errors of juries, there is leniedy 
by a new trial. Againfi errors of Judges, 
there is lemeily, in civil c.iufes, by de- 
mu: rer an'd bills bt exceptions; againfi 
their final mtllake, there is reinsv'y by wi it 
pf eiror, in tout is of comrnon law. In 
^hancery there is a remedy by appeal. 
If they wii.Ailly err in the rejcSllon of evi- 
4cnce,ihet e was loj iqerly the terror exiili ng 


of punifliment by impeachment of tlie 
Commons; but with regard to the Lords, 
there is no remedy for error, no puniflt- 
ment for a wilful wrong. 

Your Committee conceives it not im¬ 
probable, that this apparently total and 
um'efcrved fubmiflion of the Lords to the 
di6late$ of the Judges of the inferior 
Couits (no proper judges in any light, or 
in any degree, of tne Law of Parliament) ^ 
may be owing to the very few caufes of 
juiirdiAion, and the great multi¬ 
tude of thofe of appellate jurifdi£lion 
which come before them. In cafes of 
appeal, or of error (which js in the nature 
of an appeal), the court or appeal Is ob¬ 
liged to judge, not by its czuu rules,afling 
in another capacity, or by tliore which it 
lliall ciioofe pro re nar^ to make, but by 
the rules of the inferior couit from whence 
the .appeal comes; for the fault or the 
mifiake of the inferior Judge is, that he 
has not proceeded as he ought to do, ac¬ 
cording to the law which he was to ad- 
minifter; and the corre^ion, if fuch lhall 
take place, is to compel the Court from 
whence the appeal comes, to a£l as ori¬ 
ginally it ought to have a£led according 
to law, as the law ought to have been uu- 
derdot^ and praflifed in that tribunal. 

The Lords, in Inch cafes of necellity, 
judge on tlie grounds of tlie law and^ 
pia^ice of the Courts below; and this 
they can very rarely learn with precifion 
but from the body of the Judges ; of 
eourie much deference is and ought to be 
bad to their opinions. But by this means 
a confuilon may arife (if not well guarded 
againft) between what they do in their 
/r//^i/.°jurifdi£l ion, which is frequent, and 
what they ought to do in their ori^iKtil 
jurifdiflion, which is rare ; and by this 
the whole original jiirifdifllon of the Peers, 
and the whole law and uiageof Parliament, 
at leaft in th^ir virtue and fpirit, may be 
eonfiderably impaired. 

After having thus fubmitted to the 
Houfe the general tenor of the proceedings 
in this Trial, your Committee will, with 
all convenient fpe^, lay befor^, the Hotife 
the proceedings on each hwl <d' evidence 
I'eparateiy, which has been rcjeCled ; and 
t his they'hope will put the Houfe more 
p.'rfeflly in polTeinoii of the principid 
cauies of the length rd* this Trial, as well 
as of the injui-y which Parliamentary jus¬ 
tice may, in their opinion, filler from 
thofe proceedings. • ‘ ' 
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No. 1. 

itt THE CASE OV CARL TEERIRI. 

A PR It 17th, 1760.* 

TpHE Houfe of Peers uiianiiiioufly found 
Earl Ferrers guilty of the felony and 
murder whereof he flood indi£lcd; and the 
KarJ being brought to the baPi the High 
Steward acquainted him theiewilh j and 
the Houfe iinmediatcly adjoiniird to the 
Chamber of Parliament, and, having put 
the following quedion to the Judges, ad¬ 
journed to tile next day. 

Suppofing a peer, fo indiflcd and con- 
** vi£led, ought by law to receive fuch 
judgment as aforefnd, and the day ap- 
V pointed by ih« jndgcnrnt for execution 
*' fliQttid lapfc before fuch execution done, 
" whether a new time may be appointed 
*< for the eitecution, and by whom ?''f 
On the eighteenth, the fioufe ih^n fitting 
in the Chamber of Parliaivent, the Lord 
Chief Barnti, in the abfenre of the Chief 
Jiiflice of the Common Pleas, delivered 
in writing the opinion of ilic Judges, which 
they had agreed on, and reduced into form 
'^ihat morning. 

Hia Lordlhip added many weighty rea- 
fons in fupport of the opinion, which he 
urged with great tlrength and propriety, 
and delivered with a becoming dignpy. 

TO THE SECOND QUESTtOIT. 

" Suppofing the day appointed by the 
*' judgment lor execution Ihould lapfc be- 
*' fore fueb execution done (which huw- 
" ever the law will not pirlumr), we are 
« all of opinion, that a new lime may he 
f* appointed for the execution, either by 
“ the High Court of Parliament, before 
" which fuch peer fhall have been attaint¬ 
s' cd, or by the Court of King’s Bench, the 
" Parliament then not fitting ; the Record 
V of the Atiainder being properly lemovcd 
is into that Court, 

I'lie reaf'ons upon which the Judges 
founded their anfwcr to (he quellioa rela¬ 
ting to I he further proceedings of the Houfe 
after the Hign Steward’s conrmifriun dif- 
folved, whicn is ufually done upon pro¬ 
nouncing judgment, may poffibjy require 
fome fattlicr difcu^ion. 1 will, therefore, 
before I conclude, mention thofe which 
weighed vvith me, and, 1 believe, with 
inaiiy others of the Judges. 

* Frifler’sd^rown Law, page 138. 
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REASONS, 

Every proceeding in the Hijufe of Peei^ 
afline in its judicial rapaciiy, .whether 'up¬ 
on VVrit of Error, Impeachment, or In^ 
diflment, removed thjtlier by Certiorari, ia 
in judgment of law a proceeding before the 
King in Parliament; and therefore the 
Houfe, in all thofe cafes, maymoc impro¬ 
perly be (tyled. The Court of our Lord tho 
King in Pailiament. 

This Court is founded upon immeftiorla) 
ufage, upon the law and cuiioin of Tarluf- 
ment, and is part ot the original (yllea^ 
of oar cianilitution. 

It IS open forfall the purpofes of judica¬ 
ture, during the coniinuancc of the Parha- 
inent; it openeth at the beginning and 
fhuiicth at the end of every f<.{]ion j jull as 
the Court of King’s Bench, which is like- 
wife in judgment of law held before the 
King himfeif, openeth and fhuiteth wiii| 
the Term. 

The aiiihority of this Court, or, if I 
may ufe the expieili m, its conilant adlivity 
for the ends ot public juiiicc, independent 
of any fpccial powers derived from the 
Crown, IS not doubted in the cafe of Writs 
of Errors fiotn thofe courts of law whence 
error lieth in Parliament, and of impeach¬ 
ments for mifdeirieanors. 

It was formerly doubted, whether, ia 
cafe of an impeachment for trcafoii, and 
in the cafe of an ludi^lment agaiiift a peer 
for any capital crime, reniovcil into Par¬ 
liament by Certio<’ari, whether in thefe 
cafis the Court can proceed to trial and 
judgment, without a High Steward, ap¬ 
pointed by fpectal commif&un from the 
Crown. 

This doubt feemeth to have srifen from 
the not diflinguifliiiig between a proceed¬ 
ing ill the Court of the High Steward, and 
that before the King in Parliament. The 
name, ftyle, and title of office is the fame 
in both cafes; but the office, the powers, 
and prc-emiiierices annexed to ii, differ 
very widely; and fo do.h the conllitution 
ot the Courts where the offices are execu¬ 
ted. 1 he identity of the name may have 
confounded our ideas, as equivocal words 
often do, li the nature of things is not at¬ 
tended to; but tlie nature of ihe offices, 
properly Hated, will I hope remove every 
doubt on ihefc points. 

In the Court Ilf ihe High Steward, he ‘ 
alone is judge in all^ points of law and 
praflice ; the pecs’ triers arc merely judges 
of fa£l, and are furomoned by viitue of e 

fo. edit, 'f Pa. 139. 
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^cept the High Steward, to appra'r 
tMforc him on the dav anpointed hy bim 
#of the uial, lit rei verilai melius Jcisi po- 

4trit. 

The High .Steward’s cotniniflion, afirr 
treiting that an inditimen* liaih b(cn fmii'd 
»ga«riii ihe Peer by the grjiul ji-ry of ti e 

S l,(op*r C'unti', impowriLin Inni to lepd 
or the indittiiient, to conv< iic Mu* p*t^orit r 
hetoie him, at fuch a d.iy and place 2.s ne 
• ihall appoint, then and there (o hear and 
dleteimine the inancr i>f fneli ir:f.i^Jinrnt ; 
tp caufe the fC'-rs triers, S'f fiirs, pf> 
f^es fti vj, ilus tu'liui Ji'> I'l't'Ki, at 
the fame clay and p'ft.e to appeal belorc 
bim, vcritMei/ue tndc laiipei !•!, to pro* 
oeed lo judgment actording to tlie Lw and 
£u{h>oi of Itngldnd, auil ilititupua tu awaid 
cjc cution.* 

Bp this it is plain that the foie right of 
jpdiea’urc is, in cafes of tlrs kind, ve.'Icrl 
■ n tl.e Hi^li Sieuaid, that it relidcLh lo!ciy 
in his prrioo; and conf. qucnily without 
this rointnifrion, viliicli is nut in n ituic of 
t comm flion of Oyer and Terminer, no 
one ftep can be taken in order to a trial; 
^nd that wlicn his comminion is liiflblvcd, 
which he declateih by breaking ins {lalF» 
the Cuurt no long r evittah. 

But iiv a Ilia] ol a pcet in a lull Pailia- 
xnent, or, to Ipeak with legal prcciiion, 
Wlore the K'ng in Pailianient, for a capi* 
tal (jll'ei cc, whcilitr upon imptacliiin nt or 
indtdhnent, the cafe .s cjuiic otherwife; 
jacry peer prehnt at the trial, and every 
t< mpnral peer, Iiaili a liglit to he prefent iu 
• «erv pxart of ihr pioceei'ing; voteth upon 
«\erv i{i‘ellion ui law and la^t ; and the 
t^iieUiois is caiilC'l bv the major vote, the 
)hgh Sti Ward h'lnfclf voiing ineiily as a 
pert and mcinber of that Coint, in toin- 
Uion 'a nil the rcU oi the peers, and io no 
otl:irr riglic. 

It hath lUtlreil been itfuak, and very cx- 
in'dLint it IS, in point ni order and regula* 
|ry, and Cot ibe fob mniiy ot tbc proci'cd- 
yagj to app niU an ollii cr lor prcfiding du* 
(ingihcltiue ot the tiial, ai.d until judg. 
tZkiH!, and io giie him ibe llylc and title 
|>1 iStiwarfi ot Bii^lat.d ; hut tiiis inakrih 
ho Ion ot atieiatioii r> itir roufliiijtioii of 
the Court; it is me jamr Couit, luiudcd 
$fl VRimciaorM} ut.'g',', iii the liwaiidcuf. 
(otit ot Pa l.ainrin, wbcil.cr iueh appuini- 
pti Ut he iiiide or not. 

ft a£luU III us j'lid.cial cap'C !v in every 
nim-t nude louibiiig 'lu* lime and [il.iec of 
yhe tiiai, ilie poilinmiug il.c tn.,1 loin time 
{«+ tiiiii iipuci >».[iiioo, a‘(.oring to the 
tMturc and (.iieuu!tta,nces qI the calc, the 


allowa.nee ©r non-allowance of connfer tn 
tbc prifoncr, and utber malicrs relative toi 
the f trial; and all this befoie an High 
Steward hath .been appointed. And fo little 
was It a-pprcheiidtd, in limit cafes'wh eh I 
fhall mention prcfcnily, ttiat the cxifttrice 
'•f the Ccmri depended on the appoiiitinent 
or an High Stewaid, that the Court itfelf 
dircried in what manner, and by what 
Iciim oi words, he Ihould be appointed. 
It hath I'kowife received and rccoided the 
pj 'brifr’s conietrion, which amouiueth to a 
canvichon, bclore the appointni'nt of an 
High Sc.'ward ; and hath allowed to pri- 
(oners the bci clii of a£ts of^gencral par- 
eloii, where they appealed iniithj to it, 
as Well wiilumt the appoiritineni of an 
Iligh Sntwar.i, as alter his commiirion dif- 
foivid. 

Ami when, in the e-sfe of impcachni''nts, 
if e Commons have rimetinies, at eonfc* 
renecs lieiwecn the Houfes, attempted (o 
iiileipore in n aiicis preparatory to the trial, 
the gci.eidl anfivei hath been, “ This is a 
“ po'ot ot judicature upon which the 
“ Lords will no: confer; they impof'e 
“ filence upon thcinfclvcs,” or to that 
cffitt. I need not here cite inllauees; 
evciy nidii, wtw hath confulted the Join* 
nals ot tiiher Houfe, bath met with many 
of them. 

I will now rile a few cafes, applicable, 
HI ny opinion, to the prelciit qucllion. 
And i (lull cois(iiic myfclf to fuch as have 
happened fliue ihe Rcdoiation. Uecaufe, 
in qiicdions n( liiis kind, modern cafes, 
(rttied Willi iLdibeiaiion, and upon a view 
of ftMtnrr precedents, give more light artel 
iati'-fa^iiin than tlic deeped fearch into an- 
iiqiiiiy can atlord. And alfo bccaulc the 
preru^iadvcs ol the Crown, the privibges 
of t’arlanicnr, and tlie lights of the iub* 
jrcl III genrial, appear to tne to have becq 
nioie lludicd, and bciier underdood, at 
and for fome ears before that period, than 
IB toimrr ages. 

In the cafe of the Earl of Danhy, anil 
tlic Popifh Lords then under impeach* 
inonfs the Lords, on the 6th of (Way, 
1679 appomied time and place for hearing 
the I'.irl of Danby, by h:s couiilel, upon 
the validity of his plea of pardon, and for 
the trials of the wher Lords; aid voted aq 
aildrels to hi? Majedy, praying that he 
would be pirated to appoint an Ilign Stcwat4 
foi ihofe purpoirs. 

Tliefe votfs were, on the next day, com* 
municated to the Conamous by a mclTage m 
the ubial manner. 

On the at a coiifcrcnce between the 


* Sie I OTii Cliirindon s roniir.illion as nigh Steward, and the writs and precepts pre? 
pwat'iry 10 the ina', in f.oul M nicy’s cj'.c, T'h. vol.vh. 

■ N'C II>C owir,s.ir-vimis to thi-'trial, m the cal,s ot the Lotds Kilmarnock, &c. and 
|,r.s.l Ltva'i •■ui .’tv other r.mdviii cal,;. 

J Loads J. uiB.is, 

Houffs, 



[ xivli ' ] 


2 lcurei, upon the fubjrfl matter oF that 
nictFagr, the Comnions cxprrfT'd tliem- 
fclvcs to the fallowing effeit; “ They ean- 
** not apprehend tvb.it Ihoiild induce yuur 
*• Lord ih i p« tr> add refs his Majeftv for an 
** f-Jigh J cwaid, (or dcierminiTig the valid:- 

ty «4 ihe pa>don wlvch hath been pleaded 
“ by the Kai I of Danby, as alf* for ibe trial 
** of the other five Lo'd.*, becanfc they con- 
“ ceive the eondituting an High Steward is 
“ not ncceffary, but that jcdginciit may be 
“ given in Parliainrnt upon itnpe.‘chment 
•• without an High Steward ami conclu¬ 
ded with a propofiiton, that for avoiding 
any interruption or delay, a Cotnmtitce ot 
both Hviufes might be nominated to coiifi- 
dcr of the moll proper ways and methods 
«( pr-iccediiig. 

This propofition the Houfe of Peers, af¬ 
ter a long debate, lejefted. 

JjtJJt’itiunlihiis, Finch *, Chancel'or, and 
many oilit r Lords. 

However, on the tith, the Commons 
propolition of the 8th was, upon a fetond 
debate, agreed to; and the Lord Cli.incel. 
lor, Lord Piefidcnt, and ten oihei Loids, 
were named of the Committee, to meet 
and confer with a Committee of the 
Commons. 

The next day the Lord Frcfident report¬ 
ed, That the Committees of both Honfes 
met that morning, and made an eotranec 
inio the biirineis referred to them: That 
the Commons defired to fee the commif- 
Tlions lha: are prepared for an High S'cward 
at thrfe trials, and alfo the cotnni flions in 
the Lord Pcinbrolve's and the Lord Morley's 
cafes. 

That to this the Lords Comrrirtees faid. 

The Stetvard is but Spraber pn> t>-m- 
“ pan, andgiv^tk Us vote as will as the olhtr 
“ Lords. This changeth not the nature oj the 
“ Cou-t. And ttiC Lords dcclartd they 
“ have power enough to procscil to trial, 
** though the King thuuld nut name an High 

Steward +.” 

Accordingly, on the fame day. It is 
•* deilaied and ordered. b\' the Lii'di S/onfu il 
“ and Temporal in Paihament ajjeinhed that 
“ the cffceof an Nigh Stetuard, upon irwL of 

Petri upon impeadimnti, is not nei'JJarj to 


»* ihe Houfe of Peers ; but that the I.ovds map 
“ proceed m fuk trials if an SleiuarUt’t 

not appointed, according to their humble de- 

“>et. ' 

'• That this feemed to be a fatiar.iAioQ 
*' to the Cunimons, provided it w^s en- 

icied in the Loids’ Journals, winch as« 
“ rfcnrds.” 

On the 13 h the Lord Prefidrnt reported. 
That the Committees of both Houfes'had 
nifC that morning, and difcouifrd, in the 
liill place, on the matter of a Lord High • 
Stewari', and had pci nfed former toinmif- 
fiui's (or the offitc of High .Steward; and 
ll'eii, ptsltiiig the llonfe in mind of the or¬ 
der and reiulutlons of the preceding day, 
propofed (rom the f’* jnniitiees lllat a new 
comniiirin might iirnr-, fo as the w'Ards ia 
(Ic tnrniiiNliun mav be thus ihanged, viz- 
liilli-aiJ o( .;i pit’ '0 .pi'll (Hfiiui’i S.’»efchulli 
el ^]''cc ' eupn pirfitlii io hoc parte rejUT^ 
ntii'-. uf u.ir{i,,,-i; jam v.'.mt. iTiay be la- 
fnied, .it p'u eo qu'd Pu'caes U: Mi^^n.ites 
In Parli..v>c '0 noflo aljctnbhlll, Hobu nfinlh.- 
ter fu^.pUtavctu‘if at SentI'lhallui'i Aneji.r pt^ 
hoc vue Cor/iitiinc Jigmiemui ; to winch 
the Houfe .'ijieed (f. 

It invft lie admitted, th.’t pr'cedents 
drawn Iroin limes of feiiirent ann jraluuly, 
SIS ihel’c wtK, left mill'll oi ihtir weight, 
fiiice padi n and party-prejudice g-neraily 
mingle in the contiil j ytt let it be re- 
niemiicred, tn>t thrfe are Rrfoliui.itis in 
wliir.h both Houfts contuiied, and in 
wh.ch the riglits cl both were thought to 
be verv nearly concerr.cd > the Comriioni 
right of imp aciilng -with eflitf, and the 
\vli. 1 .-judicature of the Lords in caynial 
Cafes. Foi it ihe ap, u-'iiimmi of an High 
SlC'A'srd was admitted to be of ablolute 
neirllity (however iiccclf.iy it maybe for 
the legulaiity and iolemnity uf tlie pro¬ 
ceeding dur i:g the trial, and unitl judg¬ 
ment, which 1 do not difpiitc}, tvrsy im¬ 
peachment may, (or a rcafnzi too obvious 
to be meiitioni'd, be rendered iiirti'etitiial, 
and the jud calure uf ihc Lords, in all ca¬ 
pita! lafes, nugaiury. 

Itv'asfrom a jealonfy of this kin.d, not 
at that juncture siltogitticr gro'andlc.*s, 
and to guaid againtl every th.ng Iroia 


* Afterwards Eail of Nouingbam. 

+ In the Cointn'ni>. Journal ot tlie t^ih of Alay it fiandeth thus; Tliei’- I onlrtiipt 
further derlare to ine Coininiilee, that a Loid High S cwaid was made A.r£ t.'ir only. 
That noiwitbllaiidinj ilie ni.'king ot a Lord t.'igh Steward the Court remained the ra.n'e, 
and was not ih rcbv alrrred, but Hr'l rtmatiied the Court of Peers in Pailiatnmt. 'J hat 
the Lord H gh Steward was but as a Speaker or Cliairman, (or the more orderly pr.iticdiog 
at the trials. 

t Tliis Kefolution my Lord Chief Baron rcfcircd to and cited in his argument upon the 
fecund queltion propofed to the Judges, whicfi is before dated. 

^ Tiiis arneiidmcm aiofe from an exception taken to tlie cominldion by the Commifee 
for the Commons, winch, as it ihyn'duodi did in tfieir opinion irt;ply that the cu" Hun¬ 
ting a Loid High Steward was necclTdry. VVhei«upon it was agiecd by the whole Coin* 
nittiee of Lords and Commons, that the comm-(Tton ihonia be recalled, and a i.ew com* 
niifHon, according to the (aid amendment, illiie, to bear date after the order arj refolu- 
tiou of the taih (C^inmons Journal of the 1 h of Ma\). 


whence 
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^^irneeAe rectfTjty of an Hifsh Steward in pro to (]uod OJfuiun Scmfihd'H Angti\c{tvjui 

the cafeof an iinpeacbmcm might br infcrrerij piucjcr.tia in nut, paite rc^uuilurj ut ucitpi^ 
that the Ccitninoiis propof'd, and ih< Lords titus join vacate are Hill retained. But.-.this 
kcadily sgictd to the aincndm.’iit in the pro*cth no more than that the Great Seal* 
Steward’s conimilLoii, vvhicli I have air-ady having no authority to vary in pouA ot form, 
fliated. And it hash, I to)i(<f', great hath iiom time to time vciy prudcinly loi> 
%»rtpht with me, that ihi.s aiurudiiirnt, lowed ancieui precedents. 

'rwhich was at tt.e fame time dnccled in 1 have alie.’dy Haled the fuhllance of th« 
the .cafes of the five Popilli lords, wlini crmmiHion, in a procerding in tne Court 
CortiniiHions ftioul'l pals for thru trials, ol the High Steward. I will now Hate the r 
lath taken plan in estly coiiinii''itii) upon fubHance of that in » proceeding in the 
* impeachments for iieafun fnitt that liriic*. CtMiit of the Peers in Parlumrnt; andi 
And 1 caniinl h'.ip remarking, tiut iit the (hall make ufe of that in the cafe of thd 
cafe of lovar, when nciihir tne h^u of the Earl of Ktfntarnoek and others, aa being 
times, lUir lire jealoijfy of panics, had any tire latcH, and, in point of forini agreeing' 
lharc in the proceedii g, tt-c Iloufc crdcrtd, with the former piccedents. ’’ 

« That the coinmiHion lor appnintiirg a The commiflion, after reciting that tVil- 
** Lor^ Steward Ihall be tii the Lke Itam Lari •! Kilrnarnoik, dee. Hand in- 
*‘ formas tiiat lor the itia) of Lc»d'Vif- didlcd bifore cominiHioner.s of gaol deli- 
count SiafToid, as entered lu the Journal verv, in the county of Surrey, for h'gU 
** of this lipiife on the 311th ol November tiiafon, in levying war againll the King; 
1680, except that the lame fliall be in and that the King iiitendL’tli that the faid 
the Engl ih language +.*’ William Eail of Kilmarnock, Ac. IViall be 

1 will make a ihort obfervation on this he.ard, examined, ftiuenced, and adjudg d 
natter. before himfelf in this prtient Parliament, 

The order, on the 13th of May iGytj, tunchiiig the faid treafon, and for that the 

for varying the foiin of the comm.lhoii, olHce of Stewaid of Girat Britain (whofc 

xiyas, as appcaieth by the Journal, p'atniy prifencc is required upon this occafinn) is 

made in cunfrqucncc of the K.'lolution of t.ow vacant as we are inronned, appomtetli 

the tsth, and w.s founded on it: and the then Lord ChanccUor Steward of Great 
Conftquciitly, the eonllant unvaiyir..; i,rac- Britain, to bear, execute, and excrcife 
tier, withtcgarcl tu the ncwloiin, gneth, (*^or this limi) the (aid ofliee, with t.|| 
in my opinion, a great waytowaui' Ibcu- things due and belonging lu the fame of- 
ing, that in the fenfe ol all fuccerrliiig fur. in that behalf, 

times, that Rcfolut.oii was not ’heiifuhol Whir, th'rrciorc, are the things due and 
l.ft.on, or a blamiable jeahiufy, but b'^lunging to Che ofRcc in a calc of ihia 
was iuui ucd in found rea'uu and tiue kfid ? Not, as in the Court of the High 
jiolicy. Sti-wanl, a ii.^ht ol judicature: for the 

It may he ohjiflrd, that the Refolution coiumifTion iilcU Tuppufeih that right to 
ol the i3'h ol May 1679 gorih no iur* lefide in a Court then fiibrifling before 
ther than to a picccedmg upon impeach- the King in Pailiamcnt. The pstties artf 
]Ti< lit. to be there liCdid, f iitonccd, and adjudg- 

The 1« tier of till'Refoluiion, it is admit* ed. What (hare in the proceeding doth 
ted, goctli no tu:itii> ; hut this is calily ac- the High Steward then take? By the prac- 
Couiued foi : A pioccetling by impeach- lice and ufage of the Cotiit of the Peers in 
mnic was the inatirr ol the conic- Parliament, he giveth bis vote as a metn- 

icnce, and the Commons Iwd no pretence her thereof with the relt of the Peers; but 
to inieipiire ill any oihei. But what fay for the fake of regularity and order, he 
theLo'cls? The High So waid is but as a prcfideih dining the trial, ard until judg- 
Speakir or Chairman, jtrerfB.'jI’ete, lor the met t, as Chairman or Speaker, fra teK- 
iiiore ordi rly proct rding at the trials; the pertt In that Tefpcfl, therefore, it may 
appoininieiit of him drth notaltci the iia- be jiroperly enough faid, that bis prefence 
ture ot th< Ciurt, w hith Hill remaiiictli the is required, during the trial, and until 
Court ol Peers in Parliament. From the'e judgment, and in no other. Herein 1 
pretniHs they draw the cnnclufrin I have lee no difference between the cafe of an 
UiinC'ciiiid. Are not thc.'e prtniif.s cqu-l- iinprachmeut, and of an indiflmcnt. 

]y true ill ihe cafe of a proceeding upon I fay during the time of the trial, anif 
iiidifimeni ?—They undoubtedly are. Until judgment, becaufc the Court bath, as 

It mult likewife be admiiied, that in 1 obfirvcd belore, from time to time, doiie 
the prorceeing upon inditfment, the High , various ails, plainly judicial,' before the 
Stewa d’s coininifTion hath ncvi r vaii.d appointment of an High Steward,and where 
' from the arr-ent fortt; in fneh cafis ; the no High Steward hath ever been appointed, 
avoids objrfled to by the €0111010113, Ac and even after the commiHion dilTolvcd. 

• See, in the State Trials, the rommlflions in-the cafes of ihr Earl of Oxford, Earlxrf 
Da, H-,ntwaier, and o.hfrs—Lord Wir.ton and Lord Lovat. ^ 

t Sec the proceedings printed by oidir ol lL< Houfe of Lords (^tb February 

I will 
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1 will to t1ii« purpofe cite a Tew cafrt* point oF time, upon the exiftence or diffb* 

I begin with the laied, becaufe they are iulion of that coinmiifion* 
the latefl, and were ruled with great deli- In the cafe of the Earl of Derwentwaleri 
bhratton, and (cr the mofl part upon » and the other Lordt.impeached at the fame 
view qf former precedents. time, the Houfe received and recorded the 

In the cafe of the Earl of Kilmarnock ooiifefltona of th»fe of them who pleaded 
and others,, the Lorda, on the 34th of June guilty, long before the tefte of ine,Mig]i 
1746, ordered, that a writ or writa of cer- Suwaid’a commiffi n, which ilfued merely 
liorari be ilfued for removing the indifi- for the folemniiy of giving judgment asSinll 
menta before the Houfe. And on the 86ih them upon theirconviftioo. 
the writ, which ia made leturiiablc before Thii appearetb by the commifliou itfelf; 
the King in Parliament, with the return It recitrth, that the Earl of Derwentwater, 
and iiidiflmcnts, waa received and read, and others, c 6 ram Nvhis i« prtejtnti Parha- 
On the next day, upon the report of the nutito, ^had been impeached by the Coni- 
Lords* Committees, that they had been at- moiis ‘for high treafon, and had, t/ram 
tended by the two Chief JulHeea and Chief Nobis in prarfenti Parliamento, pleaded |«'liy 
Jiaron, riid bad heard them touching the to that imp'achmeni) and that ^e Kingt 
condrufliort of the aft of the feventh and intending that the faid Earl of Derwent- 
eighih of King MVilliam, “ for regulating M-aicr and others, de id pro prvdittone usie 
<* trials in cafes ot high treafon, and mif- ipj[ ut ptte/trtvr impetiP, accufti^ €* tmvili* 
“ prifton of treafon," the Uoufe, upon exiftunt coram Nobis tn pra/enti ParliamtetOf 
reading the report, came to feveral refolu- Jecandum Legem & Conjuetudinem bujus Eegas 
cions, founded for the mofl pait on the Nejlfi Mrgnoe Pritemtotf AuJunturf Someth 
conllru£tion of that a£l. What that con- tientur, ij Adjudtctnlur, conflituteth the 
iiru£lion was, appeai-cth liom the Lord then Lord Chai'Cellor High Steward (Hjc 
H-gh Steward's addrefs to the prifoncra to do and execute all things which to 

jull before their arraignment. Having men- the office of High Siewaid in tiut behalf do 
(ioned that a£l, as one happy confetjudire belong. 

of the Revolution, he addeth, “ However The receiving and record.og the confef- 
injurioully that Revolution hath been tra- Ron of the prifuners, which amounted to a 
“ duced, whatever attempts have been conviction, fo that nothing remained but 
‘‘ wade to fubveri this happy eflablilbmcnl proceeding 10 judgment, was certainly an 
“ found'd on it, your Lordftiips will now cxercife of judicial authority, which no 
“ have the bcncAt oi that law in ita lull alfen.bly, how great foevrr, not having full 
*’ extent." cognizance of the caufe, could exercife. 

I need not after this menilon any other In the cafe of Lord Sslilbury*, who 
judicial aQs dor.e by the Houfe in this had hern iiuprachcd by me Commons for 
Cafe, before the appo ntment of ibe High high treafon, the Lords, upon his petition, 
Stc>vard—^(nany H ere are. For the puitiiig allowed him the benefit of the aft of genc- 
a coniltuftioB upon an aft rlative to the ral pardon paffed in the fccond year of 
condbft oi the couit, and the right of the William and Mary, lo lar as 10 difchaige 
iubjeft at the trial, and in the prnce< dings him from his impiifonrnmt upon a con- 
preparatory to it, and this ill a cafe entirely fliuftion they put upon that atl, no High 
new| and upon a point, to fay no more in Steward ever having been appointed in 
this place, not extremely clear, was un- that cafe. 

doubicdly an exercife of authority proper On the ferond of Oftober i6go, upon 
only for a court having full cognizance of the rradmg-the Earl'a petition, fetting huih 

that he had‘been a prifoncrfor a year and 
t will not minutely enumepate the feye- nme momha in the lower, notwithftaifding 
ral orders mpde preparaii.ry to tie trial of the late aft of free and general pardon, 
Loid Lova*, apd ip the feveral cafea 1 (hall and praying to be dilcharged, the Lords' 
have rccafion to mention, touching the ordered the Judges to attend on the Mod- 
time and place of the trial, the allowance dai'following, to give their opinions, whe- 
or noil-allowance pf rpunlel, and other thrr the faid Earl be paidoned by the aft* 
niaticrs of the like kipd, xM plainly judi- On the 0 th the Jtxiges delivered their o|ff- 
cial, becapfe the like ordeia occur in all niona, that if his Aflen< e Was cornMitU’d- 
the cafes where a journal of the preparatory befoye the igih oi February tSSR, aitd'not 
{teps hath been publilbcd by otder of the in Ireland or beyond thu-frasj lie is jiXr-* 
Fetrs. With regard to Lotd-Loyai’a cafe, donrd.' Whc^iipon it was ordfttd, that, 
1 think the order of dirrfting th.e form of he be adinjttcd to bail, and the next'dav 
the High Steward's Commiflion, which I be and ]|i|a fufeiiea entered into k rucagiiH 
have already taken notice ot, la not very xance o{ ^ail, himfdf irt sd,oool. and 
cnnliffint with the idea of a couit, whole two (ufjttes ‘in 5,000!, <x< hi -dnd on the 
powers can be fuppeled to di pend, at any' golh he" and bis furetirs were, alter a 

* Se^ the Jpuroali of the Lotd*> 

[Gl long 
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Tong 8cT>atef dlfebargcd from their recog- the 
pisance. , r ' nel 

li will not he material to enquire whe> the 

rter the ^oufe 4iil right in difch^rging the agi 
■j^arl without giving the Cotnmoni an op- nel 
^^ntinit'jr. of being heard ; fiitce, in faff, lib 
^bey elaitned and c;cercifed a right of eai 
j^ieaturc'witbopt a High Steward—which wi 
'^1 thd only u/e | make of thiacafe* am 

; ,.".')riiey did, the fame in the cafe of the 
Zarl of Carhwartbi the Lorda Widdr ng''Qn lik 
•nd; Nairn, long after the High Stcwaid'a -dc 
V^fflmjilion diiloTved. 

' ' ^efc JLords had judgment paffed on no 
thtm at the fame time that judgihent was wl 
ipieen againft the Lords DVr went water, T 1 
^Kit^hfdale, and Keninure; and judgment lie 
peing given, the High Steward immediate- In' 
'ly hroKe bis halT, and declared the cum- an 
aniliion dilTulvtd. They continued pri- wi 
ionors in the Tower under reprieves, till the fo 
pafling of the A£i of General Fardou, in cu 
^(be third of George the Firfl. fu 

On the ailt ot Novtmfcer 1717*, the pr 
Hbufe beiiig informed that thefe Lords in 
)iad fcvcrally entered into recognizances th 
before oi)e of the Judges of the Court of ar 
king’s bench, lui their appearance in the w- 
iHoufe in this felTions of Pailiament; and th 
that the Lords Carnwarih and Widdrington 
were attending arrordingly ; and that the ci 
Xord Nairn was ill at Raih, and could not th 
then attend; the Lords Carnwaith and pi 
Widdrington were called in; and feveral- ei 
]y, at the bar, prayed that, their appearance m 
might be recorded ; and likewife prayed ihe ui 
benefit of the Ail of hts Majeity’a General tf 
and Free Pardon }■. ei 

Whereupon the lioufe ordered that their C( 
appearance be rccoidcd, and that they at- ei 
tpnd again tu-moirow, in order to plead jc 
the pardon, ,llnd the recognizance of the ci 
.Lord Nairn was refpited till that day tt 
fortnight. 

On the morrow the Lords Caruwarth and n 
Widdrington, then attending, were called tl 
in; .and the Lord Chancellor acquainted oi 
them Icvcra'ily, that it appeared by the It 
records of llie Hnufe, that they feverally qi 
itopd attainted of. high treafqn ) and afkrd b 
them feverally, what they had to fay, why O 
t)icy, ^ould pot be remanded to the Tower " 
of Lpndqn?, •• 

Thereupon they feverally, upon their ** 
kru^t, prayed the benefit of the aQ, and *' 
i]taf,t|iey rrigbt have ihcir lives and libcny " 
puif|i$9t thprf.ufito. 

! A4d<^he AttpisicyiGennal, who then at> '< 
tetiqed fqr that purpofe, decU.iiifg that hp ii 
lip^ ho .qpje|^io|]i oif bis MejeAyfs behalf, (j 
tqwbf^.iffad prayed, conceiving that tbofe « 

. toy efoape finoe 


their convi£lion, were entiilrd .to the be¬ 
nefit of the adl; the Hoiife. a'Ver'reading 
the claufc in the a£l relating to that matiei, - 
agreed that they IhoukI be allowed the be¬ 
nefit of the pardon, as to their lives and 
liberties: and difebarged their c'ccogn'i- 
aances, and gave themi lekve to' depart 
without farther day given-for their hppeat- 
ance{. 

On the 6th of December following, the 
like proceedings were hid, ind the' hke o'r- 
ders made, in the cafe of Lord Nairn. 

i obferve that flit Lord CHancellor did 
not afk thefe Lords what they had to 'fay 
why execution (hould not be awarded. 
There was, it is probable, fome little dc- 
licscy as to that point. 'Sut (hice the al¬ 
lowance of the benefit of the a£i, as' to life 
and librny, 'which was all that was prayed, 
was an effetlual bar to any future imprU 
fonmeni on that account, and alfo 10 exe¬ 
cution, and might have been plead.d ?s 
fuch in any conit whalfocvcr ; the whole 
proceeding mud be ad mined to have been 
in a court having complete jurifdi£linn i'q 
the cafe, ROtwithlfanding the High Stew¬ 
ard’s commiflicn had been long dilfolved^- 
which IS all the ufe 1 intended 10 make of 
this cafe. 

I will not recapitulate; the cafes I hsve 
cired, and the conclufions drawn from 
them, are brouglit into a very narrow com* 
pafs. I will only add, it would found 
extremely harih to fay, that a court of cri¬ 
minal jurifdiflion, {bunded in ipmernoriaf - 
ufage, and held in judgment ot law beforg 
the King himfelf, can in any event what¬ 
ever be under hn utter incapacity' of pro- 
cerding to trial and judgment, either of 
eundi mnation or arquntal, the ultimate ob- 
jc&a of every' crimrnal proceeding, without 
certain fupplemental powers derived froib 
the Cmwn. 

Thefe cafes, with the obfervations I have 
made bn‘them, I hdpe fulliciently warrant 
the opinion of the 'Jildgrs' upon that part 
of the feCond quefiion' iii the' cafe pf the 
late Karl Ferrers, which E htVe' already 
tpcniioned. And alfo what was advanced 
by ihe Lord Chief Biardii in bis argumynt 
bn that ^ubfiion, *f That though the 'office 
" of-High Steward fhou|d'happen lo'de- 
'* (ermine before exeemibn dour according 
** tO'thc'jadgme'ot, yet the Court of Pects 
*' in Parliati^r, where that judgment « as 
" giveb, would fubfift for alt the purpd- 
1* .fes' of jhfticb dufri'hg the iitting of the 
I* Parlianlent." ' And jbohfdqudhrly, that 
in the 'cafe foppoihd'by the quefiion, thi^t 
Court ihfight 'appoSl&t^T hew*'day for the 
cxetutioir.^' '" 


.' JcwfMly. . t, ■G.'.J* «• t See ftsft:tbp 3, fi. I. 
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No. 9 .' 

HOsirioNS AKrERRED by thA to*n* 

TO,THE lyoOtLi IN THE IMPEACH¬ 
MENT WAAkEN HASTINCR, E.<iQ. 

ANO THE ANiWIRSOP the JUDORS. 
-^EXTRACTED PEOM THE LOEOj 
JOURNALS ANt) MINUTES. 

T Q^^^®^^ON.-.-Wnether, when a wit* 
nefs produced and examined in a 
criminal proceeding' by a profecutor, dif- 
claims all knowledge of any matter fo in¬ 
ter! ogated, U be competent for fuch profe* 
ciTor to purfue fuch examinat-on, by pTO- 
pofing a queftion containing the particulars 
of an anfwer fuppofed to have been made 
bv fuch witnefs before ^ CGonmiitee of the 
Houfe of CotnmoiiSt or in any other place ; 
and by .demanding of him, whether the 
particulais fo fuggilled weie not the anfwer 
b: had fo made ? 

i; 83 , Feb. ig. Pa. 418. 

ANSWER.-The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exchequer dclirered the una¬ 
nimous .opinion of the Judges, upon the 
qiicilinn. of law put to them on Friday the 
tgth ol Febiiiary lad, as follows—" That 
" when a wiinefs produced and examined 
in a criminal procerdmg by a profecu- 
lor difclaims all knowledge of aiiy mat- 
** ter fo interrogated, it >s not competent 
y for fuch prolceutor to purfue fuch exa- 
*' mination by propofiiig a quelbon eon* 
" taiping the particulars of an anfwei Aipt' 
" pefed to have been made by fuch wit- 
. " IK fs before a Committee of. the Houle of 
*' Comiribns, or in any other place; and' 
" by depiandijigof him whOlher the parti- 
cuUrs fo fuggefted were not the anfwer 
*' he bad fo made." 

1788, April 10. Pa. 5^3'. 

n. QUESTION_Whether it becofn- 

petrnt for the Managers to produce an ex¬ 
amination taken without oath l>y the reft 
of the Counril, in the abfence of Mr. Haf- 
tingx the Governor General^ charging Mr. 
Hafti.ngs wjth eorroplly receiving three 
lacks 54|t05 rupees, which examination 
came (o. his knowledge, fnd wa 4 by him 
tranlmitted fo thfc Court of DirrflorS as a 
proceeding of the faid Coiincilfors, in order 
to introduce the proof of his demearmf 
the reupotiif hc>»K allcdited by the Ma¬ 
nagers for the Commons, that be took Ao 
ficps to clear himfeif in the opiAioA of 
the iajd Direflors, of the guilt thereby im¬ 
puted^ bbt that he took aflive means t6 
prevent the exsminalion by the fa d Coun- 
eillofs of his fervant Cahtoo Rsboo ? 

. • ' • * * * 

4^5WER.—The Ltfrd Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exehf^rr. delivered the 
uuinimcAis opinion of Judge(| Opoo the 


faid queftion, in the negative—and gave hi: 
realons. 1789, May so. Fa. 7x8. 


irr. QUESTION-Whether the in- 

ftruflions Irom the Court'of Dircflors of 
the United Company ol Merchants of Eng¬ 
land trading to the Eaft Indies to Warren 
Hsilings, £iq. Governor General; Lieu¬ 
tenant General John Clavering, the Ho¬ 
nourable George Monfon, Richaid Bar- 
well, Efq.' and Philip Francis, £fq. Coun¬ 
cillors, CQnftitutrd and a;-pointed the Go¬ 
vernor' General and Council of thO faid 
United Cgmpany^s Prefidency of Fort Wil¬ 
liam in Bengal, hy an aft of Parliament 
paired in the Isft lefTiOn, intituled, An 
" A £1 for eftablifliing certain Regulations 
•' for the better Management of the Aftair#' 
" of the Ealt India Company, as Well in 

India as in Europe}" of the agth of 
March 1774, Par. 31, 33, and 35 j 
confultation of the t ith of March 1773; 
confultation of the 13th of March 1773, »P 
to the time that Mr. Haftinga left the 
Council; the confultatioa of the soth of 
March 1775; the letter- written by Mr. 
Mailings to the Court of Oire£lors on the 
25th of Mlrcli 1773—it slledgcd 

that Mr. Haftinga took no fteps to explald 
or defend bis criiduff—are fulficient to in* 
troduce the examinsiion of Nundcomar, or 
the proceedings of the reft of ihe Council* 
lors on the (aid ig'h of March, alter Miv 
Mailings left the Council, Inch examint* 
tton -and prorc^ing^s charging Mr. Haftings 
with corruptly receiving three lacks 34,105 
rupees ? 

*789, May ai. Pa. 730. 

ANSWER-.—The Lord Chief Baron 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the una* 
nimous Opinion of the Judges, upon tho 
faid queftion, in the negative—^and gavd 
bit reafons. 

1789, May 37. Pa. /7t« 


IV. QUESTION.-Wbether the public 
accounts of the Nisamut and Bhcta, under 
the fca'l of the Begum, attrAed alio by the 
Nabob, and iranfmitted by Mr Goring to 
the Boafd Of Council at Calcutta, in t' 
Idler bearing date the ag^h Of Junt 1775, 
received by them,' reccr-ded without objed 
tion on the panot Mr.Haftings.and ttanfm'it*' 
led by him likewife without nbjrftioAto’&e 
Cduhof DircAors, and atfedged tn'coAfiia* 
accounts of money received by Mr.HaftiAgt i 
Shd it beiAg iit proof that Mr. Naftirrgss 
on the iitb-ol May 1778, moved ifae BOatd, 
tp comply with the requifitionl of--the 
Nabob Mobafek ul Dowla, to re-api^oint 
the Munny Begum and Rajah Goordafa 
(vUho made up ihofe accoun's) to the refpec- 
tive offices they b'efote ftlled-^and whiclr 
was sccordingly refolved by the Board—* 
odght ’tq bd read ? 
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ANSWER.«-Thc Lori Chitf Baron of 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the uiia> 
ntmou* opinion of the judgea, upon the 
faid queftton, in the negative—and gave hia 
leafqm. 

1 789, June 24. Ea. 9^2. 

V. QUESTION,—Whether the paper 
delivered by Sir Elijah lmp<y, on the jih 
of July I775f in the Sipretnc.Court, to 
the Secretary of the Supreme Council, in 
order to be tranfiniiied to the Council ai 
the rclolution of the Court 111 refptft to the 
claim made for Hoy Radacliurn, on ac* 

' count of hia being Vakeel cf the Nabob 
Mobarek ul Dotviali—and wlifeh paper 
uaa the fuhjefl of the deliberation ot the 
Council Mil the 3iil cf July 1775, Mr. 
Ifadiiiga being (ben prefent, and was ,ry 
tiicm tranliniited to the Court ot OircAors, 
at a ground for luch iiitlrufliona from the 
Court of Dlrrdfora aa the occafion nitght 
feeui tu require.-may be admitted aa evi- 
riciice of the aAual Rate and fituation of 
the Nabob, with reference to the Englifla 
government P 

1789, July Fa. tool. 

A^'SWER.—The Lord Chief Baron of 
{be Court of Exchequer delivered the una# 
nimoua opinion of the Judges, upon the 
faid queftion, in the afHimative—and gave 
Aia rcafona. 

*789. July 7* Pa. 1030. 
" vr. question.—W hrther U be, or 

be opt, competent to the Managers tor the 
Comniona to give evidence upon the 
charge in the fixth article, to prove that 
the rent at which the defendant, Warren 
Haflingi, let the lands mentioned in the 
faid hxih article of charge to Kelleram, 
ficll into an ear and waa deficient—and 
whether, if proof were oiFered that the 
rent ft-ll in arrear immediately after the 
leuiug, the evidence would in that cafa be 
uKtipetent ? 

1790* April 31 . Fa. 364. 

ANSW’ER—The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Cuuit of Exchequer delivered the una- 
ifiinous opinion of the Judges upon the 
fiiid qiieftion—That it la not competent 
to the Managers for the Coroinona to 
** give evidence upon the charge in the 
*• iixth article, to prove that the rent at 
**. which (he' defendant, Waircn Haftmgs, 
«* let the lands mentioned in the faid fixth 
articla of charge to Kelleram, fell into 
hrrear, and was deficient*'—'aod gave 
hja reafohs. 

1790, April ay. Pa. 388. 

Vir. question.—W hether it be 
competeiit ior the Maoagera for the Com- 
to put the fulloning qucftion to 
the wiintTt, upon 'the (Uiib article of 


charge, via. “ What imprrflion the letlisg, 
of the lands to KcBeram and CuUiaq 
" Sing made on ihe minds of the inliabi* 

** lanta ot that count! v P *' , 

1790, April ay. Pa 391* 

la 

ANSWER.—The Lord Chief Baron of 
the CouK ot Exchiqurr delivered the un 4 « 
nimoua opinion ot the Judges upon the 
faid qurftion—“ That it it not coinpcunt 
to the Managers ior the Commons to^ 
« put the following quellion-io the wit> 
iiefa, upon the fixth a rude of charg*, 
via. What impteirmn the letting of the 
lands to Kelleram and Cullian Sing 
nude on the minds of the inhabi- 
•* tama of that country’*—ibd gave Ins 
rcafona. 

1790, April 99. Pa. 413. 

Vni. QUESTION.—. Whether it be 
coinpetriit to the Managers tor the Com¬ 
mons to put the following qucftion to the 
witnefs, upon (he fcvenih article of 
charge, viz. ** Whether more I'ppiciTinns 
't did a£lually exift under the new inllitu- 
lion than the old ?*’ 

lygo, April 99. Pa. 413. 

ANSWER,—The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exchequer delivered the una¬ 
nimous opinion of the Judges upon the 
ftid qucftion—** That it is not competent 
** to the Managers for the Commons to 
'* put the following queflion to the wii« 
'* neft, upon the feveiitb article of charge, 

* viz. Wlicihcr more nppicflions did ac- 
“ tually exift under the new inflitution 
than utider (he old.**—and gave his 
reafons. 

1790, May 4. Pa. 498. 

IX. QUESTION.—Whether the letter 
of the ijtb of April 1781, can be given 
in evidence by the Managers fur (he Com¬ 
mons, to prove that the letter of the jth 
of May 1781, already given in evidence, 
relative to the abolition of the Provincial 
Council, and the fubfequent appointment of 
the Committee of Revenue, was falfe in 
any other particular than that which ia 
charged in the 7th article of charge ? 

1790, May 80. Pa*S57. 

ANSWER.—The Lord Chief Baron of 
the Court of Exchequrr detivered the una* 
nimoua opinion of tee Judges upon the 
faid queftton—**That it 11 not competent for 
** the Managers on the' part of the Com- 
** moot to give any evidence on the feventh 
article of impeachment, to prove that 
'• the letter of the 5th of May lySt is falfe 
in any other paiticular than that wherein 
sS'tt is’exprefaly charged to be falfe**-aud 
gave his rcafona. 

Janet. Pa. 634. 
‘ X. QUESTION, 
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PART vni. 


1795: 

BEING THE 

EIGHTH SESSION (OR YEAR-) OF THE TRIAL. 

I N theHoiifeof Lorcts, on Tuesdat, to attend in his place; in the mean 
January 6 , Lord Crenvilic moved, time he would move that a Committee he 
that the further confideration of the pro- appointed to infpcA the Journals, and to 
ceedings on Mr. Hastings* I'rial report to their Lordfliips all that appeared 
Hiould be pollponed to TuelUay the 13111. as to the mode of giving judgment on tri¬ 
als of Jiigh crimes and ndrdeineanqre. 

TUE 5 DAV, JAM. 13. 

The Lord Chancellor (Lord LougI f- Thursday, feu. 19. 

^OR.ouGti)obferyed, that the indifpofiiion The Report* whs prefented, and or- 
of Lord I'hurlow induced him to propofe dered to be taken into confideration on 
to poitpone the further confideration ot the 'I'huri'day the z6th of February. 
Impeachment until that noble Lord was Thursday, 

* The following is a brief AbftraAof the Report, including the thhtcat indances upon 
the Journals : 

The firfl is, Richard Lyons, a Merchant of London, 50 Edw. A. D, 1376. He waf 
charged by the Commons with exporting wool to lofeign parts, which were not of the ftaple 
at Calais—ad, with colledting impotls on wool for his own ufe, without aflent of Parlia- 

—--•-- .1— King—3d, for an additional loan to the I' 

r buying up the King’s dehfs at a l^rgc di 
ocui ing brokerage for obtaining payment I 

. __ ,..s iifury.—Tlie fentence was—That his goods and Inntjs mould be feized intq 

the King’s hands, and his body imprifoned daring pieafure. 

William Lord Laiymer, in the fame year, was convidled of fimilar pradficcs, and ordered 
to be imprifoned, and make line and ranfom at the King’s pieafure. 

One Pecchee was at the fame time convidled of fuing out an opprelllve patent to mono¬ 
polize fweet wines.—He was adjudged to prifun, and to mal^e a fine and ranfom to the par¬ 
ties grieved. 

Lord Nevill was impeached by the fame Houfe of Commons, for buying the King’s tal¬ 
lies of Lady Ravenfworth at a difcount, and getting payment entire.—Judgment to make 
^atisfadiion to the Lady, and be fhrther punilhed by imprifonment, fine and ranfom. 

The ift of Richard ad, 1377, the Commons prayed, that all \vbo had furrendered the 
King’s caflies nriighi be punilhed j upon which Sir Richard Scroopc, Steward of the Houfe- 
hold, arraigned them before the Lotds, who convidled th^m, and they were condemned to 
fufTer death. 

Alice Ferrers was afterwards ayraignpd for tbe fame crime, and the Lord? referred the 
trial to a Jury of the Houfehold, wHo found her guilty^'-The lord's ordered her to be 

banifbed. 

loth of Richard a, 1386, William De ^ Pole, Earl of Suffolk, was unanimoully i.m- 
peached by the Commons, for crimes and malverfations of office. After a long heating, 
the Lords gave judgment—That the Earl’s lands (except 20I, a year out of the EarldomJ 
fhould be feized to (he King’s ufe. The apndlled feveral illegal grants, and difmifieii 
three other articles ot (he charge. 

. ■ ’ iJiV 
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THURSDAY, FEB. i5. 

The Order of the Day being leaJ for 
taking the Report into confuiei ation. 
Lord TUurlow rofe, and obiervtJ, that 
in his opinion the vai ious precedents re- 
porfed to their Lordihips, did not appear 
|D come near the cafe under their delibe¬ 
ration. The only one which bore a 
rrfemblance to it, was the cafe of Lord 
• Middlefex, who was impeached on a va¬ 
riety of articles, fome of which contain¬ 
ed dilFercnt allegations. The Impeach¬ 
ment of Mr. Haltings was in maAy points 
from every otlier cafe that liad 
been brought before a court of juflice in 
Great Britain. The number of nriicies 
were twenty, each containing a great 
number of allegations t of th,is number, 
tlu Commons had given no evidence upon 


fourteen, and upon very inconfiderable 
parts of three more; f« that on four- 
filths of the Articles, it may he faid tliat 
the Commons had given no evidence at 
all.* It appeared, therefore, only an aft 
of juftice to the Defendant to acquit him, 
in the firft inftance, of four-fifths of the 
matter charged in the articles. As to the 
articles on which the Commons had giwt^ 
evidence, he thought it impodible, eithe^ 
in juftice to the Commons or to the De¬ 
fendant, to pnt one queftion only on each 
article, as h->.d been the general prafticc; 
becaufe each articlecompriled fo many cri¬ 
minal fadts, tliat, if any VlifFerence of 
opinion ihould arife amongft their Lord- 
fhips, it would be njsceftary to put alepa- 
rate queftion upon each allegation. 

He fliould theiefore propofe that tlte 
Houfe would refolve itfelf into a Commit- 


17th of James ift, i6ai, Lord Vifenunt St. Albans, (Bacon) the Chancellor, was ac- 
cufed of frauds and corruption in his office. On the 24th of April 1621, he fent his con- 
leffion and fobmiffion to the Houfe by the Prince, On the ad of May he was found guilty, 
and Ml tlio 3d of May it was agreed to pafa fentence; but, upon regard of his fubmiffioH, 
and the Prince imploiing mercy of the Houfe, the queftion, Whether he fhould he fuf- 
peoded from all his titles of nobility during life .**' was loft by a majority.—They only voted 
Ibat ii;e King (boutd take the Great Seal from him, which was accordingly done. 

Xn the fame Pai liainent, Sir Francis Mitchel was tried for a mifdemeanor, and was found 
wsi thj to he cenfured," and then difeharged. 

20CI1 James ift, 1624, the F.arl uf Middlefex, Lord High Treafurer, was acenfed by th*'' 
C<4ninons uf high crimes and mifdenieauors, viz. malverfations in the King’s Wardrobe, 
Biihes by the farmers of the Cunoms, and Compofnions at Ports, the Ordnance, Courts of 
Wards, &c. &c. On the izth of May lie was put to the Bar, and heard in his defence. 
(On the tame day, anii-meiidian, he was cenfured for his condnfl in the Wardrobe. The 
fatae day, poft meridian *, he was cenfured fur the Bribes. The fame day he was acquitted 
of the charge rerpedllng Su;;ar and Tobacco. The fame day the Houfe came into the Hall, 
apd acquitted the pnfoner upon a charge of taking compofttion at the port of Brifloi. The 
itrne day, the Ordn .nee clurgc was cnniidered and debated ; it was agreed that he fhould be 
cenfured. The fa’iie d ly the c!iarge refpeding mirdemeanors in the Conn of Wards was con¬ 
sidered, and tletermiiied chat the Kai I was cenfurablc. The 13th of May the Earl was brought 
|tp (he Bar, and judgment of cenfure was paflcd, upon the proofs of bribery, extortionv, 
oppreffions, ViTrongs, and deceits ■[-. 

poctor Rogci AnUiiiwaiing, in i6a8, theiith of June, was impeached for three fedl- 
tious fennons, two before the King, and one at his own panfh church on tfie 4th of 
May. On the 14th of June, lie had judgment of ^enfure, and was fent to the Fleet Prifon, 
dii ing the fitting et that P.Mliament. 

Hr. Henry Sacheverel was impeached by the Commons in 170). The « 5th of Ja- 
anary lie appeared at the Bar, and delivered his anfwcr tp the articles. On the 20th of 
Maid) he was found guilty, and jmlgment pafTed on the 21ft—To be enjoined not to preach 
fqr ihite years, .and tfiai the twu printed feimons fhould be burnt by the common hio g man . 

The laft precedent is tlie well-known cafe of the Earl of Macctesheld, in the year 1725, 
]t commenced on the 28111 of April, .and finifhed tlie 27th of May, wlien the Speaker of 
ti:e Commons dtmanded jiidgmeiir, which w.is immediately pronoonced—To be ftned in 
the fain of tliirty thoufand pounds, and to be imprifpnad in the Tower until the funt fhalt 
.he paid.—Heie end ilte piecedciits. 

* Thefe cbirge*, which were proven, at one view, appear to conuin tlie whole of wba| 
it chaiged agamft Mr. Hatlings. . 

f bix very nistetial chaiges were demrmined in one day, and fix adjo^umments to Weft- 
ls>iitlter-Ha*t. H the fame kind of indnftry l>«d been ufed with iefped{ to Mr.' Uaftingts 
Jtu triB woolo u.'t bare tefted above tieven Oiys, inftead uf Sc^en Yeats. 


tee 
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t« of the whole HouTe, where the matter 
might be fully dilculTed, and where every 
Lor^ would have an opportunity of deli¬ 
vering his fentiments in the fulleft man* 
■ner. * 

^ The Lord Chancellor concurred in opi¬ 
nion with Lord Thnriow's motion. 

The Report was therefore reterred to a 
Committee of the whole Houle. 

On being alked by the Chancellor what 
day he would propol'e to proceed, Lord 
Thui'low raid he was ready at any time, 
having gore through the whole of the 
evidence with all the attention he was ca¬ 
pable of; but as fome Noble Lords might 
wiHi for a further time to refrelli their me¬ 
mories, he propoied to proceed ou the 
tblluwing Monday.—Agreed to- 

MONDAY, MARCH a. 

BBNARKS CHARGE. 

Lord Tburlow role to open the mode 
of proceeding, and explained at con- 
liderable length his idea of the nature 
of the pieient trial. His LordAiip com¬ 
plained much of the loofenefs and inaccu¬ 
racy with which the Articles were drawn, 
containing many alTertions either palpably 
falle or groflly abfurd, and which a very 
^ moderate application to the documents in 
the jpoHefliun of thole who fupported the 
prolecution, would have convinced them 
could not be iubltantiated. 

He was far from wilhing to throw 
an imputation on the Managers for thefe 
inaccuracies, and ftill JeJs on the Houfe 
of Commons, who could not be liippofed 
to look at the minutiat of luch extenlive 
Articles, comprehending tlie important 
tranlat^ions of a large empire fur thirteen 
years. The zeal of the parries who diew 
the Articles had certainly exceeded their 
diferetion. The Impeachment, however, 
might now be fmd to reft upon four points 
—Breach of Faith, Oppreflion, and In- 
jufticc, as in the two Articles of Cheyt 
Sing and the Begum ) Corrupu'on, as in 
the Ai tide of the Piefents ; and a wan¬ 
ton Wafte of the Public Money for Pri¬ 
vate Parpefes^ as in the Contrails. In 
eonfidering the firft two points, in bis 
opinion, it would become their LordOiips 
to refled- on tlie lituation in which Mr. 
Haftings was placed. PuflelTed of abfolute 
power, the queftion would be. Had he ex¬ 
erted that power, for the public good, or 
had he, on any occafion, been aduated by 
bafe or malicious ipotives t If in the cale 
of Cheyt Sing and the Begums they Ibould 
be of opinion that he was neither raalicious 


nor corrupt, the Charges naturally fell 
to the ground. It was the dut y ot Mr. 
Haltings to preferve the empire committal 
to his care, and in purfuit of that objett 
to adopt the mealures belt ailapted to at¬ 
tain his end. 

The preamble to the Articles was, in 
his Lordfhip’s opinion, materially defec¬ 
tive. It charged Mr. Haftinra as the 
author, and fixed upon him the Ible re-. 
fponiibiiity of all the aAs recited in the 
Twenty Articles. The preamble con¬ 
tained a fhlle Itatement of his lituation, 
for the purpofe of fixing rel^iilibility 
upon him, fur a£ls in fome inftances done 
by others { in fome inftances in which 
others participated t but as Mr. Haftings 
was the only peribn impeached, the pi«- 
amble fupMied him to poflefs the ft>le 
power in Bengal. Yet from 177a to 
1774 he was the Prefident of a Council 
of thirteen; from 1774 to 1776 he was 
Prefident of a Council of ftve, and inva¬ 
riably in a minority. From 1776 to die 
time of his departure in 1785 he fome- 
times poilefled that power which hit call¬ 
ing vote in Council gave him, and on 
many important public occailons was 
over-ruled by a majority. By a precedeut 
at that time on the table it appeared that 
the Houfe, in the cafe of the Earl of Siif- 
foik,had dilcharged feveral Articles of his 
Impeachment, oMaufe other Lords of the 
Council, who were concerned with him 
in the matter contained in the Articles* 
were not impeached. 

As to the mode of proceeding, liis 
Lordlhip thought that the only way to do 
juftice both to the Public and the Defend¬ 
ant, would be to take up the allegations 
in the Articles/rr/a/rm, if any di&rence- 
of o|Hnion fhould exift. For inftance, if 
their Lordfhips were of opinion that the 
Commons had not made good any part of 
the Benares Article, then a fingle quel- 
tion might decide it; but if any Noble 
Lord thought that fome allegations were 
.made out, and others not, it would be 
necelTary to put a vote upon each, fince, 
in point of fafi, there were fo many a£fs. 
ftated to he criininai, that the Benares 
Charge did in truth contain a great num¬ 
ber of Articles, on each of which, if s 
difference of opinion exifted, they muft 
- come to a leparate vote. 

The Chancellor concurred generally in 
what had fallen from Lord Thurlow, but 
could not condefeend that Mr. Ual- 
ttngs would be juttified in any grofs abuls 
of. the arbitrary power be pottefled, even 
though it fiiould be made appear that he 
was aCUuttcd neither by coirupt nor by 

laalicioua 
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w^llctouft motives. Mr. Hafttngs having 
reat power lodged in his hands, was un- 
oubtedly refponfible to his coiintt7 for a 
pro^r ufe of that power; and howevw 
lire his intentions might have been, if 
eviolated every principle of morality and 
jttftke, he Ihould not think that any puldic 
exigency ought to be pleaded as a jullifi- 
cattun. 

. His Lordflilp fully concurred with the 
'former Noble Lord as to the loulenel's and 
careielTnefs with which the Ai tides were 
drawn, and the great length to which they 
ran; and conceived alio that the mode 
piopofed to be adopted by him was the 
nwilt {noper. 

Lord Thurlow faid, as their Lordlliips 
feemed to be unaninioully agreed to pro¬ 
ceed point by point, he would begin with 
the lienares Charge. And here he con¬ 
ceived no queftion could putfibly ariie 
until they cainc to the demand made by 
the Bengal Government lor a war fubiidy 
in 1778. This demand the Commons 
all'ert, though made apparently on pub¬ 
lic gi ounds, was in t'a6t brought forward 
to lati&fy the preconceived malice of Mr. 
Hadings, and was part of a regular plan 
of Mr. Hallings to etfe£k the total ruin 
of Cheyt Sing. Tlieir Lordlliips tliere- 
i'ore mull examine the (piellion of right, 
and mud look, tho’ he condlTed lie lud in 
vain dune it, lor the evidence to fubdantuite 
jihe charge of malice. If there was no 
proof of maMce, the Charge tell to the 
g.'oiind, iinleis Mr Hallings’ a^s were 
of fuel] a nature as to exhibit ample 
prools of the malicious motives in which 
they originated. In reviewing this fnb- 
jc6l, he law tire mud perfedf conlideiicy 
in Mr. Hallings’s coiidud throughout, 
who began by declaring his perfect con- 
viilion of the right of tlie Company to 
itlcuiaud military aid ; and then appealed 
to tlic written indrumenis he had executed 
on the transfer of the luvereignty of Be¬ 
nares to the Englilh, to prove we had not 
gi ten up the right, and jiroperly relented 
the Kaja's dilobedience. Mr. Kruncis, 
piolkliing to entenain doubts as to the 
right, always concurred with Mr. UjI- 
tings in inaking the demands, but tiiew 
back in the years 1778 and 1779, on the 
K'lju’s delays in complying with thole 
tiein.'iiuls. (n 1780 indeed be fully con¬ 
curred with Mr. Hallings. 

After a Uw words hoin Lonl Moira 
and Lord Caernarvon, on the liatuie of 
2,eiiiindary tenures, the Coinmiiiee re- 
)H>r*e<l progicls, and weie appoimed to 
meet on , 


TUfSOar, MARCH 3. 

The Houfe being in a Committee, thi 
Clerk proceeded to read fiom the evidence 
given on the prolecution and the defence, 
the feveral letters and confultations that 
had a reference to the demands made in 
the years X778, 1779, the demand 
of cavalry, and fome other points, which 
Lord Caernarvon defired might be read. ) 
From the number of books which were * 
to be referred to, near three hours were 
einploycd in reading evidence, when 

Lord Thurlow faid, he wRs very forry 
that he had undefignedly been ttie caule of 
fo much of their Lorcimips time having 
been confumed, little to their edification. 

If he had nut believed that lefs than half 
an hour would have completed all hs 
wanted, he would have milled to his own 
notes, wliich he now found weie per. 
fefliy accurate; he would however alViire 
their Lurdihips that he would not bring 
them into Aich a dilemma again. 

The Couiinittee then adjourned to 


THURSDAY, MARCH 5. 

Lord Moira role, and laid, he would 
not make a motion, but would Ihite two 
propufitions, leaving it to their Lord'- 
Ihips to form any queliion out of them * 
tliat they Ihould tiuuk proper to lubmit 
to a vote. 

His hiH propofition would be to this 
purport: 

*• That the government of Bengal had 
no right to exact a tribute hum Cheyt 
“ Sing.” 

If this queliion was decided atlirmativcly, 
it would put an end to further difcufllon } 
if it were negatived, he would then Hate as 
a pi'uporiiion naturally refnlting from the 
negative of the formci', 

“ That the govvrnment of Bengal had 
regulaily exercifrd tlieir right of Ib- 
“ vcieignty in exacting tribute from 
“ Cheyt Sing." 

His Lordihip added, that he certainly 
intended to vote againil his own motion, 
becaul'e he was perfeSlIy convinced that 
the Bengal Government had a right to 
demand military ai<l from Clieyt Sing in 
time of war, and that Mr. Mailings would 
have neglected his duty if lie had not de¬ 
manded it. He was equally convinced, 
that in making the leveral demands, Mr. 
Hafiiugs was not ailuated by malice, but 
by a iviiie of public duty. He was at,the 
lame time perieAly willing to adopt any 
vther motion that might be made, which 

would 
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lU equally conduce to bring the meiits 
the catb into dilcuifion. 
rite Karl of Caernarvon ohferved, that 
vious to any dtfcuffion of the mode 
proceMUng into the eiiainination of the 
loiis allegationSi it would well become 
! dignity and the honour of their Lord* 
p$ to fettle what Lorda had, and had 
ta right to vote. He faw new f.tccs 
the Cmnnuttee every day; but it would 
' to the eternal difgrace of their Lord* 
ips, if Lorda who had not attended 
9ild ultimately vote in Weftminiier 
.all. His Lordlhip objected to the mo¬ 
ans of Lord Moira, and preferred the 
lode of taldng the ciiminal allegations 
parately. 

The Earl of Moira faid in reply, that he 
tzi fure the Noble Earl did not allude to 
Kin .as amongft the Loids who had not at- 
ended j for, except to fome part of the 
eply in the lad year, he had attended the 
rial very regularly. On this Article, 
aowever, the evidence biought by the 
profecution had in his opinion fo com¬ 
pletely acquitted Mr. Hillings of ail de¬ 
gree of blame, and fo eftab.ifhed his 
mciits, that he for one would liave been 
ready to acquit Mr. Haftings, had he not 
heard one word in his defence. As to 
his motions, their Lordlhips would re- 
MlleCt he had not made ihem, but merely 
ttated them as piopofuions. He was rea¬ 
dy to withdraw them, and to give way to 
any Noble Lord who might ptonole any 
other method of arguing and dilcufling 
the merits of the cafe. 

The Earl of Coventry faid, that though 
he pcrfeftly agreed viiith the Noble Earl, 
that it would he in the highell degree in¬ 
decent foi Lords to vote who had not at¬ 
tended, he knew not how they could diaw 
the line. 

The Earl of Mansfield exprefled the 
fame fentiment. To himfelf the obfer- 
vationoftlieNoble Earl could not apply; 
for it bad happened, by extiaordinaiy 
good fortune, that in a trial which had 
lafted feven years, he had not been abfent 
mote than feven hours. 

The M«frqui8 of Lanfdowne contended 
that it was the right of every Nohle Lord, 
even thofe creat^ in the prefent feffions; 


peared. A trial which had lafted feveq. 
years, .and had at’tradfed the attention, 
and the wonder of the world, would now 
be determined by the fixed rules of law ’ 
and juftice. As to the Benares Article, 
he had attended it during the profecution, 
and was ready, like the Noble Lbrd 
(Moira), to vote for tlie acquittal of 
Mr. Hiftings, if he were to vote at ail, 
which he certainly did not mean to do, 
having been moft unwillingly compelled • 
t'l dilconiiniie his attendance by the Hate 
of his health, after the firft two-and- 
twenty days of the trial. He had, how¬ 
ever, read all the proceedings, and had 
certainly foimeil a clear and decided .opi¬ 
nion upon the c.ife. He fhould deem it 
his duty to attend (be Committee, and to 
oiler his iVutimems from time to time if 
be thought it needfary. 

The Eail of Cacrnaivon faid, he was 
not convincctl by any thing which he 
had heard, that the Houle had not a 
right to delermine what Lords ftiould 
and ihould nrt vote : lie claimed it in 
jullice to Mr. Haftings, in juftice to 
their Lordfttips, fome of whom might 
evehtunliy ^at a future period be in his 
fituation ; and it appeared to him to be 
a moft monilrous idea, abhorrent to every 
principle of the law of Enghind, that 
judges who had not heard, fltould deter- 
luine a criminal caiife. 

Lord Thurlow, though perfeilly con- 
cun ing in fentiment With the Noble 
Karl, as lie believed every Lord prei'ent 
did, yet gave it as his opinion, that every 
Lord imiftdiaw the line for himlelf; hiS 
own conl'cience and his own fcnle or ho¬ 
nour mull determine how many days at¬ 
tendance entitled him to vote. If their 
Lord 111 ips thought they might controul 
the Court, the mode inuft br, to appoint 
a Commitiec, to examine what days the 
fevei al Lords had attended, and then to 
determine how many days attendance en¬ 
titled a Lord to vote. His own lituation 
for the firft five years of this trial, hdd 
made his attendance indifpenfable. He 
certainly had llackeiied in his attendance 
the t wo iaft years, and if for that reafoa 
he weie to be excluded, it would lave hiiq 
much trouble; had he earlier known of 


to vote if they pleafed. But when he 
admitted the right, he would add, God for¬ 
bid that in a toigle inftance he fhould l«f 
the right exercifed. Indeed there wax no 
danger. He congratulated their Lord- 
fliipa on the- grave, fotemn, and judicial 
manner in which they were pnoceeding. 
It was highly to the credit of Guvemment 
that nothmg like party or influence ap- 
PartVIU. 


fuch a Relblution, it would have faved 
him much nioi e ; fince he had been em¬ 
ployed tor fome months in going through 
an immenfe quantity of rubbifh and 
tralh, in the inidft of which was difl. 
pet fed the very little evidence of conle- 
qiicnCe in this caufe. The Noble Lord 
wly>propofed the motions was willing not 
to make them ; and he was fo petfcflly 
V ia- 
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Inditferent af to the mode in wl^Iph the 
matter ws^s diicufled^ that the manner of 
hr|nKtng it forward was not, in his 
opinion, worth the half hour that had 
been .loft in debating it. For the fake, 
|)^ever, of cojning to fome point, he 
would move that “ the Bengal Cyovern- 
** nvent had a right to demand iniliiacy aid 
from Cheyt Sing.*' 

The Lord Chancellor faid, he had one 
|objc£lloii only to the nioiion, it did not 
go to .the whole extent ot the Chat ge, and 
coniequcntly would prove nugatory; be- 
caufe, fiippofing the light to be admitted 
and eftablilhed, it would ftill remain a 

S meftJbn, whether that right had been rea- 
onably, expediently, and wifely exeicifed. 
His Lordfliip reviewed all the clrcuin- 
(lances under which the fubfidy had beerj, 
claimed and rvi/it'cd in > 77 ^ * 779 * 

and hid, he was ready tp admit, th.it the 
Commons had not made good their 
Charge in iefpe6l to thofetwo years; with 
regard to them, theiefore, Mr. Hailings 
miift Hand acquitted. But tlie conduft 
of the Governor-General in relation to 
the tranhaions with Cheyt Sing, in the 
year 1780, appeared to him to merit a 
certain degree of blame ; how far it 
might life to a high crime and mifde- 
jneanor, would depend on other pro- 
cccdi. gsof the Governor-Genrral, which 
remained to be difciifl'etl. IIis Luid/liip 
explained the ground on which he lefttd 
this obfervation, to be the fa6l of Mr. 
Haftnigs having, in the yeai 1780, re¬ 
ceived a pi'efent of two lack of rupees, 
and having altogether lupprefled that cir-. 
cuinftance fiom his Council, when tlicy 
were about to make a further claim of 
five lack from Cheyt Sing, as the war 
fubfidy. 

/ Lord Tluulow declared, he wa? per- 
ftfliy'indlfFnent as to the foiiri of the 
queftion they were to decide upon, pro¬ 
vided it was deaf and intelligible. He 
hy no means wiflied. that they fhonld 
eorne to any dccifion in the Committee, 
which vvould cither preclude or alFeft the 
i(!ull exercile of every Loid’s judgment, 

S 'hen ihev lliould luve to conlidtr what 
louW be the quellion to be put to hiih in 
'yireHinintlcr Hall. 

The L«rd Chancellor pipciding with 
NohW Lord, 

. Lord Tlturlow agreed to take a quef- 
tion on each fpecific faft criminally al- 
ieciged in the Charges, excepting only 
.where they were foblpniled as to ponftitute 

^aUe£liycly one hea4 of C’harge. 

The Clwirmah of the Committee (Lord 
■^al/ldsharo) then rca4 the queftion in 


the following form: ** That the Gom- 
“ inons had made good their charge jq 
refpeftto the tribute claimed and.re- 
“ cciyed from Cheyt Sing, tlie ^Raja of 
“ Benares, in 1778.’* 

The. Earl of Radnor faid, he rofe' 
merely to fuggefl a few words by way of 
amendment, wz. after the word that,” 
to infert the words, “ it be the queftion \ 
“ in Weftminfter Hall, that—” ' 

The Earl cf Caernarvon underllood , 
that it was on both fides agreed lh.it any 
quellion put and decided uppn in the Com* 
mittee, was not to interfere with cralFe£l 
the quediun or qui Hions tliat were to. he 
put ultimately in Weftminfter Hall j that 
ultimate queftion was to lemain fully o|)en 
to fiitiiic tree difculfioft. 

Lord Thurlow declared that to have 
been precilely his meaning. Hi$ Lord- 
ihip fpoke of the importance of the pro¬ 
ceedings, the refpei^l due to the Coromon.c, 
and lljence inferred the propriety of fub- 
jecliiig the Charges and the evidence, in 
part and in the whole, to frequent folemn 
and deliberate diicuilion. 

'I'he Earl of Radnor faid, he inuft ftill 
p’rfift to move his amendment. 

The queftion was then put, “ That 
“ the v.'ords of the amendment ftan4 
** part of the motion,” when the Chair*, 
mail declared the Not^contents had it. 

TL'he queftion was then put on the origi¬ 
nal morion, and the Not~coHtenUnTx\tA 
it nrmtne diff'atttcnte. 

'I'he Conimiitee adjourned to 


FRlPAy, MARCH 6. 

The Lord Chancellor opened the dif- 
cufiion of the day by a diljilay of all the 
fafts relative to tint part of the firft Ar¬ 
ticle of Charge which related to the cofi- 
tlu£l of Mr. Haftings, in refpe6l to his 
having t.iken two lack of rupees as a per- 
funal prclent to bimfeif tiom Cheyt Sing, 
in the year 1780, and in the fame year 
(Ic man Jed a tribute of five lack, together 
with the demand of the cavalry, and ail 
the fublbqnent iranfaftions, including the 
Correfpondence between Cheyt Sing and 
the Governor-General, the proceeding to 
arreft Cheyt Sing, and the coiifequences 
that followed. His LorJlhip compared 
the vnidence with the fails, as he argued 
upon each, and^ declared he relied upoit- 
no tail which had not beeh either fully 
eftabliihvj by wriiten or parole evideqeei 
or admitted by Mr. 'Haftings himfelf iif 
his Defence, ddivepeii in by him to the 
Houfe of Commons. I|e t^ the feveral 

letter^ 
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in quedion; treated fully of the 
n^otiation with Mr. Jiaitings at Col- 
fcurtat carried on tlirougii the medium of 
theKaja’s Buxey, in order to get the war 
fubiidy remitted ; and alter having mi¬ 
nutely detailed every circumltanceof tliat 
part of the Benares Charge which referred 
to the before-mentioned events, and con¬ 
tending that coUeiliv‘ ly they clearly and 
■| undeniably conveyed much imputation of 
blame on tlie Governor-Gencril, his 
Lordfliip adverted to two other material 
points, which imili meed iiiiy weigh con- 
liderably with their Lonllinps in pre- 
pat ing and making up then- minds to 
the geiieial judgment that would ultimate¬ 
ly come to he coiilidered, vjz. the inu- 
tives that influenced Mr. llaflings, and 
the principles of government on which 
he avowedly a£fcd in the counc of that 
which it had been bis bufmefs that day 
to review. 

A man's motives, his Lordlliip fai.], 
was the lall matter fur him to inquire in¬ 
to, or to decide upon, becauie in general 
they were infcrutable, being known only 
to liimfclf and to the Almighty ; but 
when a maiii lb far from attempting to 
conceal or dilfemble his motives, adigned 
them hiinfelf, and declared openly that 
thole wei e the motives on which he pro- 
■’fed’ed to aft, and did aftually proceed, it 
was impodlblc not to believe him, and 
not only fair and watrantable, but ne- 
ccdai y, to confider attd treat them as the 
motives of his conduft. Mr. Ilallliigs had 
declared in his Defence given in to the 
Commons, and it appeared in various 
parts of the evidence referring to the par¬ 
ticular fubjeft under confideration, and 
to other Charges, that he afted from mo¬ 
tives of perfonal rel'entment to Cheyt Sing, 
and meant to punilh him fur an aifront to 
hinifelf. Wiih regard to the principles 
of ' ivernment laid down by Mr. Hafl- 
ings, it clCai ly was his principle to con- 
lider himiclf as an aliiblute fovereign, 
and to conceive that he had, as fuch, a 
right to exaft from ttibuury and depen¬ 
dent Princes, all their grain, and aH their 
revenues, in moments of danger and 
exigency to the exifling Government of 
the countiy. 'Phis was, his Loi'dfliip 
thought, a mod abominable principle of 
government, a principle that a Biitifh 
Uoufe of Parliament ihouid never liken 
to with patience ; and yet it was evident 
that Mr. Haftings not only afted upon 
it, but recommended it to Lord Macart- 
ntiy, as a principle to be exercifed by the 
Britilh government in Madras, and in 
every part of India, during a wat with 


Hyder Ally* or any powerful Princa in 
the country. Having expatiated on tbio 
point, and viewing the four feveral clauft^. 
in the light wiiii.ii he did, he conceived 
they amounted to that which the Com¬ 
mons had charged, a high crime and 
niililcmeanor. He ihouid therefore Con¬ 
clude by moving** That the Commons had 
“ made good the firfl Article relative to the 
*' fubiidy oi: the demand of cavalry, and 
“ llie injuft.ne qf Mr. Haftings, in fili'eiy* 
** accufing Cheyt Sing of being wi-^'unc* 

** tual in the payment of his kifts, Hud the 
** aireft,for the purpofe of fining him forty 
** or fifty Ijcic of rupees,” 

Loid rhtirluw laid, he was forry to 
find that the Noble anil Learned Lord 
had departed from the title which had 
been agreed on, to proceed with the parti 
of the Charges fepmately, and to come to 
a qnoftion upon each one ahei the other* 
Tite Noble and Lrarued Lord had blend¬ 
ed uniler one qneftiou, various parts of 
the lame Chaige,anioiintingcolle6fively to 
the moll grols part of the Charge, and 
called for their Lordihips deciiiun upon it, 
which might tend to puzzle ilie Commit¬ 
tee, and confound their judgments. He 
proceeded nii.iiilely to detail tin' different 
tranfaftions of the fubjeft felefted by the 
Noble and Learned Lord, and to argue 
upon the manner andcircumftances which 
cliarafterized and flood connefted with 
each individually. He explained the 
grounds of the offer of the two I itk to 
Mr. Haftings as a peribnal prrfent, whitfh 
Mr. Haftings had refuted in the Hi ft in- 
(lance j he then liaied the intervening 
circumllances that indiiied him to accept « 
the two lack afterward,, his conduft 
thereupon, when he ordered it to be paitl 
to Mr. Larkins, and direfted Mr. Lar¬ 
kins to place it to the Company's account, 
and went next to the difeuflion of the de¬ 
mand, and taking of the five Jack, which 
were claimed, and taken alfo ni the year 
lyito. The claim of the war fubiidy had 
been aflented to by the Council, when 
flared to them by Mr. Haftings as h 
nieafure neceffary to be adopted, and had 
been in confequence .iftually applied to 
the Ways and Means of the year iit 
iupply of the current fervices. He truft- 
ed the Learned Lord would on fui liter 
coiilideration be induced not to depirt 
from the line which had been adopted tot 
their proceeding-, and as fie liad con¬ 
ceived with the unanimous .approbation 
of their Loidflnps. The Commons 
charged four ^s of Mr. iiaftings as 
four feparate crimes—the demand of ih# 
war fubiidy of ih« demand of. 

Y a ' cavalry} 
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cavalry { the fal(e aceufatton of Cheyt 
Sing, for uiipun£luaiity in the payment 
of the kiAs } the correrponder.ce with 
and arreft of Cheyt Sing. It was ab- 
foiutely impoflible theiefoie for their 
X<ordfl)ips, it there was a difference of 
opinion amongft them, to put a finglc 
queAjun on theic four ci iminal allegations. 
He fhould iherefoie propule to put a fepa- 
jate quefticn upon each. He could not 
however forbear to take fome notice of 
the I*carned Lord’s alhifion to a letter 
Written by Mr. Haftings to Lovfi Ma- 
esrtney in July 17S1, and introduced by 
the Manageis in their reply, upon grounds 
totally different from thole to which the 
Learned Loid applied the letter. He would 
(fate the ctrcuniflances which gave rife to 
the letter, then the fnbflance of the let¬ 
ter itfelf, and he was confident that 
every Lord prefent would feel the cunduft 
of Mn Haftings to be completely jufti- 
fiablc, and highly laudable in every point 
of view. Their Lurdfliips all reccllefled 
that in September 1780, Hyder Ally, af¬ 
ter having cut off the flower of our aimy, 
over-ran the Carnatic with fixty thoufand 
horfe, and for many months after that 
unfortunate event, it was a point of ex¬ 
treme doubt whether we could piefcivc 
any footing on the cuaft of Curoniandd, 
notwithftanding the great exertions of Mr. 
Haftings fur its liipport. Under tlitie 
circumftances the Governor who pieceded 
Loid Macartney wrote to Mr. Haftings, 
that the Raja or Poligar of 'I'anjoic 
had refuAd a fupply of grain to cur ar. 
my, for which the Pielident liad writ¬ 
ten a letter to him expreffive of his dil- 
pleafuie. Speaking of this tiarladion 
to Lord Macartney, who had fiicceedcJ 
to the government but the month befoie, 
Mr. Haftings expreffes his altonifhment 
that fuch language fhould be l>urn at a 
feifon of fuch diftrefs. He tells Lord 
Macartney, that while the State of which 
T^ujore it a fubjc£f, is in fuch extreme 
danger and diftrefs, he conceives the Ma¬ 
dras goveinment has a right to demand 
from the Raja every aid which the conn- 
try can afford •, that while the fervice,, 
in the piefent deiberate condition of it, 
ihatl laft, he would not leave the Raja 
a grain of rice in his granaiies, or a rupee 
in his treafury, beyond what is neceftary 
. for his pcifonal fubfiftcnce. Lord Thur- 
low thought there was not one of their 
Lordfhips but would applaud the good 
lenie and the fpiiit of this letter, provided 
he coniidcred the aflual fituation of our 
affairs in the Carnatic ar the time the Ut- 
ttii' was written* Mi'* Haftings, he'faid. 


had been called a tyrant; he was fo indeed 
if it was a matk of tyranny to exert evyry 
neive tor the pitfervation of the empiie 
committed to his charge, at a moment 
when eveiy exeition was neceflaf^ to re¬ 
pel the danger which furrounded us. 
Withiegard to Mr. Haftings’ principleof 
government as an ablulute fovereign, it 
was no more than the adoption of what ^ 
was laid down by that great writer Mon- | 
itfquieu, who iaid in fo many words, j 
“ that (he light of an abfolute fovereign > 
“ is every thing ; the right of the people 
under him it. nothing.*^, His Lord- 
fliip fjid he (lioiild conclude, and would 
heieal'tti move, ** That the Commons had 
“ mnd$ good the flift Aiticle, ib far as it 
“ icLiud to the war fublidy of 1780." 

The £ai 1 of Coventry laid, the demand 
of 1780 was precilely (imilar to the twer 
d\.mHnds of 1778 and 1779, on which 
the C ommniis h.id put feparaie queftions. 
He alio obki ved tliat the two lack pre- 
iemed to Mi. H-aftnigs in 1780 were never 
conlidcrcd by the Raja Cheyt Sing as in 
pait payment of the five lack afterwatds 
demanded. 

'I'he Lai I of Caernarvon ftienuoully 
contended, that the motives of Mr. Hai¬ 
ling;, were avowedly thole of lefeniment 
and perl'onal malice. He referred to paf- 
fages 111 the Defence of Mr. Haftings to ^ 
piove this aifeitioii. With regard to what 
Lcid Thuilow had faid of Montel'quieu 
having laid it down, ** that the right of 
“ an ai bill ary Prince was every thing } 
the lights of the people nothing;'* 
Motitcr([uieu did not lay it down as a 
principle of goveinment, but only ob- 
lerved, that the conduit of ai biti ary go¬ 
vernments had amounted to that, and 
had been liich in eft'eil. He reprobated 
Mr. Haftings’ treatment of Cheyt Sing all 
through, and alked,-wbat was to be faid 
of a man, who hiinfelf declared he did 
nut treat Cheyt Sing as a Sritifti Go¬ 
vernor would have treated a dependent oq 
a Biitifli governihent, but as Sujah 
Dcwlah would have tieated one of his de¬ 
pendents ?—His Lordfhip expatiated on 
Mr. Haftings' taking the prelent, which, 
he contended, according to its amount, 
leiTened the means of Cheyt Sine to pay 
the five lack fubllquently demand. Nor 
had Mr. Haftings freaud thule who were 
his dependents, ;>olitically confidered, 
with that injuftice only; he had treat¬ 
ed his ally, the Nabob of Arcot, in 
the fame manner, as was evident from his 
inftiuilions to the Prefident of Fort St. 
George, • 

Loid Thurluw faid, acrofs the table, 

Lvid 
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SlrOrd Cornwallis had thought it rigiit to 
purAie that line of condudt in a mutnent 
of iimilar e'.'’gency. 

Lord Caernarvon in reply iald» that by 
feizing the government and levenues of 
Arcotand Tanjore, Lord Cornwallis had 
committed a greater aft ot violence and 
opprelTion than any which Mr. UaAings 
was acculed of having committed. 

The Lord Chancellor laid, he had no 
objection to withdraw liis propoi'ed m<>t;un 
for the piirpofe of lubAituting Lord Thur- 
low's in its place. 

Lord Sydney faid, he wilhed the faffs 
criminally alledged to be kept diliinftly 
in the conflderatioii of their Lordfliips, 
but he confeffed, he role principally in 
defence of his Noble Friend (Lord Corn¬ 
wallis) } he uailled their Lordfliips would 
recoUeft that tliey were then determining 
upon the Impeachment of Mr. Hallings. 
Lord Cornwallis was not before them ; 
and therefore he hoped from the candour 
«f the Noble Earl, that he would offer 
Ibme explanation of his exprefllons.— 
Uis Loidiliip added, he fo fully con>- 
curred in lentiment with the Noble and 
Learned Lord (Thurlow)» that helhould 
have given a filent vote on his motion, if 
he had not been called up by what fell 
, from the Noble Earh 

The Earl of Caernarvon faid in reply, 
that it was far from Ills intention to throw 
any refleftion upon thecharafler and con- 
duff of the Noble Marquis, of whole 
merits, talents, and viitues, ito Noble 
Lord had a higher opinion than hiinfcll. 
He had no doubt but that the Noble Mar¬ 
quis would be able to aflign very good 
reafons for having leized the revenues ot 
the Carnatic and Tanjore during the war 
with Tippoo, in violation of treaties re¬ 
cently made. All he fpoke to was the 
circuinffance as it appeared by the pa¬ 
pers laid before their Lordihips tome years 
ago, but witiiuut any explanation from 
the Noble Marquis. 

The quelfton was then put on Lord 
Thurlow's motion, and negatived—the 
Uot'Contents being declared to have it. 


MONDAY, MAttCH 9. 

Lord Thurlow rofe to ojien the nature 
•F the evidence in the Charge relative ro 
the demand of cavalry from Cheyt Sing 
in November 1780. 

^ The Charge, he faid, ffated, that with 
a further view to jiaiTals, oppiei's and ruin 
Cheyt Sing, Mr. HaAings did, in No¬ 
vember lySOf move a Refolutiwn« that 


Cheyt Sing fliould furnKh fuch cavalry da 
he could i'pare } that under colour of luch 
relblution, he firlt peiempiorily and ar- 
bitrarily demanded two ibuuiand cavalry^ 
then Ibine lefler number, without offer¬ 
ing to p.iy for them, though the Raja wa» 
not bound to keep up any cavalry, and 
though be was to be paid for wliaicvee 
number he kept up. 

His Lot dihip And, he would endeavour 
to date the evidence before tlie Couii, 
which applied to this fubjeft. In the fiiit 
place, citere was no engagement by which 
Cheyt Sing was obliged to keep up anj 
cavalry at all, or by which the Companj 
were bound to pay Kim for any cavalry, 
which tliey might at any time require fiuni 
him. Tlie iimple quelfion wa 5 tliiss 
Was Cheyt Sing, by the tenure under 
which be held, bound, in time of war, 
to furnifli to tite aid of his foveroign fucit 
cavalry as could be fp ircd from the im- 
inediaie wants of his Zemindary t On 
this point, his Lordflnp A«id, he cou 1 <l 
have no doubt. It was in proof thjt 
Sujah Du^vlali, while he was bis fove- 
reign, had calieit upon him for a body 
of cavalry, which lie did furniih, and 
it was ablurd to I'uppole luch an imperium 
in imperio to exiit, as ihonld piecltule 
a foveieign from calling iijion a i'ubjtft 
fortioops in times of war and exigency. 

The next quelfion then would be—. 
Did fiicli an emergency exilf in No¬ 
vember 1780, as judihed the applica¬ 
tion to Cheyt Sing ? 

Here, Ins l.ordiliip Atid, he Ihould 
again have leafon tu lament the ex- 
cellive careKflhefs with which the Agents 
employed by the Houle of Connnons 
had diawn the Articles, and the hnie 
attention they had Ihcwn to tlic evidence 
which had a refeience tu this pailicular 
point. 

By taking all that appeared on the fub- 
jeff of the evidence tot the pn.lecutiuii, 
and on the Defence, their Lordfliips would 
lee that in September 1780 Mr. Halfitigs 
and his Council received intelligence ot a 
mod alarming nature from Madras. Hy- 
dtr had enteied the Carnatic, had de- 
Ifroyed Colonel Bailie's army, and had 
driven Sir Hecfor Mui>ro to the walls 
of Fort St. Geoige. Sir Edward Hughes 
had informed Mr. Hadings alio, ot his 
having received undoubted intelligence 
that leven laii of the line, and leven 
thouliind land forces, liad leti Franee, and 
wei'c intended to co-operate with our ene¬ 
mies in India. At this period alfo. thirty 
tboufand Maratu horfe were encamped 
on tht welfcrn tioiuier of Bengal: An 

. in- 
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lavaRon of Bahar By the Maratto* was 
^fo ex{)tf£led: The Nitam prof'eircil hof- 
tility j Nuzeph Cawn threatened Oude j 
Madnjee Scindia’s forces, Corah and Al¬ 
lahabad } and Geneial Goddard was cp- 
JhAledhy the power of Poona in Guzzerat. 
A more formidable league was never 
formed for the defttnilion of a (ingle State 
*t ahy period of time. Tlicir .Lordfhips, 
By a reference to the evidence, would cb- 
* ferve the general difmay which prevailed 
in Calcutta at this nioinentous period. 
It was foitiinate indeed that a man at that 
time prefided in the public councils who 
poflefled I'pirit, judgment, and decifion : 
Not that he meant to throw any reflei^lions 
upon the Gentlemen who differed fioni 
him in opinion j the leiifon was fu awful, 
that nothing was more natural than for 
men to entertain different lentiineins, as 
to the bed mode of averting i'uch multi¬ 
plied dangers. Mr. Halhngs propofed 
various meafiires : That a very con- 
hderable body of troops Ihould be I'erit to 
Madias, a very confiJcrablc liipply of 
tiealuie, and that Sir Eyre Coote fliould 
be reque-ifed to take the comirand of an 
army, naturally diCuirited by its heavy 
Ioffes, on an Idea pei f’eifly well foundeil, 
that his prt'lence would give Ipir.ts to all 
ranks upon the Coatt. 

To all thele piopofitions, except to 
the motion refpefting the Comiiiander in 
Chief, Mr. Fiancis and Mr. V/heler ob¬ 
jected oil the ground that Bengal was their 
firft objeid, that the danger was at their 
door, and confequently tlm they could 
fpaie no troops, and but half the Aippiy 
of ticafure which Mr. Haltings had pio- 
pol'ed to J'end to Mailras. Sir Eyre Coote 
concurred wiih Mr. Haitings, and the 
catting vote of the Goverr.or-Gencral pre- 
f'evved Inilia to Great Britain. At a Ic- 
cond Cunf'ultation, on the 27 th September 
2 780, Sir Eyre Coote gave in a plan for 
the defence of Bengal and Oiide, which 
Be Ivid drawn out at the dstire of the 
Board. Their Lordfliips would rccolleit 
that a conlideiable pait of ilie Bengal 
army was then under oiders to proceed to 
Madras: In the difpofition therefore of 
the lemaining force, it was lucefruy to 
foim <.iic.uiq>ments where the attacks vvere 
molt likely to be exptCled} and as an 
iiivafton of the province of Buhar was 
highly probable. Sir Eyre Coote pr>»polVd 
to ftaiion a large body of infantry in that 
province, together with two rcgiincnis of 
huiTc and one ihoul'and, or as many of 
Cheyt Sing’s cavalry as they could pro¬ 
cure. This was the origin of the demand 
of cavaliy from Cueyt Sing, and their 


Lordfi'-ips would determine with wl^t 
propriety Mr. Ilaftmgs could be chared 
as the foie author of the meaAire. 

Sir Eyre Coote, as appearerl By lb* 
evidence, embarked for Madras in Ofto- 
ber, and on the 2d of November, in read¬ 
ing a letter from General Stibbei f, relative 
to the waul of cavaliy on the northern 
frontier, the Board order an application v 
for a fupply, and at the fame time Mr. " 
Halfings is requefted to write to Cheyt 
Sing for fuch cavalry as he could fparc. 

It did not appear by the proceedings that 
the mntion was made ^ Mr. Hatlings.- 

Having brought the hilrory of the caval¬ 
ry, with all its concomitant circumftancts, 
down to the period of the demand, he 
would now, his Lordihip liiid, exatiiine 
tile coiulufk of Cheyt Sing on the occa- 
fion ; and their Lordlhips would detei - 
mine whether the defence which he made 
to the accufation of Mr. Halfings was 
fo humble, I'o fubmifllve, and lb i'atisfac- 
tcry as a Learned Lord had ftated it to 
he ; or whether it was, as Mi. Haftings 
had defcilbed it, cff.r.live in Itylc, and^ 
unfatisfaffory in fiibdancc. The demand 
was lent from Calcutta on the ?d of No¬ 
vember. On the 7th of December Mr* 
Kowke, the Refident, writes to .Mr. Half* 
ir.gs, that he had repeatedly pvefTed the 
Kaja on the fubjtif of the cavalry, butr 
could obtain no anlwcr. His letter con¬ 
tains other complaints of the Raja’s ill 
conciucl. On the 13th of Januaiy 1781, 
Mr. Fowke writes that the Raja lays, he 
has but thirteen hundred in his lei vice, 
and tint all except two hundred and fifty 
aie abfoluiely nectfl’aiy for the fervice of 
the colletfions. Thi-ir LordPiips weie 
polleHed of the coniplcteif evidence to 
piove that both thels alleitions were falle. 
Mr. Maikhain had di{fin6fly fworn that 
he had above two thoufand five luindied 
in his fervice; and the affidavit of Ma¬ 
homed Myer, ore of Cheyt Sing’s coni- 
inarders, fully confirined Mr. Markhain’s 
eviiknie. Hih Lordthip oblervtd, that in 
all its parts the evidence of Mr. Markham 
was perfe6lly clear and di(lin£l. Mr. 
Markham ailo fwure, that a veiy fm^ill 
body of cavaliy, one bundled, were 
amply i'ufficient for the feivice of the col- 
kdtions. Cheyt Sing afferts in his letter 
tli.tt Mr. Haftings made no reply to the 
infni mation which he bad fent him of the 
number of his cavalry. This aftkrii'on 
alfo was fiilfe j for Mr. Markham, who Ar¬ 
rived at Benares the lA of fVbruary, and 
confiquently nmft have left Calcutta hn- 
mediately aitcr Mr. Huftings had received 
tl« Kaja’s letters, carried an order for 
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titw to fiipply fifteen tinndred horfe. 

Your Lordfh:ps, by referring to the 
“ evidence (faid Lord Thuilow), will 
“ foe that he afterwards reduced the de- 
“ mand*toone thoofind. You will fee 
•* that, in point of fa6i, he never could 
procure a lingle horfeman. It will be 
inipofliSIe to lead the evidence of Mr. 

• *' r»l.irkham, witl'out obferving that he 
“ preCfed h'in with the anxiety and folici- 
“ tede of a friend, even to make a Ihow 
of oliedloncc by inuftcring five huntlred 
horfe, but th.it he never could get him 
“ to muller a fingle horfeman, Mr. 
Ma.khaui loid him.that by his difube- 
dicnce he wuuld celt.iinly in' iir tlic 
“ higl.cll dirple.Tlure cf f jovernnient : 
** And upon one rcirai kable oicalion, 
** when he was fitting in a minaret at 
Kannnagur with Cheyi Sing, he told 
“ him on feeing a body cf horfe on the 
“ plains, ‘ If you will but fend me thole 
men, it will (hew your delire to obey 
** your orders.’ My Lords, Mr. Mai k 
h.'in could not procure a fingle horfe- 
** man from bim.” 

His Lord/hip then pi’oce-dtd to remark 
Upon the letter of Mr. llaftings, and Clieyt 
Sing’s reply to it. 

Mr. UaiUngs fays, that in the name 
of the Crovernor General and Council he 
^lequiml the Raja to furnifli a body of 
horfe to afllft and a£l with the armies of 
the Company j that when Mr. Markham 
lucceeded Mr. Fovvke, lie ordered him to 
lepeat the demand, which he did with 
frequent, and alinoft daily importunity; 
limiting the demand to fifteen hundred, 
afterwards to onethoufand. “ To this 
demand (he adds) you returned evafive 
“ aiifwcrs, nor to this hour li..ve you 
contributed a fingle hotfema...” 

The Raja in reply fays, tliat when re¬ 
quired to lend a liipply of hoifi;, he fetit 
Mr. Haftings a particular account of all 
In his fervicp, amounting to one thoul’and 
tliree hiindrc.i, but luceivtd no anfwtr. 
Mr. Maikham dellvcied him an oidci for 
one thouland. He co’.ltfled five hundied, 
and five hundicd buikendafles, and told 
Mr. Maikham they were ready to go 
wherever oidered. “ No anfwer came 
“ from you (fays Cheyt Sing), and 1 
remained altoniflied at tlie caul'e ot ir. 
Repeatedly I alkcd Mr. Maikham 
** about an jnfwer to my letter rel.itive to 
** the hoile } he told me he diil not know 
the realbns why no anfwer had been 
** fent. 1 remained aftonifiied.” 

'Lord Thill low commented upon every 
part of this anfwe^, which he affirmed to 
,pe impudently falie, andihat ihe means of 


dtteftion were at hand. Mr. Markham 
contradi^^ed it in eveijj particular, as he 
h4lMlru.’idy ex)>laincd. 

His Lord’hip laid, that as the demand 
of cavalry, as well as every other 
meafure taken by Mr. ffaftings to¬ 
wards Cheyt Sing from the date of i /yg, 
w.is fl;.itcd to be taken in order to rum 
him, he would call to their Lord, 1 iips 
recolleilion the very particular advice and 
orders given to Mr. Markham on hit 
leaving Calrulta to piocecd to Renarcs in 
J.miniy^iySi. He was defired to lichave 
to Chevi Snigon all occafiors with kind-. 
ncfi, niildnefs, and civility; and to 
avoid the conduff of his predectffor Mr- 
Graham, who Mr. Haftings thought had 
bel.avc’d harlhly and laflily on fomc occa- 
fions to Cheyt Sing. Lord Tliurlow de- 
lired they would bear this circutnftance iq 
mind, when they confidered tha Very 
urong and pointed fa6ls ft.alcd by Mr, 
Gmhain againft Clieyt Sing, an.l that 
they wnuld fii'itract as much as they 
plcafed irom the weight of tliat Gentle¬ 
man’s teftimony, in conlcqurncc of tljc 
Idea Mr. H.iftiiigs entertained oi Ills be¬ 
ing a piejudiced man. But no/tichob- 
Jciiiion could be m uie to Mr. M.iikliam’s 
evidence. He appeals, on nil occafiuns, 
to have followed the advice of Mr. Haf- 
tingSjto have treated the Raja as a friend, 
ana to have exerted himfelf all in his 
power to fave him fiom tlial ruin which 
his folly and dil'affeffion had hrouglit 
ujion him. “ He will not allow me to 
“ be his friend (fays Mr. Markham in a 
letter to Mr. Haftings). He is fiir- 
** rounilcd by had .advifers, who tell kiin 
of a Fiench invafion, of the Marat. 
“ tas entering our pro’.-inces, and that he 
/liould not fend us the cavalry until he 
“ fees what turn our affairs will^take.”— 
“ Lock, my Lords (laid Loid Thur- 
“ low), at the firuation of B ngal at 
“ that moment. Piiorlollie agreement 
“ which L’cured the rtturn of the Maiat- 
** ta army from an att.ick, everything 
** hoftilc was to be expei^fed. It Mr, 
“ Haftings h.ad not purchaled the retreat 
“ of that army for nion.-y in Apiil 178 r, 
“ it would undoubtedly have entered 
“ Bengal as an e.’.emy in May. In that 
“ event, it is equally clear thar Bimbaire 
Boofla would have entered Baliar at 
“ the hc.id of a nimieious army of honfii. 

While matters rennined in this niicer- 
“ tainty it was that Cheyt Sjngaffed in 
** the manner already mentioned; and 
** afterwards, on heaiing from C-slculta 
“ that he was likely to be feverely pu- 
“ niilre^i, he made an offer of twenty 

** lack. 



•* lack, !hfn of twenty-two and a 
** half lofk, to ijuy o/f both the demanil 
** of cavalry and the war fuhfidy. 

** on receiving fuJjieqnent intcIIijreiKe 
*• from Calciittj, he broke off the nego- 
•* tintion aJ:oi,^ther: and that which 
•* Mr. AneJerfon calls an indircS offer, 
•* the Clurge afHuns to have been an 
** offer which Mr. Haltings jwfiif’ed to 
** accept.” 

• liaviiig argued this point moll fully, 
“and appealed to the evidence given on 
both fides in fupport of his arguments, 
bis Lurdlhip coiiclnded by mcA'ing,-- 
** Tlvat the Commons had ma<le good 
the.firft Article in fo far as it refpefted 
•* the demand of cavalry from Ciieyt 
Slug.” 

The Earl of Caernarvon contendetl that 
thr demand had been made with a view 
TO its not being complied with, in order 
lo lay the ground for the fublequent pro¬ 
ceedings at that time projeffetl and deter- 
inined on by Mr. Haliings. In fiippuit 
of rhi(, he laid it was clear to his mind 
that hir. Ilaftings had projected all the 
oicafures that he afterwards put in piac- 
tice agalnlf Cheyt Sing long before he 
demanded anycavahy, and that the man¬ 
ner in which the demand was entered in 
the Minute of Coiil’ultation, viz. for 
fucli part of ihc cavalry cnteifiincd in 
*• his fervice be can fpare^" implied 
cither that theGovernor-Oeneral w.iscon- 
feious that be had no riglit to exp- et obe¬ 
dience from the R.iJ.t in this particnlnr, -%.t 
that he did nut expe^ that the ihinand 
cither could or would be complied with. 
The words of the Minute, “Inch part of 
** the cavalry enteiiained in his lei vice 
ns Is can fiarCy" implied and admit¬ 
ted .exereife <'t dil'ci'etion in Cheyt Sing 
as to the number that he could fnrnifli ^ 
and if he' thought he could not i'pare any, 
be neither a6fedcontuinacioiiily, nor ought 
in candour to have bi-en cunfidered a.s 
bavmg delcivtd punilhment. JLf theGo- 
verntir-General li.al a right to expert obe¬ 
dience reljiedtiiig the cavalry, why did he 
not make this ijeinand in a dire^, abl'u- 
lute, and peiemptory manner, iniiead of 
Rating it in tetms fo iniidiousand deceit- 
iul ? His Loidihip differed entirely from 
the Noble and Ijcained Lmd in his In¬ 
ferences and dedutfions on the fubjeff. 

I'lie Lord Chancellor replied to Several 
of the aigiiments of die Noble and Learn- 
cd Lord who Ipoke fiift, particnlariy ex¬ 
plaining the caiilc 11 the Minute the 
Council of the zd nl November 17S0, 
by Itatiiig that, it oiiginited with Sir l£yie 
Ccote’s ptior iecammei'.d:.'.ioji, and ii;ac 


its having lieen adopted on that day aitoft 
from a confeioufnefs of its being an aff* 
vileable meafure. After Hating various 
parts of the evidence, his Lordihip <fard 
he cnulcf not help viewing the traqfaflion, 
in all its cii cumlfaiices, in a different 
light, and that he cttnfequently drew very 
diffeicnt conclnfions from thole ftated by 
the Noble and Learned Lord. 

Tlie Loid Chancellor added, that he 
mull take Mr. Haftings’s account of his 
own aflions in pretbrence to any other 
evidence whatever. He had diilin^lty 
Hated in his Defence before the Houle of 
Commons, that he movM the Kefolution 
fur calling upon the Raja for cavalry, and 
therefore fuen mull be taken td be the 
fail. 

Lord Thurlow in reply faid, that it 
had been agreed to take each criminal ac- 
cufatton, on which a difference of opinion 
exiiled, feparately. The claiile relative 
to the Cavaliy was expreHIy Hated to con¬ 
tain criminal matter. Mr. HaHings was 
accufed of making a demand which he 
had iiu right to make, and to make it 
fiom malicious and revengeful motives, 
witli a furiliLi' view of harrafling, oppief- 
fmg, and ruining Cheyt Sing. In the 
cafe alluded to by the Learned Lord, 
ti'uHingto the piuceedings of the Council 
on the ad of November 1780, he had , 
faid that the vote to call upon Cheyt 
Sing for cavalry did not appear to he 
p-ifled on the motion of any puticular 
Ll.inbtr. It was agreed now that the 
iilca oiiginated with bir Eyre Coote. But 
on looking at the Defence of Mr. Haf- 
tings, he found that Gentleman faid, *' { 
moved in Cpuiicil that Cheyt Sing be 
required to furnilb fuch cavalry as he 
can Iparcj and this was done by the 
advice and recoinniendation of Sir 
“ Eyre Coote.” His Lordlhlp added, 
that he thought himfelf bound to inform 
the Court why this paiticular exprrllicm 
had (lipped memory. The fa^ was, 
that he had paid very little attention in¬ 
deed to the Defence delivered by Mr.Hal- 
tings at the bar of the Houk of Com¬ 
mons. He knew it to be the rule of law, 
that a man was to be bound by his own 
defence, and that anything contained in it 
might be taken agaiiiil hiinfdf. Thei|- 
Lordihips, howevei, hud full evidence 
before them, that not a lihe of the Defence 
on the Bcnairs Chaige was written by 
Mr. Haltings; and all the objc^loilable 
p.ti'ts of it, which had been relied ution m 
Older to Ihcw malic?, were a^uaily ^n- 
Ibrtcd after Mr HaHings had heard die 
othei jparts read once curibi |ly over. 
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y^Tht c?rcuin(lances wnder v/!uch Mr. 
]mlHng« delivered ^Is Defence to the im- 
tnen^e volume of Charges brought before 
the Commons, had been fully explained. 
He ti'uK to himfelf to anfwer wlut he 
conceived to be the mod important part of 
the Charges, and the defence of the Be¬ 
nares Charge was tntrufted to Mr. Hal- 
MBD, a gentleman of fplendid abilities 
afid great infoimation, but of too high 
a genius to attend minutely to the drift 
accuracy of his faffs, and certainly better 
Calculated to explain a prophecy, if Mr. 
Hidings had wanted him for fuch a pur- 
pofe, than for a laborious invedigation of 
the Company's records. 

Ttie Lord Chancellor, in reply to 
what had been f'aid of the amount of 
Cheyt Sing’s cavalry, declared that he 
could pay no attention to the affidavit of 
Mahomed Myer; and confidering the 
circumfiances under which they were 
taken, he did not think them entitled to 
credit. 

Lord Thurlovtr faid in reply, that the 
affidavits were evidence adduced not by 
the defendant, but by the profeciitors, who 
had not iii any one indance endeavonred 
to dedroy their credit; conCecjuently, un¬ 
der every rule of law they mnft he received 
as fiiil and complete evidence, as far as 
ftliey went. 

On the quedion being put, it was de¬ 
dal ed that the. Not Contents had it, and 
this part of the Charge was confequently 
negatived. 

The next matter Lord Thurlovv {poke 
fo, was the Charge of a confpiracy en¬ 
tered into by Mr. Hadings with the Vizier 
for the falc of Cheyt Sing's didrifts to the 
Vizier. This, his Lorddiip faid, he need 
not dwell upon, as it reded Iblely on the 
evidence aftbrded by the letter of Mr, 
Anderfbn. After a few words therefore 
OB that letter, his Lordfhip moved a quef- 
tion in the ufual form on the fubieft of 
that part of the fird Ai tide; when, on 
putting it to the vote, the Chairman de¬ 
clared that the Not-Contents had it aemJ- 
He diJfcTitiente, 

Lord Thurlow next rofc to move a 
quedion on the next part of the Charge, 
which was, that in further profecution of 
Ills malicioiis intentions, and with a view 
to bairafs, upprefs, and ruin Cheyt Sing, 
Mr. Hadingi, in January tySi, acculcd 
him of being in arrear in the payment of 
his kid, and particularly that pai t of it 
vvhich was appropriated to the payment of 
Saadut Ally's penfion > That the accu- 
falion Was fatfe, a% he had paid up his 
kids with the dtmod regularity: that it 
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was made In peremptory and infulting 
language, and with a view to drive the 
Raja to fome aft of defperjtion. 

Hii Lordfhip exprefled his fincere con- 
cern, that a Charge fo worded, without 
a fhadow of evidence to fupport it, but 
with the fulled evidence to difpioveir, 
fhoulil have been made in the n mie of the 
Hotife of Commons. He again defired 
to be underllood to Impute no blame 16 
tliem ; they were not reljxinftble for the • 
infinite number of allegations that vwc 
to be found, in proof of wlu'ch nothing had 
been offered ; but he was aftonij'K«*d at the 
cirelelTnels and want of attention of their 
Agents, Even in jnftice to them, Jiow» 
ever, he would fiv, that if they had ftea 
one document, which hid fince been pra- 
duced 'll evidence, the Charsje could not 
have been pr. feired. The faers, as they 
now appeared in thcevi lence, were thefe: 
—CIs' ytSirg W. 41 , bound by Ins agreement 
to piy his kids month by muntli, cither 
at Benares in cafli, or by bills on Cal- 
cufa. If paid in cnili at Ben&ies, they 
wei e to be paid the day they were due— 
if by hills on Calcutta, thul'e bills were to 
lie made payable fifty-one days after each 
kid became due. So early as March 
177^ complaints were made of his want 
of ptin 6 hiality; and then, on a promife 
to Mr. Fowke, the Refident, that he 
would be mors punftual in future, Mr. 
Fowke fays, he has ventured to tell him 
that he (hall not be fined for his pad wait 
of punftiiality. 

'Thefect mplalnfs are renewed at difTet 
rent periods; but on the 17th of Decem¬ 
ber 17*0, Mr. Fowke writes exprtflly w 
Mr Hading;, that the Raja had of late 
been very dilatory in the payment of hia 
kids, and particularly that part of it 
which was appro|ii-iated to the pay. 
ment of Saadut Ally’s ftipend. ft 
appears then from this evidence, tliat 
not a doubt can remain of the perfedl 
propriety of Mr. Haftings's coniuft, in 
writing the letter which he did to Cheyt 
Sing, in confeqiience of a complaint from 
the pnlillc Relident, Mr. Fowke. 

But if the defend int had not brought 
forwaid till this evnlence, his Lord- 
fh'p contended, that the cafe, as it dood 
tor the ptofecution, proved the want of 
piinftuality of Cheyt Sing, and conte- 
qiientiy would have judified Mi. Haf- 
tings. 

Their fird document was an account 
or journal from ihe Indi.i Hoiife, tranf- 
mitted fiom Bengal in April 1782, which 
proved tint all the kids for 1780 and to 
Miy 1781 were paid; but wien thi-y 
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vtte paid did not appear. The conelu* 
fion ilrawn by the Managers was, that 
they were paid month by month—-a con* 
cliilion which they themfelves overturned 
in the next page, where they produce two 
letters from Mr. Fowke, the firft dated 
Benares, the 7th oF December 1780, ac¬ 
knowledging the leceipt of hills for the kill 
due on the of Hyvtmhei : the fecoinl, 
dated the I3th(f Jannaiy 17K1, in which 
he a.knowler’ges the receipt in cafh at 
Bciiaies, of the kift due on tbf ^th of 
De^cmhfi. —C'onl- cjiiently the M.nagers 
themlelves piOVfy that in O’.e inftance 
there was a delay of one month and thiee 
<lays ; *in another, of one month and nine 
days. 

The Managers obferved to their Lord- 
fliips, that they would prove by oraltejU- 
n:nny aherwatds, thit it was the cutioin 
ot the countiy to pay one monili under 
another. Had they lb done, laid [.ml 
Tiuirlow, then they would have made unt 
their charge s but to Jo lo was iripo.: bis. 
All the written evidence piove-d, ami iVlr. 
Markham by his 01 al tclliir.ony comiun- 
ed it, that Cheyt Sing was bound by ids 
agreement to pay eaeli inun'di’s kilt as it 
became due. He paid bis kills puneivi d- 
ly, laid Mr. Maikbam, whan on t'le 
Jay it became due l.c gave the ainoant in 
calh to the Rclldunt, or bills on Calcutta, 
payable fifty one days after date. He 
would not detain their L( jdihips longer 
with remaiks on lb gruiindlifs a Charge, 
a Charge that uuglit not ty liave been 
made at all, and which had been <111- 
proved even iiythe Managers tin mfel vcs. 
His Lordlliip then moved, " That the 

Commons had made good the (lift Aili- 
“ cle,ns irielated to Cheyt Sing’s w.im of 
** punctuality in the payment of his kilts 
** in llie year 1780.” 

The Loid Chancellor fa id, that how¬ 
ever Noble Loids might ditfer on other 
pans of the Charge, they mull be clear 
that this was fully made out. Whether 
the terms in which the Cliarge was cuiich- 
rd were correft, he would not fay, but 
it was clear that Mr. Haltings had ac- 
ciifed Cheyt Sing of want of pur^tualily 
without any jult caulc ; fume, in fa^t, he 
paid within the period piclciibed to him. 
lie wasallowcu Bfty-onedays grace, and 
he paid for DecembLr 17S0 and January 
1781 in thirty-ihee and lotty days after 
the kills became due. 

Lord Thurlow laid, he was really allo- 
nilhed at the miltake tlie Learned Lord 
had committed : he was afraid he was 
mill'.d by the fyllabus then heroic him. 
Bui if he would look al the evidence, he 


would fee that the want of pnnAuallty tiV 
Cheyt Sing was completely proved. 
would not go over the ground again; 1)ut 
though Cheyt Sing was not pvmfluaJ, 
Mr. Hjftings had been filent until the 
complaint of the public Refident induced 
him to write to the Raja. 

The Lords called for the <iue(tion, 
which was immediately put and nega> 
lived. 


TUESDAY, MA%CH SO* 

Lord Thurlow called the confideration 
of the Committee to that claufe of the 
fiid Anicie which contained the charge 
of having illegally delegated the powers of 
the Governor and Council to himfelf 
when Mr. Haltings went to Benares, and 
theie oidcied the arreft of the perfon of 
Cheyt Sing. His Loidlhip went ovec 
the arguim nts advanced on this Charge, 
by the Miinagers of the Houle of Com¬ 
mons, and the evidence adduced in fup- 
poii of it, and contended that the full 
aii-1 fiilTieienl anfwer to each would be 
lound in the hiltory of die government of 
tile Company's pcifftlhuns in India, ever 
lince they held r.ny fort of fovereignty in 
ihai couiUiy. Ills Lordlhip dated the 
level ill piectdeiits to be met with in that 
hiltory, which proved tlie practice to have 
been no novelty wiiatevur, but tm the 
contrary that it had been refoited to on 
various occafions, where the perfon en- 
trulted with the higlied office in the civil 
and m litary depai tmeiits had left Cal¬ 
cutta, and gone into the interior or dif- 
tant pans of the Company’s fettlements 
or dependencies for purpolLsof llate poli¬ 
cy or rieceffity. The precedents he cited, 
were thefe of 1763301! 1765, when Mr. 
Vdnilitait and Loid Ciive held the Hril 
office in the Company’s feivice, and the 
recent liiltance of Lord Cornwallis in the 
coui'ib of the late war with Tippoo Saib, 
U IS Lordlhip adverted to the obvious ne- 
ci-iUty and advantage of a Guveinor- 
Ger.cral having a light to delegate and 
affiime to himlelf the powers of Govern¬ 
ment on great and emeigent occafions, 
and faid, he deemed the precedents he 
had quoted amounted to an ample juitili- 
cation of the conduct of Mr. Haltings, in 
delegating the poweis of the, Governor- 
General and Council, and veiling them 
in his own perfon, when he went to Be- 
narrs ; he therefore moved, That the 
*' Comn ons had made good that ciaufo o'f. 
** tlie Article which cminined iheciiaige 
** againft Mr. Haftings of having iJlegally 
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^ Hekgtted the powers of the Governor* 
^General and Council when he went to 


** Benaift.** 

CTn the queftion being put, the Mot* 
Contertct had it. 

His Lordfhip next proceeded to what 
pafled on Mr. HaiHngs’s anival at Be¬ 
nares, his airelt of Cheyt Sing, and all 
the confequences which foi lowed; the 
part of the Article containing which, ns 
let forth by the Comnioiis, ne admitred 
to be a grave, fenous.rind weighty chai ge. 
In order to underftand it cie.uiy, ind to 
afcertain how far it was criminal on the 
pit of Ml. Hadings, it would be ne- 
ceffury, he laid, to examine all the fn^ls 
and circunidances, and to conli.lcr ihe 
motives that led to each, and the cffeils 
they feverally produced, calmly and iin* 
partially. But previous lo his entering 
Into a conAderation of this impji lniU put 
of the fubjeA, there weic certain obiVr- 
vatiuns which he Ihoiild trouble their 
Lordlhips wirh, and they appealed to be 
fo veiy imteiial as in hi* opinion tore- 
quire their Iciious coiilideration. Tlicir 
I.onifhips all recollf^ed, that a, the dole 
of the year 1783, a Bill was brought into 
Parliament by Mi. Fox, whole name the 
Bill bore, which fad for its objeft the 
afTumptionof tlie power or the IC.ift India 
f Company by Coinmiliionei s to be ap- 
p.int<.d by Parliament. That Bill was 
uliiimtely lejcdcd, and the fiicceeding 
Admimllration 1). ouglit in another Bill, 
which leh tiie manjg-.inenl of ii.tir .'ilF.iirs 
in the hands of the Pall Inm.a Company, 
I'ubjeft to theadlive controul ot a Board, 
to whole lituation lelponiibili'y was an¬ 
nexed. However different tliefe Bills 


might have been in vaiious paiticulars, 
yet in ff/.’c they both conenueJ. It was 
all’iimedas a fad, lliat great oppreflions 
bad been praftiled in India tijion K ijas, 
Zeinindais, poJygai's, &c. It did hap¬ 
pen, and rather unforiimattly, that tie 
faH of the eyifience of thefe opfreffictts 
was luppofed to be fo cUar» as to fuper- 
feds the ntcefliiy of proof, and ascord- 
ingly a claufe, wliich in fubtlanee was 
oiigiiialty ini’erted in Mr. Fox’s Bill, was 
afterwards copied into the Bill of Mr. 
Pitt, and of courfe became a law. The 
clanCe to which he alluded was the ajih 
of the India Regulating Ail of 1784, 
commonly known by the name of JVJi. 
Pitts’s India Bill. That claule, after af¬ 
firming that complaints have prevailed 
that divers Rajas, Zemindars, Polygars, 
'I^alookdars, &c.within the BritiQi leriito- 
rics in India have been unjuftiy deprived of 
or compelled to abandon nud rvlinquiih 


their feyeral lands, &c. &c. enafts, that 
the principles of jnllice and the hohoifr 
of this country require that fuch com¬ 
plaints ihoiild be forihwith inquired in¬ 
to, and fully inveifigated, and if founded 
in tiuih, effeifually ledieffcd. His Lord- 
fhip obferved that this claufe appr.ired 
to him piecifely to meet, and tci be in. 
tended to meet, the cale of Clicyl.?ing. 
luvleed he knew no other ptrli.n to 
whom it could apply. Let their Lord-* 
Ihips coiifidcr for a moment how they 
lloicl. Not only was the law pofithtr 
to an itnmrdtaie invtjh^ation of tin-juf- 
tire of this pei foil’s cxpiillion, and of 
conrfe he mult piefiimf the cale had be."* 
fully inquired Into bv thofe who were 
bornd by the law to make the inquiry, 
iuit the If lie of India had been annually 
laid befiTe llic Houle of Commons for 
the lalf eiglit yenis ; ami a particular a«- 
couiit was piefintcd and printed of the 
v iriotis relo'jices of the fveial Govern¬ 
ments in Inilia. Under the be.ad of 
“ Bengal kell'iiici's,” wliicli amounted 
in liie vviiole to five millions and a h.ilf 
Iterling, one of the articles was, “ Benares 
“ Revenue, tom Inuidredand thirty ihoii- 
“ land pounds.” Tha' very revenue which 
the Commons h.'ive declared it criminal in 
All. llHltings to create, has been publicly 
icceived, and treated as .a never-failing 
mmiial relburce, as indeed It has liithertu 
tiinieduiit. If then, continued his Lord¬ 
fhip, tiiC lame t)c<!y which has impeached 
Ml. Half.tigs for tins aH of creating the 
revenue, has continued for twelve yens 
to icceivc it ; if the l.tw pniitively cn- 
jo iiing ilie Company and the King’s Mi- 
niliers to leltoie Cheyt Sing if lie were 
uiijultly difpoflc.ffed, lias btcii obeyed, as 
no doubt it h.ad been; mull it not appear 
n.olf lingular and extraordinary to iheir 
Loidfliips, that this Charge was pre- 
feircd, and infiffed upon to the lad? 
The only life which he wilhed their Lord- 
Ihips to make of the preceding remarks 
was, that it might induce them carefully 
to look at the natuic of the acculatioiTjl 
and compare it with the proofs. Having 
iroubl"d their Lordllnps fo much on the 
pi t ceding day on the lubje6l of that part 
of the letter of Mr. Haliings to Cheyt 
Sing, and his anfwer relative to the ca- 
v.iliyj having proved by a reteieiice to 
the evidence, not only that the letter itfclf 
was impudently falu, but that Citeyt Sine • 
mud lidve been convinced that Mr. Hal* 
tings knew it to be fall'e j he ihould now 
proceed to the other part of that letter, 
which a Noble and Learned Lord had de¬ 
clared not only to be bumble and I'ub* 

Z i aiifftveA 



i 

piiffive, but to contain alfo a full and 
I'atisfs&ory reply to the charges of Mr. 
Hayings. 

His Loi'd/hip then proceeded to the nrft 
article of acculation in the claiifc, which 
was, that when Mr. Haltings arrived at 
Benares, he wrote a letter to pheyt Sing^ 
containing charges which were falfe, ma¬ 
licious, and wicked ; and that Cheyt 
. Sing's anfwer to thole charges was a com¬ 
plete julti/icalion vt his conduft. He 
would now proceed to ejfaminc the other 
charges, and the Raja’s anfweis. Mf» 
Haftings tells him, that after having fo- 
lemnjy promiftd to pay the war fublidy 
of lySo, he had dil'.<ppoin[ed him, and 
that the jii .ppolntnif nt was attended with 
veiy dilagreeable confetjuenccs, and might 
eventually have occ.iliontd the total loisot 
Colonel Cainac’s detachment. To this 
charge the Raja icplles, that he obeyed 
the oitleis nuith the uimcfl alacrity^xhu 
he fit It paid one lack—then one lack and 
feventy thoufand inpees—then wrote to 
rcmiiie time, and receiving no anfwei, as 
it was no time tor delay, he completed 
the payment of the itmaitiJer at ceitain 
dates which he I’pecified. His Lorddiip 
iaid, th.at a refeieiice to the evidence 
would convince their I.oid(hips that tins 
anfwei alio was falfe in all its paits, 
and Cheyt Sing could not be ignorant that 
Ml. Haltings knew it to be falfe. As 
focn as he had paid one lack, which he 
did not do until the jih of Augiill 1780, 
thcugli the demand was made in the latter 
md of Juue, he peiemptorily relitfcd to 
pay the Relldent any tin ther film, until 
he got an aiilwer to a Ittitr he had wiit 
ten to Mr. Haftings, requiting further 
time to difpofe ot Ins effects. To this re- 
prtfentatioii the R.ija faid he received no 
anfwer ; though a icply w'as immediately 
lull, Jliongly txprellive of the Board’s 
dlfpjeafnic at his exculcs, which, they 
faid, they knew to be futile. This dif- 
pleafure of the Board had not the cfftdt 
of procuiing the payment, which was not 
finally niiute itnld the i8th of Odober 
1780, although the Raja does not deny 
that he piomifed immciliate payment m 
the month of July. It was clear, there¬ 
fore, from tlie evidence, that to the two 
chaigcs pttlcried by Mr. Haftings, the 
■jjfwers were of that nature as well to de- 
fiive the difcription given of them by 
i^r. Haflings ; That they were vin- 
Jalisfadoiy in fubftance, the evidence fully 
proves* 

I In theck'feof this letter, Mr. Haftings 
mentions the dilbrdered hate of the police 
throughout the Zemindary. Cheyt, tJing 
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alTures him in reply, that he paid the 
moft attention to that important oh|^d. 
Their Lordfhips had a great mafs of* tvi* 
dence before them,which proved tl]^ fallen 
hood of this reply alfo. The defedive 
(late of the police had been a fubjei^ 
of very general' complaint for years^ 
and in no one inftiince did It appear 
that redrefs was afforded by Cheyt Sing. 
As to the ftyle »>f the letter j the humble 
expreflions it contained^ the avowal that 
he was the (lave of h'Jr. ‘ Haftings, 
amounted to jull as much as an Rngitlh- 
man figning himfelf rh^' moft obedient 
and faithful fervant of a man whom hif 
letter ofFtnded, and was meant to olfend, 
in every other line of it. |r was not pof- 
fible that Mr. Hillings, lb many years re- 
ildent in India, Ib well acquainted witif 
the forms of corrthiondencc, fliould have 
remarked on thooffenfivelfyle of the letter 
ill his addrefs to the Board, unlefs the rc- 
niaik weie well founded. As to its being 
palpably and grolsly fajfe in every pai ticu- 
lat, his Lordlhip had no hclitatiunin fay¬ 
ing thai'it was 10. 

Tl.e next allegation was, that Mr. 
Haltings put the Raja under an anelt, 
as it is laid, in another claufe, for the 
put pule of extorting a flue of f'oity or 
fifty lacks of lupees from him. He 
would not advert to tlie citciimfiance 
of the intention never having been com¬ 
municated to the Raja; but as this 
Viias ftaied to be the teal and weiglily 
accufation of the charge, he would exa^ 
niiiic it fan ly and diltniAly with the evi¬ 
dence. 

Firft then, it was perfetSIy clear, from 
declaiatioiis anxioully made by Mr. 
Haltings liiinfelf, that when he left Cal¬ 
cutta in July 1781, he intended to levy a 
fine of foity or fifty tacks of rupees from 
the Raja. Lett the world fliould doubc 
his having leally foimed fuch an intention 
fo early, he called upon Mr. Wheler, 
Mr. AndtiTon, and Major Palmei', to 
prove tlie communications which he made 
to titeni upon tljis l'ubjc'£l before he left 
Cilcutta. On his arrival at Bcglepore, 
Mr. Maikhaiii met him, and he commua 
nicated his intention to him allb. Mr. 
Markham obfei ved, it was a very large 
fum, and that he believed the Raja's reve¬ 
nues had been over-rated in Calcutta. 
To this remark Mr. Haltings leplied, 
“ Wc will talk further on this fubjcfl at 
“ Benaresmeaning moft obviou fly. 
that if the R:ija s wealth and Ins revenues 
were iefs than Mr, Haftings hadfuppofttl 
tliein to be, he would take a fmallcr funu 
Cunfidering the wealth, which, as it was 
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^&arwar(U proved, the Raja did podcfs, 
ami the nature of bi« offences. Ills Lord> 

*■ Ihij^id, he had no hefitaiion in giving 
it as l^s opinion, ihet Mi. ILiifings had 
not exceeded the bixiiiJs of moderation 
and juilice, in fixing the ainonnt of the 
fine at forty or fifty lacks. By I'o doing 
he would have punifiicd a man noiorioully 
tUfiifleifled, he would have deprived him of 
part of the rneJnsoficrilting the authority of 
thelovercien Statcin future,ami heivould 
very materijlly h.iveiv lie veil the exigencies 
of the Company, which were at that time 
in the hlg'ielf degree alaimlng. But if 
there were Noble Lords who thought the 
fine beyond ll.e cffence, till! liL Lo’.d'hip 
laid, unlefs fume ftuiilcr iiuitivis wcieiui' 
puUd to Mr. Haltings ns the ground of 
ills proceetlings, he coiild not tMiiccivc 
how it would be polhble to ioipuie cii- 
inlnality to him. As for himfelr, lie was 
decidedly of opinion from the evidf.ice, 
that Ml. llatlings would have been jullifietl 
in depriving v.heyc btug of his Zeniindaiy 
{tltogetlier. 

Having confidered the circuinlfance of 
the arrelf as cunne^fed with tiye intention 
of levying a fine (and in this, as in every 
other countiy, fines uie a branch of public 
revenue), he would now piocecd to the 
Cliarge which Hated, that the an eft dilk 
"gracfi,! Clieyt Sing in ilie eyes of his fiib- 
lefts. I'here was ful! evidence to piove 
that it could have lind no Inch Lifedl.— 
'Piiat the add liifgraeed the Eiigiiffi in the 
eyes ot all Hindoitan. It was fully 
poved in f z>/Jeiic« ihat no fuch dilgrace 
;ii:.ichcd to iis trom this adl.— i hut the 
K iju W'lole letters of defponuency and 
alarm, and that Mr. ILillings took little 
jiolicc of them. It is in proof th.it he 
wrote to I he Baj.i to let hi.s mind at relf, 
and to be under no al.irm or uneafmel;..— 
It was iiex' It-.u-d that a JiuUett c[fraj 
rofe in conltijnencc of ihe ouuagss c.*ti:u.d 
'io tile Raja, ..i.d ihit the giiaul was dc- 
ifioycd hy the fiiiy of the populace. His 
LoiiKhip find, th.it it appealed manifeiily 
(:iear,‘fioni the evidence of Colonel Pop- 
ham, Lienienant BtricU, Mr. M.iikhain| 
and a vaiiety of aifiduvits, (hat tlie popu¬ 
lace wcie cniiic-ly unconcerned on the oc- 
tilion. He would lluve it the moie par- 
ticuluily, becaufea Noble and Letrned 
Xord (Longhboiougli) hud, onafomicr 
day,c.a1kd the hiifineis a fudden atfiay, lud- 
denly pi ovoked by the iiifolence ot a Chuti- 
tlur, exiled fheyt Kim. 

' The circiiniitunces were thefe, as ap- 

K eai ed by all the evidence t—After Mr*. 

luikham had pM Cheyt Sing under an 
itirclf, the orders which he leti with the 

• ^ I ' 


commanding officer of the party were uiif 
fortunately difregardeJ, and ievcral per. 
Tons who had commanded liodies oftroopt 
which accompanied Clicyt Sing to Buxar, 
were admitted to his piefence. TheofV 
ficer early f.uw the dangeions confequence 
of bis imprudence, and Jifeovered at tiu 
fame time, that the two companies of fc^ 
poys widen he commanded hud no am¬ 
munition. Intelligence was ft'K of thit 
iieoli-'fl to Colonel Popham, and at the' 
fame time cmlidci able bodies of men wers 
obtirv.,'}! c.olfiug tlje liver in boats fron 
Kamr.-r.i.r to siiew.illuh. With the poiD. 
piny, ilicivioio, that went with a fupplr 
of amniu .ition, a melTige was lent froii 
Ml. iLiLiigs, which. Mi. Markham fiys, 
tliey wiie ohliLod to make a tcibal mef« 
Lge, hccaule the Dm liar was broken up^ 
and t!.i-ri- v-usno Moi.i'ilhcc to write a iet« 
tn. I he piiipoit of this inelTagc was^ 
that ii a hie wtic loit, Clieyt Sing fhould 
anl’.verii r it. Clvyi K.iin, who w.is in- 
Ih'ufLd to dchvi-r i.i;s uiefi ige, was aa 
old man, nc.tr fevciity yerii s of .age, who 
had :ilw’)s been employed butli by Mr. 
^■nkliim and his pied.cefior in deliver¬ 
ing iiicfi.» '»s to C'lcyt Sing, in the fume 
manner Ui. a mar. of limiiar degree w’as 
employed in enrymg meflages fiom 
C..eyt bing to Mr. M.iil;h3m. N»>Me 
Loids would obieive, that the inefT.ige 
w.)S couched in tcins of menace—and 
necdiaiily l.> couclitd, for it was intended 
by that melf.ige, not to p.ovoke the tu¬ 
mult, but, ii pofiiblc, to pi event it, bjr 
exciii. g e hvyi Sii g’s appiehenfions for 
Ins own file. 'I his man acrompanitd 
the paity that Lieuicnant Binell co>n- 
niur.ded, and being known, w.is [Mimitted 
to pais on to the prelence of the Raja, 
where he deiivcied iiis inefiage, us lume 
aifi.iavits lay, p if)ior..ULly and violently ; 
and it w.is very iiuim.d for the men wno 
made timfe .itfidavas to conctive fo, even 
though the Chubdar h.ul merely delivered 
the inclftge ptecifeiy as it was given to 
him. E'li whether he delivered it as the 
affidavits date it,or whether, as Mr Mark¬ 
ham thinks, lie did not ilep beyond the 
Co ..imifion that was entrulled to him, it 
is pioved beyond all poifihnity of doubt, 
iinuls the Court conceive all (he wit- 
fieffes fo have been perjured, that the at¬ 
tack began fi om the K iji's troops wnk- 
cut, before Cheyt Kam had delivei-ed th< 
ini.fl'ige *within. Lieutenant BirreU ciif.i 
tinflly fvveurs, that after his company 
appeared m front of SliewalUh, they wen 
rnltantiy fii ed upon, and feveial weiekiileii 
and wounded by the fii fi dilebarge. Thii 
was the fignal the daughter within 
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The juft conclufion then from all the 
evidence was this, th-.r a^i feon as Mr. 
Maiktiain Had quiitud ihe Kaja, and 
his lcvtr.ii coniiii.inders were ir.qjrii- 
demly adnuued to his j)ri.l'encu, rnca- 
furea wc ic tt.kvi) tv^r h's Four 

hou'.ino rc^u.ar forces iv«re cdlcflitd 
n a uiort tinur, and ilie rtfeuo was cf- 
fettCi'. ll:s Lorcfhip lued Noble 
l.ores vvciu.d atiLiifli to tbe next ftep 
*)bktn by Chev Sin^. McfTtPgers 
%'ere fei/t to Fy/ibrtd. as appeared by 
Ilf. Mari-iMiu's evi‘ei.ee to ttil the 
le^iiiMS wiui lirid h.ipp'-aed : fhiswas 
m the i6to, and oy U.e’ 21U of Aogull 
lir^’e,Lo.Isoi troi-ps were in tnoiion in 
tin road frooi byzuoad j a ehciimftance 
whicli, aiv.ong many others, provfd a 
previous conceit between Cheyt Sing 
Jind the IJi Jiim. 

It w .bcic.ir tiierefoi'p, Lord Thur- 
low laid, that the* rticiie was not ccca- 
lionecl by the nieirage delivered by 
Cheyt Ram j that jt was not the con- 
Icquence of a fuiidin affray ; tl;at the 
populace were ignorant of all that was 
palling, fince it 1$ proved that no one 
inhabitant of Benares was a party to 
fche adair. 

The neat queftion to codfuler was, 
V/hctiicr the arrtft was in itfelf fa 
difgi actfiil as to drive the Kaja to re> 
ftftan.e, rather than lubtnit to fqch 
HU iiid.grity I Here, his Lurdiliip laid, 
they had the evidence of every Gentle, 
man cxainintd to prove that it was nq 
piore an indignity to him, than it 
ivould be to any utlicr peribn. It was 
in piool tl1.1t an ells were cnmmoii 
throughout the eountry, and the only 
made if proceeding. In 1772 iM?ho. 
ip..d Reia Cusvn, the Naib of Bengal, 
a. reficd, and brought down a pri- 
ibuer to Calcutta, by orders from the 
Com^ of Lirchtors. in 17^9 tlic Raja 
of Burilwan, a n.an infinitely Ingiier 
in rank than Cheyt Smg, was lined 
live ihuufand rupees by L.ird Corii^ 
■waliis, for not out.ymg orders relative 
10 the tr I'uiuiili.jn of I'oine revenue pa¬ 
pers to C.'lcutta ; and on a ilel.iy 10 
payiucni, ne w-t i.rdered to be ariefted, 
and if he did lui p.iv the nioncv m 
twenty-four hours, to be fenta priumer 
to CaiiUtta It was clear, thercfoic, 
that uniefs Cheyt Sing had conceived 
himfelf ripe for rcfiltancc, he would 
have fubiniited to the arrtft, and by 
that me.ic.s b.ive prevented sil tbeconfe- 
quences which hepcrfonally fuiTcrcd by 
hia dilobed ence. 

A$ u> the remaining part o#i 


this allegation, he fiiould not go parr» 
t'cubrly into it, until he heard ylTe 
Icntiments of other Noble Lords. AVlr. 
Krtltuigs was charged with yrfmi- 
nality, in rufufing, after the Raja wts 
in o^en rebeilion, to liften to his pro- 
pofrtis of accommodation. He pre- 
1 limed, until he heard the contrary, 
that no Noble Lord ould think Mr. 
Hillings couid have lilKned to over^ 
tures, which all the teftimony plainly 
evinced wtie made with an intent to 
lull Mr. H.irttngs into temporary fe- 
curity. '1 o mat with him, appeared 
to h.i> Lorofuip to be impojnblc, and 
tiiat wa. (he general opinion. Mr, 
Hailings had wifely correiSled in th» 
new airaiigi-mi nts, the TP'ftakes of th« 
former. lit raiRd the Comjiany’s rent 
to f.;rty lacks or rupees—a lum which 
the country could well afford to pay, 
btciuilc It had paid it from the year 
171)2 to this day. He would not allow 
the new Kaji to retain forts nor a mili¬ 
tary force ; and what Mi. Hfil’tings left 
impcrfeit, Loid Cornwallis very wifely 
made ccmpletcly perfect, by placing 
the R.ija on the footing of every Ben¬ 
gal Zemindar, and committing the en¬ 
tire government of the country to th« 
Englilh Relidrnt. 

iiis Lordlhip faid, that in the fettle- 
ment made with Cheyt Sing in 1775, 
there appeared to him to be a radical 
detett. The Rnja was placed fo near 
to imiependence, that the moment lie 
conceived independence to be within 
his grafp, he naturally attempted to at>x 
tain It, On reading the niiniitcs of 
that day,Mr:I>ai well appeared to him o 
fee the matter in its true point of view; 
He would either have made the Raja 
completely independent,or have placed 
him entirely under the controul of ths 
Briii/h Government. 

His Li rdlh'p f.iid, though he was 
not aware that he had omitted to flate 
any material point ; yet he would ic- 
ly on their Lordfliips indulgence for 
permilfion to intruile upon them again 
if neceffary ; and would now content 
iiimfelf with moving,“ That the C am- 

monshad made good the firft Article, 

* info far as i: related to Mr. Haftings* 

“ preferring falfe and in ilicious charges 
“ againft Cheyt Sing, and arrcihng his 

perfon.” 

The Earl of Caernarvon faid, that if 
he had torinsd an erroneous judgment, 
he anxioully wiAed to change his op^ 
nion; but nothing Oiat he had yet 
heard had induced him to alter it; nor 
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the manjrobrcrvatlons which 
the\^ob{e and Learned Lord had made, 
takd^eff the impreilion which the t'aftts 
ftated ih the Charge had made on his 
mind. It had not been proved, to his 
conviflion at lead, that the delegation 
of the powers of the Govei nor-Gcneral 
and Council to himCelf, allcdged in the 
former part of the Chaige, was legal; 
or, admitting for a moment that it was 
a legal delegation, it had nut been 
proved that the delegation h.id been 
made for any foch ulc and piirpofe as 
the Defendant made of it by arrefting 
Che vt Sing, and treating him with all the 
indignity and rig uir that he had compell¬ 
ed him to endute. The Noble and Le irn- 
ed Lord had <Vaied various precedents of' 
delegation of the powers of the tJhi-'f in 
office in India, and his Council to that 
Chicf.bat he utterly dmied that there 
was rhe fmalleft analogy in any one of 
thofc precedents to rhe cafe in (jueftion. 
In rhe cafes c ted by the Noolc Lord 
of the delegnijn of the powers of the 
Brici'h G'lV rnment in India to the 
Chief in office, tliey were every one of 
them delegations or power for the cx- 
prefs ptirp Tc of en ibh.ng the Chief to 
perform a liny It, ftated, and important 
with a vie v to the attainment of 
fume one great and fpecific objtft. 
Taking it for granted, therefore, that 
the delegation of the powers to Ivlr. 
Haliings Was legally nvade, let their 
Lordfhips look, to the minute of the 
Board, entered on the Confultations, 
to fee for what exprefs purpole it had 
been made. The miniuc ftated, that 
the Governor-General was invtiltd 
with “ full power and authority to 
** form fuch arrangements with the Ra- 
ja of Benares, for the better govern- 
ment and management ot his Zc- 
mindary, and to perform fuch ai^s 
for the improvement of the interdf 
** which the Company poirefles in it, 
as he fivall think fir and confonant to 
the mutual engagements fubJilling 
** between the Company and the Raja.” 
His Lord’,hip rcalontd pointedly up¬ 
on the terms of exprcifion, and on the 
reafonable inference fefulting from the 
whole of the minute. The word ar- 
ran^.mentis he contended, plainly im¬ 
plied that the Governor was to' arrange 
liich ai'.fs as he fhuuid think confonant 
tD the mu.uat engagement fubfijhng be¬ 
tween the Company and the Rasa^ in an 
amicable way, an,d not to deal with 
him Id the hirfh and hoftile manner 
which Ivlr. Hailing had taken upon 


himfolf to adopt. Having difeurTed thi» 
very fully, the Earl (aid, with legard 
to the other faffs alledgcd as crintee 
and mifdcmeanors, whatever inconfiff. 
cncy there might be in the Commons 
having preferred the Charge while they 
enjoyed the benefits ariling from tho 
a£ts cf Mr. Haftings, he was not how 
to confidcr. An accufaiion (fated to bo 
criminal vs as preferred by a body com. ' 
pc tent to prefer it ; and it was his 
duty, as a judge, to confider whether 
the Ciifft'ge v\ as proved or nor, and to 
ronfidcr that only. He ftill thought 
that Mr. Hahings was aiSfnated byvino> 
tives of revenge in writing the letter 
that he did write to Cheyt Sing, and 
alfo in putting him undtr an arreft. 
lie .again referred to the Defence of 
Mr. Ilalfinys, where that Gentlemaa 
faid, that while he thought Cheyt 
Sing had him and not the Company 
for his ob eft, a tine of forty or fifty 
lacks would, hecoriccived, be a fufficient 
putuffimeut for hiu offence. He en¬ 
tered into a long argument as to the 
legality of the delegarion, and faid, 
that at all events Mr- If.ilfing.s was not 
empowered by that delcgi ti ui to arreft 
the perfon of Cheyt Sing, for the pur- 
pofe of exa£ling from hiiu a tine of forty 
or fifty lacks. 

Loi'd Thurlow in reply faid, that, .af¬ 
ter having I'o fully cxpiaiiiLd to riicir 
Lordfhips that the piffi'ge quoted by 
the Nohle I.ord was neirh' T written by 
Mr. llaftingSjnor evi n fi ci' by liirr,utitii 
he herrd i; read in the Hm-fe of Com¬ 
mons, he did not expe£l that any fireft 
would be laid upon it. He sviffied, 
however, as the Noble I.ord did pro- 
fefs to quote it, he w< uld. quote it as it 
really (food. The pafi-ise did not run 
as the Noble Lord had Vited, but in 
*hc following words:—“So Icmg as I 
“ CBUCcivtd Cheyt Sing’s mif'cjodudl 
“ and contumacy to have me rather 
“ than the Company for its objedf, or 
“ at leaf} to be merely the etTcffc of 
“ pernicious' advice, or mifguided fol- 
“ ly. without any formal defign of 
'* openly refitting oar authority, or dif- 
“ claiming our fovercignty, j looked 
“ upon a confidcrable fine as fufficient 
“ both for,his immediate puni(limenr„ 

“ and for binding him to fiiturc goisd 
“ behaviour.” Lord Thurlow (aid, 
he was fare that the Nohla Lord would 
have the candour and the juflice to 
fay, that this pslTige was very diiTerent 
indeed from his Lordtttip's ttacement 
of it. 

Lord 
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t<orj CaeriiairTOn a(!initte^, that there 
■was a difference, which in the hurfy of 
freaking he had certainly oiriittcd to 
fiate. 

The Karl of Mansfield faiJ, he \vi(h« 
ed that the prefent <juerti<m had been 
divided into two I'ubjcdls of difculhon, 
to avoid the dilemma of deternuiiing on 
the guilt or innotcncc of a perlon who 
.had obtained great advantages, which 
the Public had appropriated to itfdf, 
while they profccutcd the perfon tor 
the afl of procuring thole ad’-jantages 
for thtiTi. fti almott every pome he 
apreed mod completely with tlie NoWc 
and Learned Lord who, with to much 
ability, and fo much to his own ho¬ 
nour, had fully inveftigated the picfcnt 
Charge. On a fingle point he had a 
doubt, though he confcRed it was but 
a doubt; yet, {landing as he did tii the 
awful, and he would add, to hir.i, the 
tremeudeus charn'^ter ijf a jnd ;e, he 
deemed it hit duly to flatc Ins uclings 
to ihtirLordlbips, and in as few w<jids, 
coiifideriug the latciicfs of the hour, rs 
he pollibly could. He fully concunid 
with the Noble and Learned L-nd in 
opinion, that th«:* nglit ot the Liitiili 
Government ro dcmanc! rn’lii'-ry aid of 
CheVt Sing, in war, w ,s provid tc- 
vond a pofhbihty of cpie'di-i-i. Irdc d 
iic was uftoniflii-d that nicn of furb r.i. 
Icnts as thole who mana;>-ed the Lti- 
peachment, ctu’.d h.ivc ttucrr.fncd a 
doubt upon tiie fub/'e'^. l!e was 
equally convinced, th.it there was not 
the flighteft rcafoii to (!''ubt ilie right uf 
the liritiih Giivernmenr to demand the 
alfiAance of a body of cavalry iVoiu 
Cheyt Sing ; and tntre was n«t any 
thing like a lulpicion that could arilV, 
he conceived, in the mind of any man, 
that in making and enfovciiig (hcl'c dc- 
runnds, Mr. Haltings v/ns .'Aua.cd by 
tnaiicious motives. Kqnally convirced 
was he that thccoiidudt of Cheyr Sing 
was highly contumacious and re- 
fra£lor\% and that it deferved puiiiOi- 
nicnt. “ God forbid I” laid his Lord- 
Ihip, “ that I llionld lay iln. llightcil 
** ilrcfs upon any crprcilio'v. in a De- 
“ fence, which, if is fully provseJ, Mr. 

Haftinns never wrote, and tlie ob- 
“ jeilionablc parts f>f which he never 
“ law; however impnident-J may con- 
ccivc* Mr. H.ifting' to have been in 
•» prcfentiiig fnrh a Defence at the 
bar of the Hoiife of Commons. As 
•' to the arrcfi of Chevt Sirg, as a 
** pidge, I can Ice notiiing criminal 
in the a£l ; though, as a ft.it.''f!r.an, 
I think it wai rafh, precipitate, and 


“ unwife, under all the cireuniftarieji^ 
“ of the cafe. Coupling the 
“ with tfie purpofe intended it,., 
“ namely, taking from him ftiny or 
“ fifty lacks of rupees, 1 ntti'cfi doubf 
“ whether the hnc was not fo. heavy ac 
“ to he deemed exctfiivt. But when 
“ I confidcr that Mr. Hallings a£lcd, 

“ as in my confeiente I bclitvc he did, ' 
“ from thepureft motives—when, after 
the moft careful and attentive exa- 
“ ir.inatian of the evidence, I can find 
“ runhing that induces me tft believe 
he was afiluated by a corrupt or mn- 
liiiuus motive—when I tonfidcr the 
“ alarming ftate of India at that mo- 
“ menious period, furrounded as Mr, 
“ JJafiings was by cncmic*-, and in 
“ hourly expc/lation of the arrival of 
“ a powerful armament from France— 

“ when I refle^f that, under Provi- 
“ dence, he was the happy infirumcnf 
“ of preferving that valuable empire 
“ to Great Britain, and that every 
“ mi afure he took had no other objeft 
“ than the prtfervaii<in of the empire, 

1 c.irnot bring ni} fclf to think that. 
“ the mere mirtakc in the amount of 
“ tilt fine wliich ought to have been 
“ levied upon Cheyt Sing, is an a£l of 
“ crii'Miiaiity ; and the more tfpecially 
“ i\lr. liafiings did not convert the' 
“ iifjncy to his own ufe, but applied 
“ it to the prcfTing exigencies of the 
“ (•crvii'c of the Britiili Government in 
“ India.” An additional reafonfor his 
wiUting that the arreft had been fepa- 
rattd from the conrnlcriition of all that 
p aficr the rebellion of the Raja, 
his Lordlhip faid, was bccaiife Mr, 
H'.^'rings was clearly juftified in the 
whole of his fubicqacnt conduft hy 
every principle of policy and prudence. 
In order to determine how fai* Mr. 
Ilaftings was warranted in dealing with 
Cheyt Sing as he conceived Sujsih 
Dowlnh would have dealt with him nn'S' 
der the fame circumftances, or as any 
other .abfolutc Prince would have dealt 
wirh his dependent, as in the cafe of the 
failure of obedience due from a vafTal 
to his liege Lord in feudal times; if 
was neceltary, in the one irftance, td 
examine and to afeertain what the prin¬ 
ciples of the fendjl fyftem were ; 
and in the other, whst were the known 
principles of the fyftem of government, 
raftifed under the abfuliuc Princes of 
ndia; before their [.urdlhips took upon 
them to decide, whether the punish¬ 
ment inflifted on Cheyt Sing was war-* 
ranted by his difubedUnee aind eoRtu.> . 
macy. 
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^The hlftory dr India, his Lord (hip 
far as he had made hiinfclf mat¬ 
ter afforded abundant proof that 
fine a^ confinement were the ufual 
modes of pdniihmcnt adopted by the 
kbfolutc Princes of that part of A(ift, 
when their dependents had been guilty 
of difobcdiencc and contumacy. The 
Earl faid, to his furprife, it had been 
much infifted on in Weftminfter Hall, 
that Cheyt Sing was an independent 
fovereign Prince, or Lord ; whereas it 
was cl-ar beyond all queftion, that he 
was to all intents and purpofes a de> 
pendent, firit on Sujah Dowlah, and 
afterwards on the Britilh Government 
in India, and confcqucntly rcfponfiblc 
to Mr. Haftings, in his charafter of 
Governor-General, for the whole of his 
condu6t. “ On thefe confiderations, 
“ Therefore, and thole I have before 
Hated,” faid his Lordlhip, “ I lhall 
certainly concur with the Noble and 
“ Learned Lord in voting, that the 
Commons have not made good tliis 
“ part of the Firft Article.” 

The Lord Chancellor (aid he would 
not go over the fadls that conflituted 
the Charge again, having,fo fully done 
that laft week ; he would only make a 
ffew obfervatiotts relative to the feelings 
which, fpeaking as a judge, impreffed 
his mind on the occafion. He (aid, it 
was a known principle of Englifli law, 
that every offender under the Britilh go¬ 
vernment ought to have his punilhment 
meafured admodum dcliilty’A.\\i that the 
idea that a Bntifh Governor, amenable 
to the fovereignty of Great Britain, was 
juftified in a^ing as an abfolutc and 
defpotic fovereign Prince, was not to 
be tolerated. Mr. Hafiings had no 
authority to aft as a defpotic fovereign, 
and it was evident from his own word', 
that he did not proceed to puni(h Cheyt 
Sing ad modum detiHiy but fub tnodb 
Sujah Dowlah. He would not allow the 
inftsnce of the obedience of a vaffal to 
his liege Lord in feudal times to be 
qaite parallel and Unfitly in point, and 
he conceived that if the motives of Mf. 
Haflidgs were to govern their Lord* 
Ihips, they were to Jmk to Mr.Haftings’s 
own avbwal of the dacurcof his motives 
and principles. 

Thu Marquis of LasVnfdowne faid, 
much praife was due to their Lordlhips 
fur the calm, deliberate, and grave 
nijianer in which they had chken up the 
bufinefs, and proceeded to go thirough 
the Charges. Such conduft, in his 
mind, did the Houfe the hisheft bo<> 
Part VIII* 


nour. He ridiculed the pretenfions ta 
rank, relpefil, and royalty fee up for 
Cheyt Sing. Having heard lb much 
of his impoitancc, he had been at fome 
trouble to afeertain who that grc.rt man 
was, and in confcqiicnce of his re- 
fcarches he was enabled to declare, 
that Chvyt Sing had no line of ancefiry 
to be proud of, no honourable lineage 
to boafi : his grandfarher was an ad¬ 
venturer of fome parts, who made his 
way by dint of ability and intrigue, as 
mod adventurers do, ^nd by thole 
means he got poffeilion of Benar.cs, and 
ouHcd the former holder of thedifififts 
and revenues belonging to it; hfs fon, 
Bnlwant Sing, who I'lieccedcd him, but 
had not equal parts (f.>r it does not al¬ 
ways happen that a fon inherits his 
father’s lenfeand tnlents), was another 
intriguer; and his grandfon, Cheyt 
Sing, a third intriguer. Each threw 
off the rightful lovertigii, and the lad 
would have intrigued for iKnt purpofc, 
probably with rhe Eift India Company, 
and to the fame effeft, if Mr. Hattings 
had not prudently cliecked his ambi¬ 
tion. When he heard the abufe that 
had been thrown on Mr Halhngs, and 
faw him, like Sir Waher Raleigh, com¬ 
pared to a ’• Spider of Hell,” he was 
anxious to know the extent of his 
conduft, under all the circumfiances 
of the time that he was Governor-Ge¬ 
neral of India, and particularly what 
the authority and powers were under 
which he afited. \Vith this latter vietv 
he had inquired for Mr. Haftings** 
commillioB, and wat aftonilhed when he 
found it to be fo extremely (hort and 
comprehenfive. Seeing that, he a(kcd 
for bis inftniftions, for every one of 
their Lordfliips who ha<l been in office, 
well knew that when a new Governor 
w.is fent our to any of his Majcfty’* 
American Colonies, or Dritifh depen¬ 
dencies abroad, it was not oniy ufual to 
give him a long coinmilfioti delbribing 
hi* powers, but to accompany it with 4 
fet of inftriiftions, in order to provide, 
as much as polliblc, fur the objrfits in 
contemplation of his Majefty’s Minifter* 
at the tilhe. Was that the cafe with 
Mr. Haftings ? Nothing like it. He 
held his coiumifTion in his hand, the 
Marquis (|aid, and he would read it to 
their Lotdfhips: It was but Ihort. The 
purport of it was, “ that the Direftors 
“ of the Eaft India Company appointed 
“ Warren Haftings, Efq. Governor- 
•* General of all their peffelSons in 
India, and tavefted him with the 
A a “ whole 



whole go7ernm:titcivil and military.” 
With refpeft to inftrudtions, Mr. 
Haftings did not carry out a Angle line. 

Hia commiffion was his foie authority ; 
and would any man, after hearing what 
he had juft dated, venture to affert, 
that Mr.Haftings, asGovernor-General 
of India, was not to be confidcred as an 
abfolute Sovereign Prince in India } He 
was fo to all intents and purpofes, and 
it would have been abfurd to have ex- 
e£ted any good to have refultcd from 
is government, if he were viewed in 
any other light. ' . 

The Marquis inftanced the fcrviccs 
of Lord Cornwallis, and faid, great and 
important as thofe I'erviccs were, (he 
TSab'e Lord could not have ntchieved 
riu.ni, if be had not been allowed to 
exert abfolute power. He was aware 
that he poffeffed, and lie had exercifed 
it ill various inftanccs much to liis own 
honour, and the advantage of the Com- 
p'liiy and the Britilh interefls in India. 
Oil the other hand, he thought,whatMr. 
Ilaftings perhaps would not be plcafed 
to hear, that he did not ftand intitled 
to have hib condiift tried by the prin¬ 
ciple., of Englilli jufticc. If it had been 
prafticable, he ought to have had Ma- 
honicJan judges and a Mahomedan jury. 

It was not polfiblc that Britilh judges 
and Britilh jurors could be competent 
to decide on condiift arifing out of cir- 
cutnftances fo new to liririfh cars, fo ir- 
reconcileable to Britilh cuftoms. The 
genius of the Government being free 
viiJ liberal, all praftLces under it were 
necelTarily governed by the lame prin¬ 
ciples of freedom and liberality. Not fo 
thcconduft of arbitrary Sovereigns; the 
uiinds of their fubji-As being familiar 
with the fighft of unlimited power in 
daily cxercife, they complained not of 
injuftice, and fuffered without a tnur- 
rtiur, when they were conicious they 
only fuffbred one day, what might be 
the lot of their neighbours the next. 
From this view of defpotifm, and the 
condu6t of defpQticPrinces, the Marquis 
laid, he conlidercd it as downright non- 
fenfe to talk of applying the precepts of 
the Chriftian religion, and thr^rinciples 
of Englifh government, to fubjefts ac- 
cuftomid to live underMahonicdan taws, 
Mahomedan cuftoms, and the fyftcm of 
' opprelfion prat^ifed under the govern¬ 
ment of abfolute Princes. 

The great, and indeed only queftions 
In the cafe of Mr. Haftings ought to be 
theft::—Had he governed India to the 
latisfaAIvn of tk« people ? and had he 


improvV^d the intereft which his 
country had in thofe diftant poffelfiap } 
Thefe would have been the only j^ef- 
tions which the late King of B^lfia, 
the greateft and wifeft Man of nie age, 
would have afked Mr. Haftings, if he 
had polfelfed fo rich a dominion and fa 
meritorious a fervant. That able ftatef- 
man and profound politician would 
have dealt with a perfoii holding and 
exerciftng a diftant government of great 
importance and authority in this way. 

He would have looked to the general 
refult of his Governor’s «ondu£f. He 
would have faid, “ I fent you to rule 
over an extenfive territory, peopled 
with thirty millions of fubjefts. 1 en- 
triiftedyou with live millions of revenue 
for the fnpport of yout government, 
and I gave you unlimited powers. 
Have you abufed thofe powers ? Have 
you embezzled the revenues entrufted 
to your management ? Have you injured 
the fubjefts put under your protc6tion .* 
or have you diminilhed the extent of 
my territories?” Had fuch queftiona 
been put to Mr. Haftings, what would 
have neen the aiifwer ? 

The anfwer their Lordfiiips well 
knew, becaufe it was the language of 
truth:—“ I came to tite government^ 
when its refoorces fcarcely exceeded 
three millions a year—when I left it, 
they were increafed to live millions tiva. 
hundred thoufand pounds a year. 1 en« 
larged your dominions, and I left the 
people happy and contented, and pleaf- 
cd with mjr conduit.” The King of 
Pruilia, fatisficd with fueh an anfwer, 
would have .enquired no further. Ha 
would not have defeended to inquire 
into the minutia of his government, or 
laboriouily employed himCelf in tracing 
out every peccadillo and miftake aril-’ 
ing frotn'error of judgment. He svould, 
not have been trying his Governor for 
years together after his return home, in 
order to difcover fome pitiful draw¬ 
back from fcrvTces the moft meritori¬ 
ous and ufcful to his country; he would 
have acknowledged that Mr. Haftings 
had made a beneficial ufe of the abfo. 
lute power lodged in his hands. -The 
Marquis trufted, that no perfon would 
conftrue what he had faid, as intending 
to caft a reftedion on the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons for preferringthe accufation.Their 
motives were perfedHy pure, he was con¬ 
vinced. He concluded by declaring, t|iat 
he Ihould not Bnally^ vote, yet he had 
examined the Charge with the clofcft 
attention ; he was fatitfied, that ioftead 
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•maKciouny perfecuting and ^gerly 
Opjareliing Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings 
ha^^anifcfted patience and forbear- 
^nce^en to a blatncable degree, and 
wasc«mvmced inhisconCcitnce that Mr. 
Haftings ought to be acquitted of every 
part of the Charge. 

The Biftiop of Rochefter faid, when 
he coniidcrcci the accufation preferred 
againft Mr. Haftings, he could nor, 
confiftcntly with what he thought du.e 
to the chara£ter in which he fat in the 
Houfe, content himlcif by giving a 
Stent vote; and efpecially as, after the 
fuileft examination of it, he Ihould vote 
for the entire acquittal of Mr. Haftings. 
His Lordfhip fatd, he could not agree 
with the Koblc Marquis that it was of 
any conlequcnce to the merits of the 
eaufe, whether Cheyt Sing could boaft 
of a long line ef anceilry or not. Be 
he of ever fo obfeure origin, he was 
entitled to jufticc as an individual^ as 
fnuvh as any other man ftanding in the 
^arnc relation to the Britilh Govern- 
pient in India. Neither could he con¬ 
cur with the Noble Marquis’s idea, 
that Mr. Haftings ought to be tried by 
Mahomedan judges and aMahomedan 
jury. A Britifli lubjcfit was jiuifled by 
Britilh laws to be tried by a Britilh 
^ jury and Britilh judges, adling upon the 
principles of juftice, recognized and 
eftabliihed under the Britilh conftitu- 
ticn. Mr. Haftings had been tried by 
the higheft Court m the kingdom; and 
he had no doubt but the Court would 
continue to proceed with that temper, 
impartiality, and fairnels, which had on 
all occallons fo eminently diftinguiilicd 
jts chara£f:er. 

The Bilhop proceeded to a very mi¬ 
nute and accurate examination of the 
fafels alledgcd in the pharge as crimes. 
He began this head of his fpeech with 
cbferving upon the tenure qnder which 
Cheyt Sing held his Zemindary, and the 
duties that were impofed upon hiip. He 
proved, by a reference to the evidence, 

. that Ite bad violated all the conditions 
cf his tenure, and faid it was clearly made 
out, that he had invariablylhewn himfelf 
a diiloyal and difaffc£led (ubj<£t~that he 
had a£lually forfeited his ^etqindary-r: 
and that, m point of fa£l, if Mr. 
Haftings were cenfurablc at all, it was 
for a foolilh partiality to Cheyf Sing, 
which led him to pay too little attention 
to the complaints which for a feries of 
pears had been made to him againft 
Cheyt Sing, It \^as not pofllblejhe faid, 
to impute a criminal intention to Mr. 
Raftings; and thinking, as his Lord* 


fhip faid he did, that the Zemindary was 
forfeited, it was impoihblc for him to 
condemn that Gentleman for intending 
to impofc a he.ivy fine upon him for his 
manifold delinquencies. 

He concluded by declaring that ha 
ihould vote aginft the mation. 

The queftion being then put, the 
Not-conWiUs were declaicd to luve it. 


FRIDAY, MARCH 13. 

Lord Thurlow rofe to open the next 
article of the allegation in the Benaret 
Articlfc, which was, that after the ex- 
puifton of Cheyt Sing, Mr. Haftings 
caufed the caftle of Bidjyeur, the reu- 
dence of Fauna, to be beueged, though 
ihcand'tlic women had no concern ia 
the fuppofed rebellion; that he never 
inquired whether the treafures contain.- 
ed in Bidjygur were the property of the 
women or Cheyt Sing; that he ftimu- 
lated the army to rapine and outrage, 
by the wicked orders he ilTued ; and that 
the women were ultimately plundered 
in conlequcnce of thole orders. 

His Lordlhtp faid, he Would not ftop 
to noricc the ftrange mode in which the 
Art'clc was worded; the blunder of 
calling the ftrongeft fortrefs in Indof- 
tan after Gualior, a Caftle ; and the 
alfcrtion of its being the reftdence of 
P.iuna and her attendants: Their Lord- 
ihips all knew that it was, in faift, the 
ftrong hold of Cheyt Sing, the place 
where he kept all his treafures. They 
knew that Until that fortrefs was cap¬ 
tured, the war could not be faid to be 
at an end. It was in evidence thac 
Cheyt Sing retired with his women 
from Pateeta to Bidjygur, and, unwil¬ 
ling to rilk a fiege himfelf, had quitted 
the fortrefs, carrying with him as much 
of his trealure as he could convey 
away, and leaving only what he could 
nor carry otf, with a garrifon of feven 
hundred men, his mother, and many 
of the women of his family. It was in 
evidence allb, that as foon as Mr. 
Haftings heard of his flight, hnd that 
be had left his women in the fort, he 
earneftly recommended to Major Pop- 
ham to treat Fauna, the mother 'of 
Cheyt Sing, with the utmoft tendernefa 
and attention, to which, Mr. Haftings 
obferves, ftic was intitled by her fex^ 
her rank, and the ftation ftie had fllled, 
and ftill more by her misfortunes. 

The queftlqq for their Lordlhips 
coniideration would be, Whether any 
circumftance in the fubfequent letters 
of Mr. H&flli'gs recommended, authe- 
rifed, or ordered a different .mi 4- of 
A a a pro- 



ftroceedipg to this Ltdy ? The evidence 
adduced he would endeavour to fiate 
with correftneis. 

After the fiege of Biiljygur had con¬ 
tinued alnu)ft a month, the evidence 
begins by a private letter from Mr. 
naftinps to Maj.jr Popham, m sn- 
fwer to one from the Major to hitn, 
which does not appear. By the nrlwer 
it IS clear, howtvtr, that the P-Joriec 
had made a propofal to retire frt.in the 
fort on conditions whicii ?/Ii • Haftings 
thought urrtafonablc, and in a inrdc 
by \vliicli flie might contrive to defraud 
the captois cf a coni:dcr<il)ie part cf tlic 
booty ior reward to winch l.c thought 
they WLiv fo well intitkd. Mr. Uaftings 
in a letter dated Oftober sa, lyKi, 
fays, he can make no o jeClion ; that 
Major Popham muft be tlie belt judge ; 
and tliat he will certainly ratity any 
thing th.u Major Popham has engaged 
for : but be pofitively dechircs that he 
never will allow' her to hold any land 
or any authority in the Zcmiiulary, 
without bcnig I'ubject to the authoniy 
of the ZcTnindar. 

In a I'ccond letter, dated the 3d of 
IJovcmbtr, Mr. Ualiings expren'es his 
rendinefs to comply w'iiU all the condi¬ 
tions on which Pauna had agreed to 
iurtender the fort; that is, Ihc had pre- 
ierred certain conditions heiTclf, to 
which Ml. Haftings fully confehts; but 
adds, tliat if, after he has confeiitcd to 
her own propofals, flie does not give 
up the fort in twenty-four hours, fie 
fhall confider her retuial as a wanton 
affront; that he will then grant her no 
conditions, but leave her expofed to 
thffc dangers which Ihc chiifcs to rilfe, 
rather than truft to the generofity and 
ciemcncy of the Englilh (Jovc rnment. 
“ If fhe complies,” favs Mr. Haftings 
to Major Popham, ‘‘ it wi{l be your part 
to fecure the fort and the property it 
“ contains for the benefit of yuurf,;lf 
and detachment.” 

Lord riiurlow fa’id, that he believed 
there was not one fyliable in thel'c 
letters, which was intended to produce, 
or which could poffibiy produce, the 
effect ftated in the Article. Jt was im- 
^nllible that thefe private letters to 
M ijor Popham could have ftimubted 
the army to rapine and outrage, for t!ic 
Contents of them never w'cre ccmniu- 
ntciited to the army ; The firft contain¬ 
ed an cpiniciti, that the officers and fol- 
diers compofing the bclicging army were 
intitled to the treafures which were in 
j^idjygur ; ^hc latter repeated the fame 


opinion. It was alfo impoffible, 
vvhen ehe fort was furrendered, PauM, 
her relations, and dependants, iltQ|md 
have been plundered in confcciuci^ of 
the fpirit of rapacity excited /y th« 
orders of Mr. Mailings, becaufe it waij 
proved in evidence, by Major Popham, 
that the accident happened owing to an 
ouipoft not having been withdrawn 
agreeably to his orders. > 

Mr. Haftings is next accufed of en¬ 
deavouring by various artifices to rc-» 
tradl his own permillion to the army to 
(hare the plunder, and to recover the 
fpoil which they had divided.—Failing 
in that, he attempted to obtain it as a 
loan ; of which being alfo difappointed, 
he was altogether fruftrated as to the 
stianmient of the objedl of his journey 
toTJenares. His Lordlhip faid, he was 
cntirily at a lofs how to treat this part 
of the Charge as a crime ; but as there 
certainly appeared to be foniethtng ex¬ 
ceedingly unbecoming a great charaftcr 
in fuch a mode of proceeding, he 
thought it but right to lay the whole 
tviv'i nee before their Lordlhips for their 
coiilidcration. 

Bicljypur furrendered on the loth, 
after a breach was made, which the 
I'priiiging of a mine would very fobn 
have rendered prafticablc. Immediate., 
notice was fenr to Mr. Haftings of the 
furrender. It does not appear that any 
letter was written to Mr. Haftings on 
the nth; on the lath Major Popham 
wrote a letter to Mr. Haftings, but 
without any uiciition of the divifion of 
the plunder. Captain Calcraft, an Aid- 
de-Camp of Major Popham, was de¬ 
puted to Mr. Haftings, and confeffed to 
him that the divifion of the plunder had 
been made. That gentleman told their 
Lordlhips what pafTcd between him abd 
Mr. Haftings ; tne dilpieafiirc expreffed 
by Mr. Haftings at the divifion haviiig 
been made fo fuddcnly, and without 
authority ; his pofitivc denial that the 
letters to Major Popham were meant to 
be or could be coiiftruedas an order: but it 
does not app'ear that Mr. Haftings ever 
entertained the notion of retradling His 
ojjinion, which uniformly was, that the 
officers had a right to the booty, and 
that he would exert himfeif to obtain' it 
for them legally and fecurely. The of¬ 
ficers themfeives (continued his Lord 
Ihip) do not quote the two letters in 
queftion as orders, after they came to 
the knowledge of them. They fay, ^at 
the opinion bf Mr., Haftings, fo 'fully 
curreiponding with their own*, induced 
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^cm to njak# an immediate di/ifion. 
^Ir. Haftings in his anfwcr ^plains 
hinVelfmoft clearly : He lays, that even 
if twe amount had been uncommonly 
great,^>|ie fliould have hoped the Com¬ 
pany might have had the immediate be¬ 
nefit of it, in their prclling exigencies, 
the property being feciired l.y bonds 
to the captors ; if a moderate fum, he 
would hiinfdf have authori/.cd the dil- 
tribution; ard had he in any event 
thought it right to apply to the Board, 
he would himftif have advil'td the gift. 
Mr. HaUings adds., that if Major Pop- 
ham conceived his private letters to con¬ 
tain the ian^Vion wtiicli he attributes to 
them, he is lorry that lie diil not avail 
hijiilelf of his entire knowledge of Mr, 
Haftmgs’s private i'entimcnts. He de- 
fircs Major Popham to lend him copies 
of all thofe letters, and particularly 
one of the icth of November, written 
by Major Palmer, his lecretary, which 
comprizes his opinions and willies in 
the fullelV and nioft pofitive terms. 
Though Major (now Colonel) Popham 
was crofs-cxaniincd at conliderable 
length by the Managers, yet it is very 
fingul'ir that they never did alk him 
any qiieltions relative to this very par¬ 
ticular letter of Mr. Haftings 'I'hc 
f Managers had the power, if they chofe 
to life it, of removing every doubt from 
the fubjcfl : As the evidence ftood, it 
w'as moft cleat, that at every period 
Ml'. Haftings contemh d for the right 
of the army to the Bidjygur pnze- 
inoiu v ; but denied that they were au¬ 
thorized by him tf> I'eize their right, 
without firft applying to liim; and it 
is equally clear that the officers do not 
ftaic the letters, which arc called arj/rjj 
in theCharge,higher than which 

entirely coincided with their own. 

From this review of the evidence, 
their Lordlljips would determine whe¬ 
ther Mr. Haftings had ad'tcd that lhabby 
part which the Managers imputed to 
him. He thought it no more than juf- 
tice to a man who hid filled lb elevated 
a rank in life, to Hate the fafts fairly, 
though in truth what the Managers had 
charged did not amount to a crime. 

Jt was next allcdged againft Mr. 
Haftings, that he a£ied againft his own 
declared aiid recorded opinions, which 
were, that the very idea of prize-money 
was dcftruitii'n to the army, and ought 
to be avoided hkc poifon. Their Lord- 
^ips would find this alfo a charge ne t 
amounting to a tyrisiie ; but it would be 
fair CO ftdte to them what appeared ia 


the evidencei and what carried convic¬ 
tion to his mind, that the cafe in which 
Mr. Haftings ufed the expreliiun allud¬ 
ed to, was fo exceedingly dift'erent from 
that of Bidjygur, as to make it impof- 
fiblc to charge him with inconfiftcncy. 

Jtw.asan hiftorical faft, that .when 
Collini Ally Cawn was driven out of 
Bengal by the Britilh army in 1763, 
iliev were acting as auxiliaries to Mcer 
Jafficr, who was exceedingly liberal ia 
his promifes to the Britilh troops, a^ur,. 
ing them, and ufing moll unfortunately 
a figurative exprellion, after the manner 
of the Orientalifts, that when they had 
toially defeated and expelled Co'yim, he 
would fill the cartouch-box of every 
Sepoy wiih rupees. This promile 
ju ver was, performed ; and the army 
was, in coiilequeiicc of the non-perfor- 
iiiaiiee, in a moft dangerous Hate of mu¬ 
tiny for I'even uionihs, until, by very 
Ipirited clcertions, the evil was quel¬ 
led. 

In the year 1774, the Britifli army 
was afting as auxiliaries to Sujah 
Dowlah, in the Rohilla war. The 
Rohillas were defeated in a general 
aftion on the 23d of April} the battle 
was entirely gained by the Knghlh,'wlio 
marched in purfuit through the enemy's 
c'lmp, which was plundered by a body 
of bujah Dowlali’s horfe that had net 
been in the cngigemcnt. This natu¬ 
rally occafinned fome ill-Iiuinuur in the 
army, and in the progrefs of rhe cam¬ 
paign fome of the officers claimed a 
right to take what Ihould be found ia 
Ptclabeet, an open defenceiefs town. 
On an application on the fubjefl front 
the Cominaiider in Chief to Mr. 
Haftings, that Gentleman gives the 
orders which arc quoted in evidence 
by the Managers as contradiding, 
which they eertainly do not 111 the 
finalleft degree, the fciitimcnts that 
Mr. Haftinus held in 1781. The fub- 
ftance is, that the Britilh army was 
adingas aftipcndiary army, in a fcrvice 
by which the State of Bengal was to 
receive confidcrablc benefit; that under 
no circuiT)ftances could they be intitled 
to plunder, except in a fortrefs or camp 
taken by ftorm; that Sujah Dowlah^ 
reaibning was unanfwePable. How 
could he difeharge his engagements 
with the Company, if every thing in 
the Rohilla country became the property 
of the Bi itilh armi ?' 

At Bidjygur the cafe was totally dif¬ 
ferent; itie Company’s was the prin¬ 
cipal, not tho auxiliary force ; and con- 
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fcquently the fame reafoning would not 
•ppty in the finalltft degree. LordThur- 
low profcflTcd that he did not fee fo much 
irreguUrity in the mode of pr;jcceding 
adopted by the officers. The place it- 
Iclf niuft have falltn in a Vt ry fe.v 
and, to avoid the rlreadfiiJ con- 
fcqucnces of a Tauna vas in- 

ducc'd to furrender the fort, on con- 
4 }Uion of rcctii ing 15 per cent, on the 
aimount of the ireafuies in the fort; 
and Colonel Popham readily granted 
her thofc conditions. Jf, under fuch 
circumllinMS, the fortrefi was#not to 
be oef;ned a fortrefs taken by ftorm, 
and iNit ihould be a prevalent idea, that 
nothing could juftily plunder but the 
stdtual capture of a fortrefs by ftorm, 
be was much afraid that no fortrefs in 
future would be permitted to furrei- 
rler. On all'grounds, Lord Thurlow 
fyid, it was nioft apparent, that Mr. 
llallings was clearly with the officers 
in the queftion of their righr to the 
property found in Bidjygur according 
to ulage ; .-wid the only point in dif. 
putc wa«, wl'.ether they were juftilied 
in excrcifing that right themfelves, 
Vnder the two paffages in the private 
letters from Mr. Haftings to Colonel 
Popham. 

As to all the remaining parts ofthis 
Charge, he imagined their Lordihips 
Mould be of opinion that they had not 
been made good. It muft have been 
owing to carcleflncfs that Mr. jtlaftings 
was criminally charged for ralfing the 
public revenue from two hundred and 
tliirty to four hundred ilioufand pounds a 
yctir. lie had aircadylaid thatthntaddi¬ 
tional revenue had been regularly paid 
from the time it was fettled by Mr. 
H.»ftings tothe prefent day.Thcremain¬ 
ing allegations were equally unimpor¬ 
tant in his mind ; but he would lit down 
without moving any queftion until he 
hesrd the fentiments of other Noble 
Lords for he was lerioully anxious to 
go into the ftilleft difeuffion of every 
point on which there could be the fl'ght- 
eft difference of opinion amongft their 
Lordihips. 

The Lord Chancellor f.itd, he had 
no objr^lion to the taking the whole of 
the rcliduc of the Charge on one qucl- 
tion, bcc.uife undoubtedly the plunder 
i.f the foldicry on the taking of ihc 
fort of IJi'ljvgur was the m un faft al¬ 
leged in tb'c rcfi-hie of the Charge; 
but he enuM not h 1 j d flfering tratr- 
...jiiv with the Nunle and I earned 
Loid, as" to !-»s rtafonitig upop th.t 


faft, ’^nd all the circumftanccs of ti<i^ 
cafe. ?-fe would put wholly out of j/ae 
queftion all confidcration of the fdf of 
tne Rarinec, bccaiife, though arguments 
might be drawn from it calcuratcd to 
add to the colouring, and heighten and 
aggravate the extent of the Charge, 
they were rather to be regarded as an 
appeal to the paffions of their Lord- 
lliips than to their judgment. With 
regard to the law of plunder, it was in 
iifelf an indefinite term. He conceived 
that nothing could properly be deemed 
plunder that had not undergone a legal 
adjudication. Nobody would contend 
that an army might Iprcad itfclf over a 
country, andfeize upon every fpecies of 
property it met with, becaufe that 
would not only prove a total want of 
difcipline, but tend evidently to the 
ruin of the army itfclf. A foldier fo 
podTtfling himfclf of the property of 
another, would not only in the eye «f 
the law be individually refponlible to 
the owner, bur would be guilty of a 
priininal aft. That, however, did not 
immediately apply to the conduft of 
Mr. Haftings, iuyefpcft tothe Charge 
under the confideration of the Commit¬ 
tee, upon which, fpcaking as a judge, he 
could not avoid faying, he was im- 
preffed with a very different opinion. T 
m.m that ftated by the Noble and 
T.earncd I.ord.—He thought the con¬ 
duft of Mr. Haftings throughout the 
traiifaftiou highly unjuftifiablc ; and he 
refted that fentiment on the proof af¬ 
forded by the two letters, that of the 
zzd of Oftober, and that of November 
the 3d, from which the Noble and 
I.earned Lord had drawn concluflons 
fo extremely favourable to Mr. Haft- 
ings. His Lordlhip read the eflential 
pan of the letter of Oftober ?i, 1781, 
as follows : “I am this inftant fa- 
“ voured with yours of yefterday, 

** Mine of the fame date has before 
this lime acquainted you with my 
“ rcfolutions and fentiments refpeft- 
“ ing the Rannce (the mother of the 
Ri'ja Cheyt Sing). I think every 
“ demand «ic has made to you, ex- 
“ crpt that of fafety and refpeft for 
“ her perfon, is uarcafonablc. If the 
“ reports brought to me arc true, 
“ your rejefting her offers, or any 
“ negociatioiis with her, would foon 
" obtain you pofleffion of the fort up- 
“ on your own terms. 1 apprehend 
“ that flic will contrive to defraud 
the captors of a sconfiderable pa f 
“ of the booty, by being fuffered to 

“ depart 
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tvUhout examlnatiottj But 
\ ^ 0 ”f“itratton^ and not 

I ihould be very forry that 
” youi'.officers and foldiers loft any 

* pm of the reward to which they are 
” 10 well entitled ; but I cannot make 

any objeftions, as you muft be the beft 

* judge ofthe expediency of the promifo 
ed indulgence to the Ranncc, What 

' you have engaged for I will certainly 
** ratify,” &c. His Lordlhip proceeded to 
comment on the language and terms t# 
this letter, and reprehended every one 
of the ftrong pa(rages,erpecially that in 
which Mr. Hafiings, after exprefling 
his apprehenfions of the Rannee’s con¬ 
triving “ to defraud the captors of a 
confidcrable part of the booty, by be- 
“ ing fuffered to retire without exami- 
** nation,” but this itjow ton^ 

“ ^deration, and not mine'’ So far 
from this being proper language and 
advice for Mr. Hallings to hold, he 
contended, that it was a grofs neglefl 
and omillion of his duty ; and, coupled 
with the next fenrence—“ 1 Ihould be 
“ forry that your officers and foldiers 
” ihould lofe any part of the reimrd to 
“ which they arc fo well entitled," 
amounted not merely to a licence, but 
^eld out an encouragement to plun¬ 
der. 

Having emphatically preffed his re¬ 
marks on thefe parts of the letter of 
Oftober, his Lordftiip adverted to that 
of November, and obferved upon it 
with equal feverity. The letter of 
November 3, 1781, was as follows : “ 1 
“ am willingto grant her now the fame 
“ conditions to which 1 at firft con- 
“ fented ; provided that Ihe delivers 
“ into your poflclfion, within twenty- 
** four hours from the time of rcceiv- 
“ ing your mclTage, the fartofBidjy- 
" gur, with the treafur? and effetts 
“ ltdjed therein by Cheyt Sing, or 
“ any of his adherents, with the rc- 
** ferve only, as above mentioned, of 
“ fuch articles as you fliall think ne- 
cclTary to her fex and condition ; or 
“ as you fhall be difpofed of yourfelf to 
“ indulge her with. If flic* complies, 
as 1 expe£l: ihe will, it will be your 
part to feciirc the fort, and the pro- 
“ perty it contains, for the benefit of 
jourjelf and detachment. I have only 
“ furtlier to requcil that yoi^ will grant 
“ an ifeort, if Pauna Ihould require 
** it,- to condufi her here, or wherever 
*' ihe may chufc to retire to ! But 
*• ihould Ihe refufe to execute the pro- 


“ mife ffie has made, er delay if h-' 
j/ond the term of fmenty-four houn, it 
“ is my poiitive injunSion, that you 
** immediately put a iioptoany further 
intercouife or negotiation with her, 
“ and on no pretext renew it. If (he 
difappoints or trifies with me, after I 
** have fubjeAed my Duan to the ‘dif. 

grace of returning inefte£tualiy, and 
“ of courfe myfelf to diferedit, I iball • 
“ confider it as a -wanton ajffront and tn- 
“ dignity •which I can never forgive ; 
*' nor will 1 grant her any conditions 
“ whatever, but leave her expofed to 
" thofe dangers which ihe has qiofcn 
“ to rifqne, rather than truft to the 
“ clemency and generofity of our go- 
“ vernment. 1 chink ihe cannot be 
“ ignorant of thefe oonfequerces, and 
“ will not venture to incur them •, and 
“ it is for this rcalbn 1 place a depen- 
** dcncconhcroffers,andhavc confented 
“ to ftud my Duan to her.” His Lnrcl- 
Ihip contended that nothing could he 
more tyrannical, arbitrary, and oppref- 
iive, than the iiylc and terms of thi* 
letter ; it was fuch as a Britifti Gover¬ 
nor could fcarcely be warranted in hav¬ 
ing written on almoft any occaiion tliat 
could polfibly have otcuired; leaif of 
all could it, in his mind, be Juitiiied 
under the peculiar circumiiances of the 
cafe in queilion. M to the fublequent 
attempt 10 make the officers and foldiers 
refund the plunder which they had 
been thus encouraged to take, and to 
pay it on the footing of a loan, his 
Lordihip conceived it was rather to be 
treated as a matter of ridicule than of 
ferious argument. Their Lordfhipsall 
pretty well knew how difficult it was 
to get any body to refund—efpccially a 
viaorious foldiery. With regard to 
other parts of the Charge, the Lord 
Chancellor faid, he had diflTe'red from 
tlie Noble Lord before, and he ftill re¬ 
tained the fentiments he had (fated on 
that fubje£l to the Committee; he there¬ 
fore thought the conduit of Mr. Haf- 
tings, as allcdged in that part of the Firft 
Article, did amount to a high mifde- 
meanor, and he ihould give his vote for 
the queftion, That the Commons had 
made good the Charges contained in 
“ the rehdue of the Firft Article." 

Lord Thurlow in reply faid, that the 
Noble and Learned Lord had mtftakea 
his ftatetiicnt. The firft letter to Ma¬ 
jor Popham contained an opinion as tb 
the beft mode of getting poifeiiion of 
the fort, but pofitirtly refufing to al- 
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!<3 w faun* to txertife independent au¬ 
thority In the Zeniindary of Benares. 
The fecond contained an unquaiitied 
aflent to all the propofitions made by 
Fauna on the lurrendcr of the fort. 
It was abfolutcly impoflible tliat Mt. 
Haftings could be fuppofed to intend 
either to excite the army to rapine or 
outrage, by any fentiments contained in 
•thofe letters. 

The Lord Chancellor f'aid, he had no 
ebjedtion to the i.earned Lord's putting 
all that remained of this Artkle into 
one queftion. 

Loia Tliurlow then moved, “ That 
•* the Commons had made good the 
** ten remaining allegations in the 

Firft Article i” which was nega¬ 
tived. 


MON’DAT, MARCH l6. 

The Duke of Norfolk rofe, and 
faid, that previous to the Houfts going 
into the Committee, he wiihed to nuiicc 
the proceedings that had already taken 
place. His Grace in feme manner cen- 
lured the mode that had been adopted, 
of putting the queftion upon every in- 
dividual Article of c»cli Charge, and di¬ 
viding upon it : The dvcifion thus 
given, went abroad as the vcrdift of 
the Houfu upon the Charge thus dif- 
ciiired ; but his Grace thought, that the 
Peers (huuld each in their individual 
capacity, as judges in this trial, give 
their s erdiil of Guilty or Not Guilty, 
upon each Charge of th» Impeachment 
as prefeiitcd by the Commons of Eng¬ 
land. Therefore, as he underRood that 
the firft Charge had already received that 
deliberation and dccilion in the Commit¬ 
tee to which he alluded, and that the 
Committee were now going to the con- 
iidcratiun of the fecond Charge, he 
thought it proper to fiiggeft the above 
mode of dccilion, and made a motion to 
that cSi.(X. 

This being objefled to by Lord 
Thurlow, and his reafuns for objefting 
to it ftated, the Duke withdrew his 
motion, and then moved, “ That tlic 
•» Committee of the whole Houfc be 
•• diverted to report to the Houfc their 
Proceedings upoi)thel<'irft Article of 
•* the' Impeachment againft Warren 
•• Haftings, Efq.’* 

Lord Thurlow in reply faid, that if 
the Noble Duke had been prefent at 
the commeocement of the conlidcration 
the,tn^e of ptoceeding proper fur 
Ui adepiiaa weU for iU owii 


convcftience as for the better fccvidn 
the ends of I'ubftantial juftice, hej^ul 
have heard the mode of proccedjiri^ fit 
to be adopted, deliberated upim with 
great coolncls and temper, and known 
that the refult had been a determina¬ 
tion, that a Committee Ihould take the 
feverat Charges fcparately into their 
conlidcration, and come to derifions on 
luchqucftions as tlu-y Ihould deem pro¬ 
per and applicable ; and that the Houle 
Ihould afterwards have a free and full 
opportunity of difculHng t.he whole of 
their Refoiutions, and the'grounds on 
which they ftond, previouslo their pro¬ 
ceeding to Weftminfter Hall to pafs 
judgment. With regard to hinifelf, his 
Lordfliip faid, he had been perfeftly 
indilFerent what the mode of proceed¬ 
ing Ihould be ; but a Committee hav¬ 
ing been appointed, in the manner that 
he had ftated, he thought their Lord- 
fliips had better, for the prefent, leave 
the bulinefs in the hands of that Com¬ 
mittee. His Lordlhrp fpokc of the ab- 
folutc neccility of thole who werp ta 
give a verdift on any charge of a crimi¬ 
nal nature, prcvioiifly to confult toge¬ 
ther, for the purpofe of forming that 
verdict : and ftill more ncceflary was 
it, where there was a great number dFY 
judges to give a verditt upon charge# 
fo multifarious as thofe which were c* 
be found in the Articles of the Impeach- 
ment. 

It would, he f'lid, be impofiiblc fof 
the Houfc to determine on the modii 
propofed by the Noble Duke at pn fent, 
becdufc the lloufe was not in poilcliion 
of the particulars that had iranl'piredin 
the Committee ; a great deal of light 
had tlicrc been thrown upon tlie fub- 
jeft; but till a report from the Com¬ 
mittee was made to the Houfc, it woull 
be prefumptuoiis to give a verditt. 

Tlic Duke of Norfolk laid, h? was 
by no means convinced by what had 
fallen from the Noble and Learned 
Lord. He admitted that a previous 
confultiition among thofe who were to 
deliver a verditt, was in almoft all cal'ci 
ncceffary, but he thought his motion 
would tend to render the proceedingj 
more clear and perl'picuous. His Grace 
faid, that what he meant to imprefd 
upon the Houfe as his opinion was,that 
they Ihould give their verditt upon the 
diftcrcHttChargcs in the fame m.miicf 
as if they attached to diftintt perfoit^, 
and for that rcafon*he had made hti • 
motion ; but uyon the obfervation of 
the Noble and Lcaracd Lord, he now, 

foamJf 
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"^auntl that it would have been mere 
conQ^ftent with the forms of debate to 
have'let the Houfe go into a Committee, 
and then have moved that the Chair¬ 
man report progrefs j however, as it 
was underlilood that the Committee 
were to go into the fecond Charge of 
the Impeachment, and he wilhed the 
Houfe to difcufs the firft, he trufied 
( that the feeming irregularity of his 
moving for the report now would not 
be deemed irrelevant. His Grace per¬ 
illed in his motion. 

Lord Thurlow laid, that this motion 
Went to difeharge the Committee, and 
take the hufinclsout of their hands. 

The queftion was put, and the Not^ 
,Conte»ts had it. 

The Houfe then refolved itfclf into 
a Committee. Lord Walfinghain in the 
Chair j wljen 

Lord Thurlow nddrclTcd their Lord- 
ihips on the matter contained in the 
Second Article. He faid,thar he Ihouid 
wait until he heard the fentiments of 
other Noble Lords, before he propofed 
to pHt only a fingie queftion upon this 
Article, which, in his opinion, would 
be fulheient. If any Lords (hould 
defirc to divide it into parts, he 
would propofe as many feparatc quef- 
Vtions as there Ihould appear to be 
doubts as to the innocence or Mr. Had- 
Ings. In his view of the fubjeft, there 
were but three points to be confidcred 
in this Article :—The propriety of 
Mr. Haftings's conduct, firll in aflent- 
ing to I he Nabob’s propofition for re* 
fuming the jaghirts, and afterwards, 
for uling a degree of compulfion to 
induce him to adopt that falutary mca- 
fure : Secondly, his confent to the rc- 
fumption of the treafurcs of his mo¬ 
ther; And thirdly, his difobedienceof 
(what the Charge calls) the orders of 
r.he Diredors, in not making a full 
inquiry into the faft of the Begums re- 
bcHioti. Thefe Were the three points, 
, according to his idea, on which the 
. Charge turned, in fo far as there was 
any evidence produced that afiTe^lcd 
Mr. Haftings. The fuppofed treaty 
with the elder Begum he Ihould pals 
over, becaufe it was clear from the tvi- 
rdeticc,'that neither the Board nor Mr. 
Haftings had avithorifed Mr. Middleton 
. to conckide any treaty with her. The 
hardfhips and diltrclfes which had been 
wtice Uiftained by the women in the 
Khord Mohul, he Ihould alfo pal's 
•over j fidce it was perfeflly clear to 
bim from the evidence, that Mr. Haf- 
r Bart Vlll, 


tings never heard of them. It is affo 
clear from the evidence, that when the 
humanity of an Engltlh officer induced 
him to relieve them, the Nabob wrote 
a very angry letter to him, for pre- 
fuining to interfere in'the manner lie 
did. He Ihould alfo pafs over the alle¬ 
gation of the horrid and cruel tu'thods 
pra£lifcd to compel the cunii' hs* to 
difeover the trealures of the Begum. 
There was no proof that any fuch . 
means had been made ufe of; but here 
agi'D, Mr.Haftings neither auchorifed 
nor advifed horrid or cruel means—His 
orders were direfl, clear, and pofitive : 
Firft, that the fervice Ihould be ^ol'e- 
cuted until the Begum and her fervanrs 
were at the entire mercy of the Na'oob, 
and tlnir wealth fccurcd from private 
emberilement; and nexf, it w. s his 
flrenuous advice to the Nabob, th.it the 
couduti of the Begum’s eunuchs ut the 
time of the rebellion flrouldbe fully in- 
veftigated ; and that, if on fuch in- 
veftigation they fhould be tound guils-' 
ty, the Nabob would punifti them cx- 
emplarily, as an example to others. 
Their LordOiips knew trom the evi¬ 
dence, that this advice was not follow¬ 
ed, nor his orders obeyed. The eu¬ 
nuchs were pardoned on the condition 
of paying a ccrtiin fum from the Be¬ 
gum’s tieafury, and it was for a de¬ 
ficiency in pci forming their agreement, 
that they were confined from February 
to Oflober 1782, a fhort pair of the 
time in very /light irons ; but the place 
of their confinement was a palace, and 
they had its gardens to range in. Even 
of this (light confin. incnt i). was in evi¬ 
dence alfo that Mr. Haftings was igno¬ 
rant, and confequently the propt iety of 
his contlufil turned only on the three 
points which he had already mentiancdi 
to their Lordfhips. 

Before he confidered thefe three 
tranfadlions, bis Lordfhip faid, he woyld 
mention the point of view in which the 
Charge ftruck hmi, which, though uh- 
neceflary for him to fiatc to fatisfy his 
own confcience in the vote which he 
Ihould give, did, he conceived, require 
very feriousconfideration from any No¬ 
ble'Lord, if there was one, who thought 
that the Commons had'made good any 
one point in this Article. 

A Treble and Learned Lofd (Lough¬ 
borough),, in the difcullioA of the Be¬ 
nares Article, had faid, that the Ma¬ 
nagers for the Commons had \yc'akcned 
their caufe very much, by their' at¬ 
tempts to prove that Cheyt Sing was 
B b ' an 
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an. independent Prince. Had they fuc* 
ceeded» the cdfe, in the Noble and 
Learned Lord's opinion, would have 
been^ very diScrent, becaufe the dif- 
tindtion between doing an adi of in* 
juftice to your own fubjt-£ls, and to an 
tndependent Sovereign, or the fubjedts 
of .an independent Sovereign, was very 
material indeed. Lord Thurlowfaid,that 
he fully concurred with the Noble and 
Learned Lord, and he dedred him to 
take the diflindlion in the prefent cafe. 
The Commons, it is true, had aihrmed 
in their Articles, that the coifdudV ob* 
fvrv^ towards Cheyt Sing and the Be* 
guiTTC, had involved the Britiih name 
and charadler in unfpcakable dilhonour 
and difgrace in the eyes ef all Alia. It 
had been fully proved, and the laft evi¬ 
dence to the point was the Marquis 
Cornwallis, that if fuch confequences 
did follow from thefe a£ls, nobody ever 
heard of them ; and he could have no 
■hefitation in faying, that the allegation 
was unfounded. The queliion then 
would be. Whether the Minillcr of one 
State, procuring,either by management 
9r companion, a mcafurc to be done, 
whirh was highly advantageous to his 
own State, could be amenable for the 
bccaul'e it involved in it a degree of 
injuftice to the fubjefts of another 
State ? That was the queftion ; for 
■whatever degree of inAuciicc Mr. Haf- 
tings might poflefs over the Nabob of 
Dude, ftill he was oftenlibly an inde. 
pendent Sovereign, and it was by ma¬ 
nagement alone, not by force, that we 
acquired and retained our influence 
over him—-an influence which began 
in 1775, and continued to this day pre- 
cifcly the fame ; as he Hiouid have oc- 
cafion to fhew to their Lordlhips in 
tne detail which he would now proceed 
to lay before them ; for, as the detail 
advanced, he thought it would clear 
up every circumitance relative to Mr. 
Haftings. 

In the month of January 1775, So- 
jah Dowlab died, a prince formed for 
the government of a gteat empire : He 
nominated in his laft iilncfs, his only 
legitimate fon, Afoph ul Dowlah, to 
the fucceffion. This young prince, in¬ 
dependent of his wanting all the qua- 
liftcatioDS that difttnguifhed his father’s 
character, fucceeded under terms that 
will well account for all his fubfequent 
misfortunes. Hit father bad recently 
added the coantry of Rohilcund, the 
Dowahj^ionh, Currah, and Allaha¬ 
bad, to dominions* A large force 


was neceftary to feeure acquifitions (9 
recenfly attained. The army wasircry 
confiderably in arrears, the exaA amount 
of thofc arrears does not appear in evi¬ 
dence, and four hundred and eighty 
ttioufanci pounds were due to the Eaft 
India Company. The treafury con¬ 
tained money enough to extricate the 
Nabob from all his difticulties, amount¬ 
ing by common report to more than ^ 
four millions fterling, but fuppofed by 
Mr. Briftow, on good information, to 
amount at lealt to two millions fterling. 
This treafure, unhappily for the Nabob, 
was ill the Zenana of the palace of Fyza- 
bad, and under the charge of the Na¬ 
bob’s mother, who had officiated as the 
treafurer of Sujah Dowlah prior to his 
dcccafc. 

The Charge calls thefe treafures va¬ 
luable moveables, of which, as it af¬ 
firms, the Begums were poftclTcd, in 
order to enable them to maintain their 
own rank and dignity, as well as for the 
maintenance of their numerous family 
and dependents. But the evidence fully 
proves, that they were the public trea- 
furcs of the State, amailcd, as the Be¬ 
gum's eunuchs confeffed to Mr. Brif¬ 
tow, to provide againft an emergency ; 
and conlcqucntiy, in point of 'juftice^^ 
before the Begum could claim he? 
eighth of thole treafures, the debt of 
the Company, and the funis due to Su¬ 
jah Dowlah’s army at his deceafe oughc 
to have been paid from them. 

It i.s impoffible to review, faid Lord 
Thurlow,thefcene that followed with¬ 
out wonder, and even indignation. 'The 
Nabob, weak and ill-advilcd, addifled 
to thofc vices the moft bafe and de¬ 
grading to the human rhara^er, con¬ 
verted the companions of bis mifsrablc 
picafurcs and debaucheries into Mini- 
fters of State. His mother, as he told 
Colonel Galliez, loon after his acceflion, 
was his bitter enemy ; and it' appears 
by a fubfequent letter from her, that 
there had been great differences be¬ 
tween them. He continued in this 
ftate of diftrefs from his acceliion in 
January 1775, until the month of May, 
when it was rather increafedthan dimi- 
nilhcd. 

But it is now material to conftder the 
conduct purfued by the BritilliGovern¬ 
ment, and that may be done in a 
very few words.—On the death of Su- 

i 'ah Dowlah, the Council acknowledged 
tis fon as Nabob of Oud'e, but detor- 
mined, againft the opinion orMr. Haf. ' 
tings, that the treaties fubfifting be. 

tween 
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proved that the treafures lodged in the 
Zepana belong to the ladies of the Ze- 
napa. There is full evidence, that 
the treafury of Sujah Dowlah was in 
the Zenana of Fyzabad, and that the 
Begum’s fignature, as his treafurer, 
■Was neceffary for all coniiderable ilTues 
of money from that trealury. 

The next point, my Lords, on which 
the Managers relied to prove the guilt 
of Mr. Hadings was, his refufal to 
obey the orders of the Direftors receiv¬ 
ed in Aiiguft 1783, for making a fuller 
ini|uiry into the fuppofed rebellion of 
the Begums in 17S1. To this point 
they called Mr. Stables, a very worthy 
man, but certainly not remarkable for 
the brilliancy of his talents, or the 
quicknefs of his conceptions. They 
afk him, if he did not move the inquiry 
into the Begum’s conduA, and why he 
moved it ? He tells them he did to, 
becaufe he conceived that inquiry to 
have been ordered by the Directors, as 
his minute written at the time would 
flicw. Now, my Lords, the Mana¬ 
gers, in order tu liipport the credit of 
their witnefs, produced the minute al¬ 
luded to, in which Mr. Stables dif- 
tin 611 y Dates that his reafon for moving 
an inquiry was, becaufc the Directors 
i'eemed not to be fatisfied with the in¬ 
formation before them—a very diffe¬ 
rent flateincnt indeed from that which 
appears in the Charge, and which Mr. 
Stables, by his oral evidence, did in fa£t 
fupport*. However, the reference to 
the minute which Mr. Stables made, 
clearly proved that that gentleman did 
not mean to miflead your Lordfhips, 
and it was rather hard to examine him 
as CO his motives for making the motion 
he did, when a reference to the minute 
written at the time was the bell evi- 
dence to thr point. The debate at the 
Board on the fubje£t of the letter, 
which the Managers contend to be an 
order for a further inquiry into the 
conduA of the Begum, lets the whole 
matter in fo clear appoint of view, that 
I am alloniflied how fuch a charge 
could have been made in the name of 
the Commons, and not lefs furprized 
that it Ihould be fupporeed by evidence 
which, in the opinion of every man of 
common fenfe, moft effeAualiy refutes 
it. A letter was received from the 
DircAorsin the mouth of Auguft 1783, 
direfting, in a very confufed and per- 
. plexed fencence, that if it fhouid appear 
chat the Begums had not taken fo aAive 
a pact in the rebelUon Cheyc Sing at 


had been reported, the Nabob Ihould be 
appliul to, to reftore them their }ag> 
hires. The letter alfo fays, th. tthey 
do not appear to have armed prior to 
the revolt of Cheyt Sing, and it is pro¬ 
bable that their fubfequent conduct 
was occahoned by apprenenlions which 
they allb entertained, of being laid un¬ 
der unwarrantable contributions. Your 
Lordftips will be of opinion, that it 
muft have been under very excraurdi<« 
nary circumftanccs indeed, that thir¬ 
teen gentlemen could have been found 
to putstheir names to a letter containing 
fuch orders and opinions. The quef- 
tion for an inquiry was.^rigi||al\ mov¬ 
ed by Mr. Wheler : he expreues hia 
readinefs at all times to obey orders; 
but, before they apply to the Nabob, 
he wiQics to inquire how far they me>- 
rit the application for the rciloration 
of their jaghircs. Nothing had paifed, 
Mr. Wilder fays, to change his opi¬ 
nion, that the Begums had been con¬ 
cerned in the rebellion \ that he had 
been cunhrmed in the belief^, from the 
opinions of many individuals, totally^ 
tinconccrned in the budnefs: but, as the 
DircfVors feetn to be of a different opi¬ 
nion, he thinks llrongcr proofs of their 
difaffeftion ought to be laid before 
them : and he concludes by moving, 
that the late and prefent Reddent be 
called upon to collect fuch proofs. 

Mr. Hadings conceives Mr. WhcIer 
to have mifconceived the intentions of 
the Court of Diredfers, and therefore 
opmd'cs the motion. 

Mr. Stables, at the end of the next 
month, renews this fubjeCf, by obferv. 
iug, that the Directors fecin not to be 
fatisded that the evidence fent to them 
had fufficiently proved the difaffe^lion 
of the Begums, and therefore he moves 
a further inquiry. 

Mr. Uadings conceives that they had 
fent no orders for an inquiry ; that very 
ftrong and authenticated evidcuce had 
been fent to them already. He refers 
to the letter to confirm his Icnfe of it; 
and he adds, If evidence is to be col- 

le£fed, it (hould be collefted from all 
*' perfons capable of giving it, and not 
** confined to official charaffers." Sir 
John Maepherfon fully concurs with 
Mr. Hadings as to the fenfe of the Di¬ 
rectors letter ; tho* on firft hcarii^ the 
letter read he had conceived a different 
opinion. He does not fee what falutary 
purpofes fuch au inquiry could anfwer \ 
and 1 am fure your LorJfliips wiUagree 
with him. He obferves, that there hat 

b'cea 
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Iteefi no appeaf from the Bcgnms, anJ 
thrre was ample proof at the time, 
that thofe who managed the concerns of 
the Begums were no friends, bftt real 
enemits, to the Englifli The motion 
for an ini|uiry was wifely and properly 
negatived. Had Mr. Haftings conceiv¬ 
ed the poUibility of what has iincchap- 
pem'J, he muft have eagerly propofed, 
tvhilc in Bengal, a fuller inquiry into 
the dif.4(Fc£tion of the Begums j and he 
would have weighed down the Direc¬ 
tors by proofs of the fadi; for though 
the cafe flood clear CBrougli in mind 
upon the affidavits, it has hesn lb cflec* 
tually/irllPigth^ned by the teflimony of 
a numljcr of refpcftable officers, as to 
lix it beyond all doubt- The fame evi¬ 
dence, and certainly much more in ad¬ 
dition to it, might have been procured 
in India in 17S3 ; and indeed Mr. Haf- 
.tings then obl'ctccd, tliat if an inq'iTV 
were to take place, he dofired tli.it all 
jierfoiis capable of giving inforinaiiou 
might be examined : but if your Lord- 
Ihips will look to this lutrer of ihu Di- 
re^^ors, and to the i‘ate of it. F(.briia‘y 
17?^, you wiii I'cc the (pint wiih 
which it was vvriticn ij in a gr.,r;r de¬ 
gree to he imputed to rhe politics of the 
time, f.ir Henry rietclier w,is th* n the 
Chairman, and it was the faihi,jn tci-.-c 
"Mr. Haftings for ev'ery rhing iic did. 
'rhe letter lets out by 11\ m;/, tirst tlicy 
donor lee the policy of r-iMn.ing tie 
jaghirts, and thus u:ir.’''.g under (>:;c 
head all the power of tl.e country, 
which miglif eventually become for¬ 
midable to l*cn;:a!. Hard fate of Mr. 
Hallings ! He is rated hv the Direflors 
for liis endeavours to bring the domi- 
. hions of the Nabob into order: he is 
cenfured Ijy the Maiicigers for having 
involved them in diflrcls. The Direc¬ 
tors, in fpenking of tlie Begums, fay, 
It dots not appear that ihty took up 
arms prior tx) the revolt of Chcyc Sing, 
and, by arming afterwards, thev only 
meant, in -all probability, to defend 
Thcmfelves from unwarrantable contii- 
buttons. My Lords, they never were 
accuftd of arming before the revolt of 
Cheyt Sing } and if they arc innocent, 
as they rcnilv appear to be in the opi- 
nion of the Dirctlors, for arming and 
ailing againft the EngliU) fubfcqucni to 

■ that event, there is an end of the quef- 
Tion : but no rational being can reafon 

■ lb ^bfurdly. Your Lordfbtps will fee 
the name of Sir flcrry Fletcher at the 
lirnd' of rhe thirtetn gentlemen who 
ligned tUc ieitef, and every thing vlc-ns 


at that period was'done, in my opinion,^ 
to prove the neceffity of the ftrongnjea- 
fure that was brought before Pairjia* 
ment in the courfe or that year. There 
can be no other rational way of account* 
ing for the condnfit of thole gentlemen 
who fra'i ed that letter. 

I have BOW, my Lords, gone, though 
at too great a length I fear, but fiill 
as Ihortly as J could, througli the ma¬ 
terial fads allcdgcd in the Article. 

The refumption of the jnghircs I 
deem to have been a mealure of the 
foundefl policy, and the rnerms taken to 
compel the l^'abob ultimately to adopt 
a mcafure propofed originally by him-i 
felf, were not in any relpeft criminal, 
but meritorious. 

The confent given by Mr. Haftings 
to tl;e (eiznre of rite treafares, and 
the care vvliich he took to Ivcure them 
from private embezzlenicnr, were ails 
that appear to me in no rcl'pcdl crimi* 
nal. Upon the moft attentive conltder- 
ation of the v\ hole evidence, I r.m de¬ 
cidedly of opinion, that nothing crimi- 
n:,l h.ii been proved againfl the De- 
femlanf. At the clufe of rhe Charge, 
iiukcd, it is Hated, that all the nCls 
imputed to him, and ftHted to be crinii- 
n-il, arc liighly aggravated by the avow¬ 
ed lorruption in wliich they originated 
Mr. Haflings having accepted a prefent 
of ten lacks of rupees from the Nabob 
at the time he figned the treaty of Chu- 
nar. 1 here is another Article in which 
the receipt of this Prefent is exprcflly 
charged, and there it will be proper to 
confuicr it fully; as inferred in this Ar¬ 
ticle, it appears to be very inconfifleftt 
with the general tenor of rhe reft of it. 
In the former allegations, Mr. Haftings 
is laid to have compelled the Nabob to 
adopt the two meafurcs of refuming 
the treafurcs and the jaghircs. At the 
dole, the Nabob is I'uppoled to have 
bribed Mr. Haftings to give his con- 
fent to tl'.c adoption of thofe meafures^ 

1 Ihail not intrude longer on your 
Lordihips indulgence,but will conclude 
by dcclaiing, that though, until 1 hear 
the opinion of other noble Lcfrds, I 
lhall not make any motion ; yet, if no 
objc6lion is made, 1 mean merely to 
move, “ That the Commons have made 
“ good the Second Article of Charge 
“ againft Warren Haftings, Efq.” 

I'hc Lord Chancellor faid, he did not 
object to lakhrg itbe dccifion on the 
whole Charge under- one qudlion. liw 
his vi'evvof the Charg<? he had not con- 
fidered Afnuli ul Dowiah, the Nabvb 

of 
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Oudc, aA a foreign Prince and inde¬ 
pendent Sovereign, but as a perfon 
whofq conduA and government were 
under the abfolutc controul and com¬ 
mand of the overbearing influence of 
the Eaft India Company’s power cxer- 
jpilcd by Mr. Haflings. Having conli- 
def^ it in this light, he Ihould have 
occalron, in order to fhew that he had 
rightly viewed it, to refer to fo many 
letters of Mr. Midcikton’s, that not 
being prepared I'uflicK'itly, it would 
fave their Lordfliips time if they were 
to adjourn where they then were in re- 
fpeft to the Charge j becaufe, if they 
determined to proceed, he muft necel- 
farily call for all the letters to be read, 
to which he wiftied to refer, and that 
would wafte much timej whereas he 
would undertake to be ready with fuch 
extraAsas he ihould deem it requiflteto 
refer to by the next day. 

Lord Thurlow contented ; and the 
Chairman having flared that the quel- 
ticn before the Committee was, 

“ That the Commons had made good 
“ the Charges in their Second Article, 
‘‘ refpefling the Begums,” it was mov¬ 
ed and agreed to that he ihould leave the 
chair. 

The Committee adjourned the con- 
Jideration of the morion till 


TURSDAY, MARCH 17, 
when the Lord Chancellor rofe, and 
began the rei'iimption of his reply to 
Lcid Thurlow, by admitting tliepropo- 
fition.tliat where the Minifter of another 
country prevailed on a foreign Prince, 
who was an independent Sovereign, to 
do in ail of injuflicc to one of his own 
fubjeils, that Minifter was not crimi 
jiaily rcfponfible and amenable to the 
laws of the Government he ferved un¬ 
der for I'uch conduit ; but when.-, on 
the other hand, it was proved that the 
Minifter of a'Britiili Government pro¬ 
cured the Prince of a foreign country, 
who was not independent, but abfo- 
lutcly under the influence and controul 
of fuch Minifter, to do an ait of injuf- 
tice to one of his own fubjeits, that 
Minifter, he contended, was dearly 
amenable to Britilh laws for having 
done that which was in itfelf, in the 
view of Briciih laws, illegal and crimi- 
nal. The decifton of the Court of 
Common Pleas in the cafe of Rafael 
the Armenian and Governor Verelft 
had turned entirely on that point. It 
0 


was in that cafe proved that Sujah 
Dowlah, the then Nabob of Oude, was 
under the awe and influence of Gover¬ 
nor Verelft, and that fail led to the 
ultimate judgment. 

His Lordihip ftated all the circum- 
ftanccs of the cafe which bad'been 
Hrft decided againft the defendant Ve- 
relft, with 5000I. damages, and oii the 
new trial, a Ipectal verdiil was return¬ 
ed by the jury, upon which, at length,' 
the Court decided for the plaintidf, and 
he obtained conliderable damages. He 
i1iewcd\ upon what ground it was tjiac 
on the firit trial all the Judges, except¬ 
ing Sir William de Grey (Chict* Juf- 
ticc), entertained ftrong opinions*of 
doubt as to the queftiun. Whether 
GovernorVerelft, as Governor of Ben¬ 
gal, was amenable to Britilh laws, and 
to the cognizance of an Englilh Court of 
Jiul ic At ure,f or any wrong done to a nether 
perfon by a foreign Prince. He then 
traced the caufe through the progrefe 
and particulars of the fecond trial, and 
declared, that the manner in which the 
jury had returned the verdi£l was fuch, 
as removed fi um the minds of the three 
dilfeuting Judges of the Court, Mr. 
Juftice (j'.uild, Mr. Juftice Bldckftonfe, 
and Mr.) ufticcNares,aIloccarioii toiiiftR 
further on their doubts. It was in con- 
fequenco, as heh id Hated, that Gover¬ 
nor Verelft loft the caufe, and paid con- 
fiderablc damages. A writ of error was 
talked of, but no fuch writ was brought 
lip to thntlloufc. The point, therefore, 
was legally rftalilillicd by the event of 
that trial, that the Minifter of the go- 
veinmt-iu of India, under the fovc- 
reig'itv of Great Britain, was amenable 
to B-itilh laws, for having been the 
caufe of a foreign Prince, confeffedly 
under his controul, awe, and influence, 
having injured one of his own fubje£l» 
in fuch a degree, as ;o entitle him to re¬ 
cover damages in an Englilh Court of 
Jiidicanirc, provided that he could 
make out his cafe and prove his dama¬ 
ges ro the fatisfadlion of an Englilh 
jury. The cafe of the Armenian Ra¬ 
fael and Governor Verelft, to be feen 
in Juftice Blackftone's Reports, 983, 
1055, his Lordihip faid, was directly in 
point with the cafe alledged in the 
Charge rcrpc£ling the coi)du£l of the 
Nabob to the Begums. As Sujah Dow- 
lah was confeffedly known to be fub- 
je6l in the whole of his condufl to the 
controul of Governor Verelft, lo, in 


* Tried in the Court of Common Plc» at Guildhall, in HUaiy Term 15. Geo. IQ- 
Part VIII. C c like 
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like manticr>the reigning Nabob Afopli 
ul Dowlah was undtr the ali<oliiit; ron- 
troul, awe, aiui influence <jf Mr. Haf- 
tings, who was in faft the contriver, 
inventor, and in truth n.ight rinlbnably 
be liated to be the pcrj.ctrar.r of all 
the injndicc prai^\iltd under the n me 
of the Nabob on the Bhow BLj,u)ri and 
the .Begum (his mother and giandmn- 
thcr), ami all the ciimcs and ciioriiiitics 
allcdgcd in the Charge. 


In order to prove the influence which 
Mr. Haftings had over Afoph ul Dow* 
hill, the vaffaiage in which he held him, 
and that he luggcftcd the meafiirc^of 
rcfiimitig the jaghires, which the Nabob 
had granted to the Begums, and feizirg 
upon the treafures in their poirelhon. 
in the Zenana, he caufed letters, atra' 
various c\tra£fs of letters *. writtjm to 
Mr. Ilaflings by Mr. Middleton, the 
Refident at Lucknow, in Dee. 17S1, 

and 


• The followinj; arc the extrafls from the letters on the fuhjeft of rcfuminp; the jaghircs 
and f(.ia!n(t iij'on tlie lieaf'ircs, which p.'ifltd hctwctn Mr Midcikton, tlie Rc-fiih.nt in Glide, 
and tlic^tiOViinor-Gcncral, in Duetmbtr 1781, and J innaiy and Fcbiuaiy 1782, read by 
the Ckrh. 


Ml. MiJdkionto tic C'>Tin:oi-Cineral ; flnKd 7r/t tic \ft of Duembtr 

I have this tby fignifted tiS the Mirilicr my cxpetlat.on that tlie whole of the jaghires 
be refumed, and their n,\enuc, after paying to fuch of the piopnttors as have a rij-hi to claim 
the mediation of our Government the amount of then j.ighiic', i e applied to the liquida¬ 
tion of the Nabob’s debt to the lion Company. 1 lli.ill be very jlad if liis lixecUt-ney 
confents to make this meafure an .aft of h s own, .is 1 conceive it would be more agreeable 
to you, and more conidlcnt wiiii thofe appeal.inccs whicn it may he thouy.hc expedient to 
prefeivc with his Jixctilency ; hut il he dtelmts it, at is I y no me. ns improbable, J Ih.di 
think myfdi julUhed by your inltniet.oiis in iniiflinj on it: being done even without his 
concurrence. ” 


Mr. MMUten to tb: Ihn. IV-i- fin d.r.cd Za. tie Ctb of X)?«w/<tr lySx, 

Fnicling the Nabob w.Tvei in;; in his detcrinlr.ation about the refumption of the jag-y 
klrcs, 1 tliis d.iy in pri.A.r<'e ol .mil with iln Al.ndUr’s concni.tnci, isdcrcd the ncccirdry 
perwannahs to be wnitcn to tt.c fivcia! auniiK f 'l tli.it puipofe, .md it was my firm re. 
fbliitlon to have dlfp<it,hvd tlmr. this evtiiin;t, s/itu picper jnepli; to lie them punftually 
and implicitly cairitd into ixecuia-n : but l-tlorc tliey •.sfre all tiar.lc'iberi 1 received a mif- 
iageliom the Nabob, wl oh.id been irloimed by iht Mini.'lerof the rifolution I had taken, 
•ntre.iting th.it I vi'ould witbhoUi tiiv penv i.n.’ha until to-mbriow moniing, when he would 
attend me, and afloid nu f..tt'.iaft on on tins ps>lnt.” 

Mr. MiddUttntt the lien. Jl'jirnt JJjfhgs ; dnt.d Lu.hi’ti', th '^tb tf December 17S1. 

.Vly dc.ir S;r, 

“ I had the honour to addrefs yon yerterd.iv, informin;; yon of the fteps I had taken in 
regard to the rrfumptloi) of the jagbhes. This morning tlie Vizier tame to me .according 
to his agicement, but frcmingly w.thout any inttnnon 01 dcfire to yield me fatufiiftionon 
the fubjtft under d.fcu(lion ; for after a pic-at thal of coi,vc'f.itior, tonfiftiug on his parr 
of trifling evafion and puerile cxtiilcs for withholding Ins .afrent to tin nicafure, tliough at 
tlie fame time profefling the moil ii.iphcit fubraiiTion to your withes, I found myfclf with- 
eut any otlier rcfource than the one of employing that exciufive amlioiity with which I 
confider your Inftruftioas to veft me. I thcrtforc d.cLitd to the Nal ob, in prefenct of 
ihvMiniflei and Mr. Johnfon, who I defited might bear witnefs of the converf.ition, that 
1 conllitted Itis rcjtftion of the me.'tfure prcpefeil as a breach of his foleirn pio.nifc to you, 
and an unwillingnefs to yield that aiTtllancc which was evidrntly in his )x>wtr towards 
liquidating his heavy .accumulated dei't to tlie Company ; and tliat 1 inuA in confequence 
determine, in my own juftific.ation, to iftur immediately the ptiwannah?, which bad only 
been withhild in the Liiguinc hope th.at he would be prcv.ailcd upon to make that his own 
aft, which n.,tl»ingbui the mod uigent nveeflity could force me to make mine. He left me 
without any reply, but afterwarils tent lor his Atinifter, and authonfed him to give me 
hopes that my requifition would be complied with j on wliich I expitfll-d my fatisfaftion, 
fcttt dtclareil that i couid ailwit of no fuither delays, and uolcli I rccel>'t.d his £xcellci;cy\ 

^mai 
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*«d Jan. and Feb. 1781, to be read, tors at home, and that paffage from hi* 
and alfo the letter written by Mr. Defence before the H.nirc ot Cominoas, 
Iljiilings and his Council to t,ic Direc- in which Mi. lays the rrea- 

C c z I'll I ts 

formal aequicfcencc before the evening;, I ihould then mo<l affurtflly hruc mv pen'iann.'ilis,^ 
<^ch 1 have accordingly dine, not having h.d any .dfuranee* irom liu iiixcelleijiiy that 
•ouU juftify a further fufpeniion.” 

Af\ JlrfiilM tin a the Hen. ff^atnn ll.ijiingt, dated Lucknazi}, tht ^th of Dteemher x-jZi. 

My dear Sir, 

“ 1 had tlie lionour to a<lv!j'< fi you on tlie 7th in'lant, informinj: you of the converfatioi* 
which had padld S’ctween the N ihob and ni« on tin- fubjtd of rtluining file jagiiiics, and 
the l\cf 1 had taken in confeqcencc —Hn lixctllc'v.y apiieaied to he vtry i.iiicli,hiirt and 
incenfed at the nieafme, and Injcily complL'.ns of t'.i tr--icheiy of !'ii Minilleis: Firft, iit 
giving you any hopes tiiar liicli a meafuic would he a-iaptcii ; and iicoidly, in their pio* 
mifing me their wliolc fopprut in caiiymg it tliroiig!'. But, as I ipniehend, rather than 
fufFcr it to appear that the point iiad htitr tamed m oppuiit'on ui ii s will, he at length 
yielded a nominal acqu.efoeucc, and Ins tliis day iffued liii own pei wmn ihs to that 
feft i declaring, however, at tiie fame time, both to me and iiis ]Vlm.,tci!>, that it is an atl. 
of compullion.” 

The Governo’-G.’iierit! to Mr. Middhton ; ditiU Benans, the zS:h cf December 1781, 

“ I have waited thus long in tlie liopes of hearing th d foine piogrefs had lieen made In 
the execution of the pi .11 v/hicli 1 coiiUadi-d witli liic Nabob in Sej'tember lad. 1 do not 
find that any Ilep toward* it lia* been yet taken, though tliiee montlii aie clapftd, and little 
more tiian tint peaiwi did appe.ar to me rcquiiiie to have* acco.iijililhetl tii* molt efl’nili.il 
parts of it, and to Ii.we b ought the wlude into tram. ’I'lh* t.iidmcfi, and the* opixifit-oa 
prepared to the only derided aft yet imdurukeii, haves b.id appear.ince. 1 approve tli«Na« 
bob’s rcfolucions to deprive the Begums of their lU-cmployedtrrafures.” 

M'. Middl-hns ptifate Letter to tie Govetr.oi-G^neial} datedLucknotv, the z%tbafDeccm» 

bei lySt, 

“ If your new demand is to be infiilrd upon, which your letter feenis to portend, I 
mull brg your prerife orders u,.on it; as, tioui the difhcultie, I have witiiin tliefe few days 
cXiiriitnced, m cairying tlte points you have enioiiitd with the Nabob, 1 have the belt 
gioimd, lor believing tiiat he v.ouiJ confid.r ,t .1 direct bieach of the Lite agreement, and 
totally rejeft the ]jropolal a* fucli j a'’d I imift own 10 you, ili.it, in his prefent fermented 
ftaie of nund, 1 ouM exptft nothing kfs tlun drlpaii, and a declared ruptuie, 

“ riic wielling l\iiTuch.ibid, Kyngue, and Fyziila C.awn's country from his govern¬ 
ment (foi in (h.'.r light, my dear b’r, 1 can Liithfully allure you he views the meafiires 
adopted m lel’pcft to tn.-fe countries), together wuh the njumpthn of all the jaghiiest fi 
i.iiLi> agai.ft Its tr.el:iiat„n, luvt alitady biouglit the N.ibob to a pciCualion clut nothing 
lefs than his drltiuftion, or the annihilation ol evtry (h.idow of his power, is meant; and 
all my labours to convince Imn to the contrasy liave ptoved atxirtive. A fettled melan. 
choly lias feizcd hi.ti, and his hr.'thli reduced beyond conception ; and I do mufi iblemnly 
believe, that the march of four regiments of Sepoys towards Lucknow, under whatever 
c.rcuitifiances it might be reprefented, would be confidcred by Ifan jis a force ultimately ta 
be ufed in ftcurir.g his peifon. In fliort, my dear Sir, it is a matter of fiicli Immediate 
moment, and involving apparently fuch vciy ferious and impoitant confequtnces, that 1 
have not only taken upon me to fufpend the communication of it to the Nabob, until { 
fhould be honoured w,th your iuiihtr commands, but have alfo ventured to write the in- 
clofed letter to Colonel Moi-gan—liberties whidi I confidently trulV you will excufe, when 
you confidcr that I can be aftuated by no other motive than a zeal for the public fervice ; 
and th*t if, after all, you determine that the meafurc lhaU be infified on/ it wiU be only 
the lofs of fix or at moft eight days in propofing it. But, in the laft event, I c.iinefijy 
entreat your orders may be explicit and pofuive, that I may dearly know whai lengths you 
. wpvid wifit me to proceicl in carrying them into execution.'* 


m 
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fures. were fcized in confeqnence of the degree of fufpicion, when falfe motives 
reliftance made by the Begum to the were alligned for an adlion fo very ex- 
refumptien of her jaghirc. This ac- traordinary in its nature, as the fci^uro 
count was undoubtedly ui true, and it of the treafures of the mother of a 
naturally excited a very confidcrable fovercign Prince. He faid it appeared 

to 

JUr. MiMctoa's pubhe Letter ta the Hon. JVarren UaJUr.gt, Gavemtr-Ceneral, &Cf fife, 
dated Lucknow, tke ^cthcf December 1781. J 

' “ For the fake of perfpicuity, I have thought it beft to recapitulate the fcveral paragraphs 
•f your'letter, and arrange my iinfwers to them rcfpeftivcJy in the fame order. 


** 2d. 1 have waited thus long, in hopes 
of hearing that fomc progrefb Ins been made 
In the execution of the plan wh ch I con¬ 
cluded 'with the Nabob in September lad ; I 
do not And that .any dep towards it has yet 
been taken, though three months are clapfed, 
and little more than tliat period did appear to 
me requifite to have accomplilhed the mod 
clTential parts of it, .and to have brought the 
whole into train. Tliib tardinefs, and the 
pppofition prepared to the only decided atl 
qpdeitaken, have a bad appearance. 


♦‘3d. I approve the Nabob’s refoittion 
10 deprive the Begums of their ill-employed 
treafures. In both fervices it mud be your 
care to prevent an abufe of tlie powers given 
io thofe that are employed In them. You 
yDOtfclf ought to be perfopally prefent. You 
mud not allow any negotiation or forbear- 
. ante, but mud profepute both fervices until 
rhe Begums are at the entire mercy of the 
J 7 abob, their jaghites in the quiet polTef- 
licn of his aumils, and ihcir wealth in fuch 
charge as may fccure it againft pflvatq eip- 
^^akpient.” 


“ In reply to the fecond paragraph, I beg 
leave to refer you to my former letter, dat¬ 
ing the turbulent date of the country. Three 
months is a period in which the changes you 
allude to probably might have been edefled 
in times of perfed tranquillity; but when 
all the didrlAs acrofs the Gogra were la 
arms, and all the jaghrirdars (a very nume¬ 
rous and powerful body) were very little 
Ihort of the fame date in every dldrid, and 
for the regulating and redudlion of whom 
the aumils were principally to be applied to 
—could a general change or attack upon 
thofe aumils with c.'ife have been undertaken^ 
} think not; but 1 put this argument of the 
pradlicability or impraflicahility out of the 
qucllion^ as it was not that conlideratiun 
wliicli prevented me from enforcing the mea- 
fures recommended by you to the Nabob jn 
the M-eaty—the faft is this; 1 did not 
underdand, at the period of executing the 
agreement betWeen you and the Vizier, that 
your intention wa', that the whole of the 
rsibrm piopofcd was in its fulled extent to 
take place this year, nor indeed at all, if (lie 
Company's debt became liquidated ; I con¬ 
ceived your interference in the Nalxib’s go¬ 
vernment tended folcly to edablifli the means 
of the mod fpeeriy payment poffible of the 
Company's debt, and that whenever thisdiould 
be accompliflied, every ihadow of interference 
was to be dcfided hom ; which 1 dated 
to the Nabob and tbcMinideis, and I be¬ 
lieve upon the faith of that adurance prin¬ 
cipally was his Excellency’s acquiefeence ob¬ 
tained. 

“To the 3d paragraph I lhall only fay, 
that I march to-merrow with the Nabob to 
enforce both the fervices you exad in it; 
and if 1 fucceed, as 1 have the dronged 
reafens to hope, in obtaining large ready- 
money refources towards liquidating the ar¬ 
rears to the troops, which form a large pro¬ 
portion of the debt to the Company, 1 have 
not a doubt of accompliihing every end you 
have now declared you look tp the indant 
performance oE’* 
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to him, front the letters of Mr. Mid¬ 
dleton, that both he and Afoph ul 
Dofrvlah were rclu^lanc to comply with 
Mr. Haftingb's I'uggcliinn to I'cize on 
the trealurcs of the Begums; be faid 


no proof had been given- that the Be« 
gums had aftually been in rebellion. 
The Lord Chancellor further ohl'erved* 
that at the time thefe compulfory mea- 
fures were ufed towards the Nabob* 


«( 


rzr, jvi 

I Iravi 


''lyir. Middleton'f private Letter ie the Govermr-Gi.nerJ^ dated Ltirk-enuy the y>tb 

Dietmbir lySl. 

fy dear Sir, 

favc this day anfwcrcd your public letter, In tlic form you feeroed to expeft. X 
hope there is nothing in it that may appear to you too pointed. If you with the matter to bo 
otherwife underitood than 1 have t.iUen up and Aated it, I need not fay 1 iliaU be ready 
conform to whatever you may preferihe, and to takd upon myfelf any ih.uc of tlie blam* 
of the (hitherto) non-performance of the (Itpulations made on behalf of the ^Nabob { 
though 1 do .ifliirc you, I myfell reprefented to his Excellency and the Miuiders, concciv* 
ing it to be your defire, that the apparent alTuinption of the reins of his Govtrnmtnt (for 
in that light he undoubtedly confidered it at the firfi view), as fpccified in tlie agreemenc 
executed by him, was not meant to be fully and liteially enforced, but that it was necef. 
fary you iheuhi have fomethmg to Ihew on your fide, as the I'ompany were deprived of a 
benefit without a requital) and upon the faith of tins afifurance alone, 1 believe 1 may 
fafely affirm, bis Excellency's objeAions to figning the treaty were given up. If 1 have 
pndcrflood the matter wrong, or mifconccived your defign, I am truly forry for it; liow- 
ever, it is not too late to correct the error { and 1 am ready to undertake, and. Cod 
willing, to carry thiough, whatever you may, on receipt of my pubhc letter, tell me is- 
your final rcfolve.” 


Mr. Middleton to the Hon. Hajlirg!, Govemcr-Gentral, Gfr. Cde. dated Fynabad^ 

IOC lybef Januuiy 178a. 

** With refpift to the bufinefs here, I have the honour to inform you, that yeflertlay, 
finding that the temporifing and indecifive condudl of the Nabob ft-emed to proniife an ifiTu* 
very difFetcnt from that expeiSediii your comm.ands of the a6th of December Lift.” 


Mr. M'.ddhton to the lion. tFarr^rf Hajlings, Governor-General, &c. &e. dated Fyxaiad, 

the 7 ,Otb af 'yanuary 1782. 


« Sir, 

** The Begum having finally agreed to furrendcr to the Nabob the treafures of liis late 
father, the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, which (he had hitbeito retained in her poficflion, lUs 
Excellency defired me to withdraw the troops from the KcUa.” 


Afr, Middleton to the Hen, fFarren Ilaflings, Governor General, Cjc, &c, elated lateinew, 

the lilt) oj February 1782. 


« Sir, 

Indofed I have the honour to forward you addrefles from his Excellency the Vizier 
and his Minifters. In juflice to the latter, it is incunilx;Ht upon me to inform you, that 
during the progrefs ot the bufinc-rt at Fycabad, I received from them the moft willing 
and zealous fuppert; and that to their exertions I confider myfelf greatly indebted for the 
complete fuccefs wliich attended that bufinef.,’* 


His Lordfltip laflly referred to the letter ti'anfinitted by the Governor-General and Council 
to the Direffors, dated the iith of February 17S3. 


Extraff from the Letter if tbe Governor-General and Council to the Court of DireHors, dated the 

tub of Ftbiuary 178-2. 

In order to punilh tbe Begum for this daring ill condufl (marching an armed force to 
oppofe the refumption of the jaghircs), and to put icoiit of lier power to apply the tita- 
furcs-tKvhich file had amafied tp thepurpofe oi raifing any tiiithcr oommoticn in tlie coun¬ 
ty', the Nabob refolved to fei* her wealth, which by the Mahomcd.-in law he was eniiilcd 
’ >0 as an inheritance from lus father, who in die latter years of his life had committed his 
freafury wholly to Iierclu^rge, and it remained with her afttp his death.'* 
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his country in every ptrt of it was filled 
bv troops under the cotiiin.uui of Hririllt 
oilicers and in IJntilli pw ; tint :i v/is 
perfectly true there hid he-;''. tiiin„'ts 
and infurrerlioiis in ihi, jirov j.iee .idjoin- 
iog to tlie Ui/ inii'.i j,>'‘h tc ; hut ilu-fe 
were to he artribiited, iii ii’i opinion, 
op,->riifi-iiv. of Choloncl Hannav 
and his oihcLf^ not to Uie iiir; r.crinre 
of the lie ■piiitb or tii-ir .'anucii'i j 
thcrel’ore, iu' cor.''.nded, riicrc was 
no rc.il uroiiiii! h 1 tl'e Ici/ini; upon 
theirtriMl’iu-., lod ire.iiii!j.j tii’ u in the 
feverc and '■iporedit e iiiatfu-'-in whicii 
they had hken rr.rited. His [jo/ci- 
Ihip concluded wiin detiarino ihii, to 
his con Viet! 11, Mr. ll-.ftin,;., oUi'Jit not 
to he nc«|uitied of th: Ch iru;e, liut that 
the Man i/crs had nude it i;o 

Th'- I'.irl of Morton fid.’., he was 
much I’urjttilld to hear the fo-arnrd 
Lord (ay, that t.o proofs had h:;-'.. '■•ven 
of the rehe'Mion of the fv.j’tinis. Did 
his Lonil'nip l.iy no llrcr-, up-tn the 
ftronti Ihitid in the ./n.I.-.viis, and 
tVte p (tilted L'.lii'.i'Ce ipveil ft VVtll- 
nilnlter Hull ht m'l'- erv refpc'-h.Mo 
•flicers, ifiattve to the jj i.(UiTi's : ddiers 
It.i\ lit/ hecn .i(",lna'i\ t ii* e-n in arms at 
P.iceeta, and the etlje; lir ciienm- 
itaiici's, ariiich, his f.ordlliip iaid, c..r- 
jr'ted conipiete coiividVion to iii> ini.iJ, 
thit they took a very aHive part in that 
roix.'Hioii ? 

Lord Thiirlow, in replv, went much 
at larj'.e int'.' i eire iin;!! inr ai liarLinent 
of the Lii' 1.! ka'I. 1 .incl G pernor 
Vercilf. .iiid declared what ht 1 been 
his iipinioii upon liicli n cafi-at the time 
th it lie wtis .'Itiorncv-Ck ner.il toninif- 
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Ji i .till " ten.nit If' h-ii'V itfl'oly aiiie- 
n.d io for any .ict of .in indepnulei.t 
for "on I’ri tee t" mte of his o ' n liih- 
jc.J j, .Tu! contended, that Al’'j,h ul 
J>( ivl ih c.ii.id be ei;-)i',dered no oiher- 
avi .• loan 'ii iii.lep.TiJent I'.j’.. ri i,;n 
J'f lllCC • ieen We had rci oo li ii'ed filllt 
in .li' oiii 1: .I't.’s, ..ii'l in ill the Uefs 
<.c rlo.' Ih I ilh er.,. I ri.nici.t in Indi.-t. He 
Is' opo". t'o I'n-iio,: i.f Oiitle. and was 
i.’i k.'i o’.i ■- as . 1 ind- pendent fove- 
T«'t-o I'lii'C’. He imift tl.e.refore not 
ke'!,c-i'..i l>'i .1 v ,earp. (c i'.ic •;/ihV 


Sovereign, and the i/fen/ibfe Nabob and 
Vizier of Oude, and an independent 
Suvert-igii and Nabt'bfor another. , 
Having replied to tins point, hi* 
I.f ruilii;) prcccudcd to antwer the re¬ 
marks «(r til. [..earned Lord. If, faid 
he, I li'Vc I'UeCtei’cd in conveying id'' 
your [.ordfliip. tlie- opinions witicli I 
entertain, [ icitanilv did Hate 'he dc- 
peui 'cnce of the Kih<>b upon ».ic Beii- 
g.il governniei't as b-oa-lly as the Learn¬ 
ed Lord hlmle-U lias laid it down ; all 
J contend for is this : That it was excr- 
ciled. and ne'ccdanlv* cxercifed, iiy all 
preceding and fiiccejrive Adininiftra* 
riti'is in tile f.iiiie' manner: by the ma¬ 
jority in tl'.c time of General Clavering, 
bv Mr. JLiftings, by Lord Cornwallis, 
and by Sir JoTin Shore. Let me eti- 
treat \our Lordlh ps to look to tlie let¬ 
ter written by Mr. ll.illings m the jear 
177710 the Nsiboh. He there repre- 
L-nts to liim, in tha mod foiciblc lan¬ 
guage, tlie abfohite neceflliy of ap¬ 
pointing a Naib of charaftcr, and in- 
vel'ting liim with great power : that by 
no other means c.iii his ad'airs be 
In ought into order. He begs him to 
diiLiird the- unworthy ciiaradtcrs that 
UiiTouiid iiim, and one man in parti- 
citi.tr, wiioiu he mentions hy name. 
What is the threat if his advice is not ' 
followed ? It is cliis, my Lords—The 
Kngiiiii will not continue a connexion 
with you- it \sill he di(honourable to 
titem. I’hc .ulvice was followed. The 
Miniller rteniriinend. d by Mr. Haftings 
was appoinu'd. I mean Hydcr Hcg 
ICItati, the ofiier and the fuperior, Hnf- 
i'un Reza Cdwii, being Inir a lunntnai 
Minilti.r. H\ kr lies' Rh.ui received 
fiuiTi Mr. ILiilitigs the llrongell aflur- 
anccs oi luppi it .is! ,ng :.s he c. ntinusd 
to I veciiie tlie dutifc.; which he owed to 
hii loader with lideiitv, in which rlic in- 
tertltb of the Hengal government were 
fo ni.iri.1 iailv coniLnicd. He received 
prccitelv tile lame alfurancts from 
l.ord Coinwallis. in other wi rds, lie 
was proieiHcd botii bv Mr. Il-idiiigs 
and Lord Cornwallis ag.iinft the in¬ 
trigues of thole men who were the 
companions of the Naboli’s loofer hours, 
and without I'lich proteftion he could 
not have held his Itaiion a scar. This 
Mifiilter, who m loilie of the Articles 
before your Lordlhtps is called an irn- 
pUcablc tyrant, died while Loid Corn- 
w.illis w.is upon rlie coaft in the year 
ivi)i. Hi.s Lordihip, in his letters ry 
the Dtrcilors, lamcuis liis death as a 
great public misfoituae, both on account 
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•f his attachment to the and 

his abilities, which were profiffedly, 
his LordlJjip fays, fupcrior to thofe of 
any pther perlbn in the N,tb .b’s domi- 
nions. But to fhe*\ that the influence 
of the Bcng.il government is now what 
it always has been over the Nabob, 
^I.ofd Cornwallis write-s that the Nabob 
had datflined to appoint a Prime jVIitiif- 
ter, from the rime of llydcr Beg’s 
death iiVtil his Lortllhip’s niiirn to 
Bengal. It is therefore pe'rfecily clear 
that the Nabob has at all limce been un¬ 
der a fiiiiilar degree of infliieiiec to the 
government of Bengal. 

The Noble and Le.trncd I orel has 
read all that correfpondence beiwecn 
.Mr. Middleton and bir Klijaii Impe'y, 
and between Mr. Middleton and A'lr. 
Haliings, to which I ha\e l‘o fully jU 
ludcd, that I will not go over it again. 

J admit as diftiu'^lly as liic Noble and 
Learned Lord can detire p-'c ro ad¬ 
mit, thar between the of Septem¬ 
ber and the a6th ol Decciitbcr 1781, 
the Nabob did Ihew an extreme unwil- 
lingncfs to adopt tliole very mcafures 
wliich in the month of September he 
ap'peared firnrily detiimincd ro adojn. 

1 admit that Air. ''li ldL'ton's letters 
prove the tact mo'i taiiy, TheLearn- 
^•d L.ird ha.s alfo h good dial f)f 
that prieatc litter of Mt. Aiiiid'eton's 
V'hich arcomp 11,0 d hf' -pnojlr letter ot 
the 26th of l)e(ember, m whieli he- of¬ 
fers, if tlie publ'e- letter is not f iti'if'c- 
tory, to alter it i.j as to make it ron- 
fiiiniable to Alt. IJaltings’', \Mlhts j 
bur .iililmg, that if he had iii'lhiken 
Mr. llaftiiiiis’s intentions lie wis vert 
forry for It. lie hid reailv e(.neeiv,H 
the foie end w hirli Air. IlaTiints had 
in view l>y the tre-oy of Cbiinar ss, s to 
obtain the payim nt of the Nabob’s 
debt ill the Ihoriifl pollible time-. J 
am furc it mult luue been bv mere ac¬ 
cident that the Noble ami Li.trned 
Lord hid not ordi red the ^ le-.-k ro 
read Mr.H.idings’s anfiver to that let¬ 
ter, which was a reply ns t'lc whole 
feries of Atr. Middleton's prie.ate- lit¬ 
ters. It is inipoitant indei-d, and. m 
my mind ri moves ..very liegiet f..'’ iloMut 
and fufpicicn that can anfe upon tins 
Amcle in the bread of any candui man, 
Air. ll-aftin«s, in terms of ftiong ind.g- 
iiaiion, tells Mr. Middleton, “ I have 
“ been deceived : I know not yet by 
“ whom.” lie goes on to expref's his 
furprife at the contents of Mr. Aliddlc- 
^ t®n’s letters. “ The rcl'umptton of the- 
^ “ jjghircs,” fays he, “ though a mea- 


] 

“ fure to which the Nabob originalf^ 

*' folicited my confent three numtll* 

“ ago, is but at this moment about ta 
“ be commenced, and againft the Na- 
“ bob’s inclinatioii. You expeft rc- 
“ fldai ce-. You apply ro ColonelMor- 
“ gan for a regime-nt. You write to 
" me. that unleCs you arc much mif- 
“ nkeii, .a large I force will be iv««Le'f-> 

“ fary. Unwilling to rilk the reputa- 
“ lion of our army, or to fritter away. 
“ our force- by detuchments, I order a 
“ l.irger force, and then you tell me 
“ the l^'.iiiob will never be brought to 
“ conle-.u to the meafiirc ; and Air. 

“ John'on writes me, that it wjll be 
“ putting the temporary brigade upoa 
him ag'in.”—“ TIkTc (fays Mr. 

“ Hidings) ai e .ibfoK.te contradiffion.s, 

“ 1 s‘.Ill n ir (idils he) tiiiule the bri- 
“ gadc at Caw npoiir w liile the- Alarac- 
“ t.is ail. till our truniier, and the pe.ifc 
*• with tlicm fo retemly concliid- 
“ cd. i l!.i\c wnrien to ilie N.ibob, 
“ niul .-'.o voii tell him thar 1 do* 
“ not wilh fo mti-ritre in his -afFiir^ 
“ .ig.iinlt t'.is iiii'>n ilio’.u ; but J w-ili 
*• Hot farrili. e tin. Conip.iny1 li.c- 
teds t.> liie cajt.ice td l-.is tidi.lers. 

“ Let him pay the debt now litie, and 
“ 1 will wultdr-iw all o-ar lorees, und 
'* tiK Rt.lident s olhci-, h.it ! will not 
“ !iir..r I’ls alli nee to be a cli'i'- infleutl 
■* of an i-.il’-.'iii: ige to Ibi',’'.!.” “ Be 

“ caiUH'Us (I'll- contii.t.c") tl., t the- Na- 
“ lir b does not luilioiiCsu e niv i.-ttir, as 
“ b,-'ll!!".! any e'i;’i eilmn or I’llj'li-nliire 
" tow -ils bun. I il'.ink him gr. (ily dc- 
“ ci'iv, I wiih liiiii to i-'j‘.ii'il me as 
‘‘ his nil mi, and to r--Mtule both in n»-y 
f-ith an.l . 1 'ti’chiOLiit. 1 am w-illitlg 
to gtie linn undoubted proritj, of 
“ holii. 1 will do iiotl ill!: loril.e twii— 
“ icrv.-itiou o! Ills ii.tdili, .ig.itt.il: Iiks 
*' will ; I'.ut I will I'oi !>•.'/;.ltd ilii: 1alc«. 
“ ly r.nd lionoiir of oi.raims, nor fa—' 
“ crihce the Cop'pan.'s itui refts ant] 

“ n; 'its, to the c-'prtec of his ad — 
“ vilers.” fie- cojieiui' irh obferv.* 
ini.. in;-t hi-t repui.uum may fuf-. 
ler from tin- de'-tjs tii,i; -takett 

pir. c .‘.'-.d he de'.’.r.;s tli.it .-.i: Mr. Mid-* 
I'l. ton’s lettii's, i.i firiir. . lu. , he olli — 
chI, thrt, it necefTti- \, he- I'l..-/ makes 
a juiblic reference lo thei.i. It is im— 
poliible- fi.,-. any of sour Lordfliips tc* 
read this letter without he-ii'.o eon' ipcedi 
thar Mr Haf'ing*; w.is iu a ' e-r\ bight 
de-^iree oltiji.cli-d at tht letter I ic h 
Air. Alnldleton had tvrittc-n to liini ; 
and it is equally clear that he does uc -t 
impute to the N..bo'& the delay. H'i-« 
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Kad taken place. The letter written 
by Mr. Hauings to the Nabob produced 
an immediate effeft. The Nabob thanks 
bim for his advicci and promifcs to fol¬ 
low it, whicli he dots. 

Mr. Middleton in his evidence im- 

S utes^llthis Tcrfatility an the Nabob’s 
ifpolition to the influence of his per- 
fointl.Cavouritc.a : 1 have not a doubt o( 
the fad, and am convinced from the 
whole tenor of the evidence, that the 
Nabob was induced to adl as he did, 
not to fave the jaghire of lais mother, 
but to prevent the refumption of the 
jaghircs of his favdurites. You have it 
in cvidiince, iny Lords, that as early as 
March 1776, he urged his mother, 
through Mr. Briftow, to accept money 
in lieu of her jaghires, becaufe, as he 
faid, two rulers were too much for one 
country. 

The Noble and Learned Lord furely 
does not mean to imprefs your Lord- 
Ihips with an idea that Mr. Haftings 
meant to compel the Nabob by force to 
refumc the jaghircs, or to take the trea- 
fures. The troops under Britifh ofiircrs 
had been placed m Oude at the Nabob’, 
deflre, and for the protection of his 
country, ft never was the intention of 
Mr. Haftini>s to ule torcc, if we may 
judge from all that appears in evidence. 
On the contrary, Mr. Haftings inoft ex- 
prelsly lays, that he will not iiuerlere 
in the Nabob's internal government 
againft his confent, and that he is ready 
to withdraw the Rcfident and ail the 
troops that are in Oude, and to break 
off the connexion between the two 
countries, if the Nabob deuves it. I 
ha^e fo fully explained already the na 
ture of the compuifion tiled by Mr. 
Haftings, that I beliese your Loulfliips 
arc fully convinced it is very difl'erent 
iodeed from that fort of compuifion dc- 
fertbed by the Noble and Learned 
Lord. 

The Noble and Learned Lord fup- 
ofes that the opprcftlnns fiippoled to 
avc been committed by Colonel Han- 
nay were the real cauie of the inl'ur- 
reftipns in bepicmbcr 17S1. As the 
Manager who I'uinmcd up the evidence 
•n this Anicle profelTed to entertain 
the fame fcntimencs, 1 was led to a 
very minute examination of the evi- 
* dence to this particular point. But fo far 
from finibiig any thing in it tojuflifyfuch 
f eonclulion, 1 muft trccly confcls,..jny 
l»rds, that the fadt of the cxiftence of 
Ckilunel Hannay’s opprtlfton is^by no 
eftabliihed—‘It is taere idle ru> 


roour, Mr. Holt’s evidence is fo very 
general, that J c,an make nothing of it. 
He went outa boy, between fifteen and 
fixteen years of age, with Sir Eyre 
C»ote, in 1779 ; and in the next year 
he was in Barreetch and Gorriicpore. 
He knew nothing of the ftatc of thofe 
countries prior to that period. He tplks 
of feeing mud forts and bamboo p^ons, 
where Renters were confined for their 
balances. He fays the countryAad, a» 
he has heard, an unfavourable opinion 
of Colonel Hannay, and in converfation 
he has heard that he was worth thirty 
lacks of rupees, or three hundred thou- 
fand pounds fterling. 

CaptainEdwards^s evidence is equally 
loofc and unfatisfadlory to the point the 
Managers contended for. He had heard 
that the coiidudf of Colonel Hannay was 
opprtlfive, but he could fpcak to no 
particular fa£f. Colont,! Ahmiuy fays, 
that he had htard report*; of the inha¬ 
bitants of Gorrucporc being much dif- 
fatistied with Cnloiiel Hannay, but he 
knows nothing of particular fa^ts, as 
Gorrucporc w.as fc dillant from the 
plate where lie commanded .• tho’, my 
Lords., be adds, “ all the Gorrucpoic 
“ (liftrii?;! wcoe a rehelJous people, and 
“ 1 believe were people who never 
“ paid any revenue to the Nabob, 
“ without its being very fevercly en- 
“ forced.’* 

111 a very early period, long before 
Colonel H.snnav went to Gorrucporc, 
that province was delcribed by the 
Britilh Refident hs in Aich a fiate of 
anarchy and rebellion, il.at it could 
hardly be faid to make a part of the 
Nabob’s dominions. iMaj^ir Lumfdaiiie, 
who knew Colonel Hannay, and well 
knew the country he managed, fpeaks 
of him in very high terms. There is 
nothing therefore upon the evidence 
that goes to a fpecific fart of opprcllion 
committed by Colonel Hannay or his 
oflicers. Three of his oflicers, Major 
Lumfdaine, Captain Williams, and 
Captain Gordon, were examined at your 
1 -ordlhips bar—Their tcflimoiiy is per- 
fcrtly clear, and fully proves that the 
Britilh troops were oppofed by forces 
in the Begum’s pay. Major Macdonald, 
another officer of Colonel Hannay’s, 
who is ftill in India, diftiiiftly ftates in 
his affidavit, the hoftile condu£t of the 
eunuchs in the city of Kyzabad, and the 
critical fituation in which, he remained 
within fifteen miles of that city, for 
many days after the revolt of Cheyw 
Sin^ was circulated tLrough the coun- 






tr]r« 'I'hc n6fori€i)r df tlid rei)eIlion of 
the Begum was' fuch, that one of the 
tvttnoiTes ac jrbur Lordlhips bar, Captaini 
Wade, I think, on being alked by a 
Manager if he was applied to to make 
' an affidavit, faidi that if any one in 
India had balled upon him for fuch a 
purpofc} he ffiould have thought they 
were Joking. 

Another point on which the Noble 
and Learned Lord has laid i coniider* 
able ftrefs, I have really fo fiiUy ex-> 
plained already, that I am afraid of 
trefpaffing upon your patience by going 
over the ground again. The Noble,and 
Learned Lord faysj that it ought to 
excite fufpicion when we find a man 
giving a falfe account of the motives of 
fais own conduff. He fays, Mr.Haftings 
teprefents to the Court of Direftors^ 
and fo Hates it in his Defence in the 
Houfe of Commons, that the treafures 
were feized in confequence of the refifi« 
ance made by the Begum to the refump- 
tion of her jaghires. My Lords, I ad- 
tnit it fully that he does fo ftate it. But 
how f Mr. Middleton furniihed the 
materials for the Defence in the Houfe 
of'Commons, and did fo reprefent it, 
though he declared alfo in his evidence 
>before the Houfe of Commons, and 
though he has fworn beforfc your Lord- 
fliips that it was determined to refume 
the treafures before the jaghires were 
attacked. It is therefore beyond all 
quefiion a blunder, and a blunder, as I 
obferved before, which the Managers 
have allowed Mr. Hailings completely 
to'correfl, by inferting in their evidence 
what they .‘call his fccond Defence. 1 
adnait ajfothat the fame blunder is com> 
mitfed in the letter to the DireQors, of 
the ii^h Feb 1782, from the Board, and 
that Mr. HaftingS figned the letter juft- 
af^er bis return to Calcutta. But the 
Board refeY rhel?Wc£lors moft particu* 
larly to all Mr* Hafttngs’s iettc;rs, and 
they fay, that by thofe it will appear 
that it was topuniftt the Begum for her 
daring ill conduct in refifting-<the re- 
fumption of the jaghires, that the Na- 
^ bob refolred to fetze her jagliires. ' Now, 

' my Lords, ip ^be letter of Mr. Haftings, 
to which the Bo&rd refer ih 4 DireHors, 
as containing complete informaciosi, that 
Gentleman moft'exprefsly -ftates that he 
firenuoiifty' encouraged and fupported 
the Nabob in ieizing the. treafures, be* 
caiiic the Begum had affifted Cheyt 
Hling during oil ^rebellion, and fo the 
Court bf Direj^rs fully underftood it. 
To infer gilUe^hefefo're froia a oUftake 
Pari W, 


of Mr. Middleton, -or from the' ittacev* 
racy of the Secretary, in the wording 
of a general letter, is what I am fnr^ 
from the juftice and honour of your 
Lordlhips, you never will do. 

.Hpon the whole, my Lords, I do de¬ 
clare to you upon my honour, that after 
the fulleft inveftigation of every all^a- 
tioii in this Article, and comparing each 
moft carefully with the evidence ad«‘ 
duced in fuppoft of it, 1 am decidedly 
of opinion that Mr. Haftiugs ought to 
be acquitted of every pan of the Charge. 
Your Lordlhips will confider ytfe a»im 0 
the abts were done, which are ailedged 
to be criminal; and I think you will 
agree with me, that Mr. Haftings adfed 
highly meritorioufly in every part of hU' 
condufit relative to Oude. i 

The Lord Chancellor faid, it did ap^ 
pear to him that the Nabob fli'ewed an 
unwillingnefs to refume'the treafures 
and the jaghires of his mother; that as 
fo much therefore of the Charge was in 
his opinion made out, he could not con« 
fcictitioully acquit Mr. Haftings of all 
blame $ but what he had faid was merely 
to juftify his own vote; and not from a 
view or an expe£tation of influencing 
the judgment of any one of their Lord* 
fhips. 

The Bilhop of Rochefter faid, he could 
not give a confeientious vote of 
Content to the queftion upon the propo* 
fition agreed to by both the Noble and 
Learned Lords, that theMinifterof one 
country was not amenable to the laws 
of that country, if he procured an in¬ 
dependent foreign Prince to do an aft of' 
injuftice to one of that foreign Prince's 
fubje£fs. Juftice, in the eyeofrcalba 
and morality, was due to every indivi¬ 
dual, whechcY the fubjeA of a defpotlo 
Prince or a free government. He quoted 
the writers on the jus gentium, and id 
particular Qr^tiust to fupport his argu¬ 
ment on that point* He then referred 
to his own notes of the eviVlenca, ttf 
prove that the treafures in pofleifion of 
the Bhow Begum were, excepting one 
eighth (whioh by the laws and euftotna 
of Mahomedans were her property, %t 
the widow'of Sujah Dowlay, tne'adlual * 
property of the reigning Natob, Afoph 
ul Dowla. His Lordfhip faid, that the 
treaty, as it was called, of 1775 wae 
aAuaiiy nfiirious, and woold have been 
fee afide oil that ground by any court of 
law in Weftminfter.HaiL The re- 
fumptaon of the jaghires was in his opi* 
nion a meafurc of found policy, and the'' 
only ftieafure that could afford a chance 
0 4 ef 
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at ref^oring order to To didradted a go« years ago* He .bad met with notbinj^ 
vcFfloient as Oode. Whether the mea- on aclofer review of the particular inea'- 
fure of feizing the treafurcs originated fares of his adminiftrationy to induce 
from the Nabob or from Mr. Haftings, him to change that opinion. 3 ttt he 
made no fort of alteration, according to confeATed that he loolced upon the 
his view of the uueftion. They had Charge now before their Lordihips as 
clearly forfeited their right to them, one which in all its parts deferved their 
' His Lordihip then, from his notes, read moft mature and careful examination* 
extfadh from Tome of the affidavits, and He freely admitted aifo that he difliked 
from the evidence given in Weftminrter Frefents j when offered as benevolences 
Hall by Colonel Popham, Lieutenant from psrfons of inferior ftations to 
Wade,LieutenantBirre!,CaptainSymes, t^rinccs (and in that charafler Mr* 
Captain Grey, Mr. Shuldham, Captain Haflings certainly moved while in 
Gc^don, Captain Williams, and 'other India), they often merited the name of 
Gentlemen, which contained, in his extortion ; when tendered as Prefents, 
opinion; a body of proof not to be refift^ they generally meant corruption. But 
cd. No doubt could remaia as to the at the fame time that he called upon their 
rebellions conduA of the Bemims, Lordfliip to lift the evidence to the 
aAing in the only way they could aA, bottom, it was not ncccflary in fueh * 
through their agents. To take it on Court, to caution them as judges to 
another ground, and that the flrongeft difinifs from their remembrance all that 
poffible—the Nabob owed the Company they had heard that was extraneousi 
a large debt: Mr. Haftings, as Gover- both to the evidence and the Charge, 
nor^General, ftood in the funation of Inferences were not to be received, and 
the Nabob's principal creditor; he knew he was furs they would not be received 
that the Nabob had I'ufficicnt to pay it by their Lordfitips as fVibflitutes for 
in the hands of a third perfon, and he proof. It had been often remarked, 
compelled the Nabob to take that pro* that if it were poflible to lift this bufi* 
perry ib unjullly held from him, and ncTs of the Prbrents, or if the evidence 
apply it to the difeharge of his debt to offered had been admitred, much more 
the Company among others. What was would have been difeovered than has 
there illegal or unfair in a creditor’s yet been brought to light* Thefe ob- 
purfuing fuch a line of conduA ? The lervatiens were not to be attended to. 
aAs therefore were juAifiable without Their Lordibips would not be biaffed 
refortingtothe pleaofncceffity }butthe by the remark fo often repeated, that 
neceffity had been proved in the cleareA Mr. HaAings might have received many 
manner, and his Lordfhip had no hcAta< more Prefents than thofe which are 
tiop in faying that Mr. H.tAings faved noticed in rhe Charge. No: The 
India by the mcafure which he adopted Court would determine by the evidence. 


cxtfaAs from fome of the affidavits, and 
from the evidence given in WcAminAer 
Hall by Colonel Popham, Lieutenant 
Wade,LieutenantBirreI,CaptainSymes, 
Captain Grey, Mr. Shuldham, Captain 
Gordon, Captain Williams, and 'other 
Gentlemen, which contained, in his 
opinion; a body of proof not to be reAA* 
cd. No doubt could remaia as to the 
rebellions conduA of the Bemims, 
aAing in the only way they could aA, 
through their agents. To take it on 
another ground, and that the ArongcA 
poflible—the Nabob owed the Company 
a large debt: Mr. Haftings, as Govcr> 
nor^General, ftood in the Atnation of 
the Nabob’s principal creditor; he knew 
that the Nabob had I'ufficicnt to pay it 
in the hands of a third perfon, and he 
compelled the Nabob to take that pro* 
perry io unjuAly held from him, and 
apply it to the difeharge of his debt to 
the Company among others. What was 
there illegal or unfair in a creditor’s 
purfuing fuch a line of conduA ? The 
aAs therefore were juftiftable without 
reforting to the plea of ncceffity} but the 
neceflity had been proved in the cleareA 
manner, and his Lordfhip had no hcAta< 
tiop in faying that Mr. H.tAings faved 
India by the mcafure which he adopted 


in Oode fubf'equent to the treaty of and by thofe rnfercnces only which.were 
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Chunar. 

The queftion was then put on Lord 
Thurlowc’i motion. The Not-Contentj 
were declared to have it, and the whole 
Charge was negatived by one vote. 
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fairly to be conclnded from it. They 
were bound to believe, as thefaA un» 
doubtedly was, that by the induftry of 
the profecutors, and by the aitention. 
of the Defendant's Gounfel, the whole 
troth was fully and completely before 
them. 


LordTburlow rofe to lay before their The Article entitled Prefents was 
Lordibips the evidence as ft appeared to divided into two parts, and the firft 
him to apply to the Charge of Prefents, claufe in' the Charge applied to thq 
ftated by the Commons to have been re> Prefent fatft received; yet the Commons 
ceived corruptly by Mr. Haftings in had very properly purfued a different 
fome inftaaces, and in others in breach mode in oringing the fubjeA before 
of an AA of Parliament. His Lordlhip their Lordibips. One year (1789) waa 
laid, that loi^ before the return of Mr. employed by their Lordfliips in receive 
Haftings to Great Britain, he certainly ing evidence as to the Prefents atledged 
■had formed a ve'ry high opinion both of to have been taken corruptly in the 
his talents and or his fuccefsful exer- years 1772,1777, and 1774. 
tlons in the public fervice, during his The next year of the Trial (1790) 
very long adminiftrarion } and he had was employed in adducing evidence to 
fully declared his opinion of this Gentle-' prove the receipt of Prefents in the 
maji’s eharaAcr to their Loedihips many years *780, 2781,1782, 4 178 j} that 

is, 
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i», the Prefentt for which Mr, Haftings 
flat accounted to the Company: fo that, 
in,the intermediate period of years, 
it IS not charged that Mr. Bailings re* 
eeived any Prefent whatever. In the 
firft period, that is, between 177a and 
X774, Mr.Haftings is charged with re¬ 
ceiving three lacKs and fifty-four thou 
(and rupees, as bribes for certain appoint- 
^ ments which he made at Muorfhedabad 
t77a. He is ai(b charged with re¬ 
ceiving four lacks and forty-four thou- 
fand rupees from the Ranee Bowan- 
Aee, who is the female liicinindar of 
Radfbaee, and with appropriating to his 
own ufc forty thoufand rt^ces a year 
from the faiary ■ of the rhoufdar of 
Houghly. Your Lordfhips will oh- 
ferve that he is fuppofed to have taken 
all this money in the ftrongeft fenfc of 
the words, corruJUfy ; as bribes or 
hrokage for appointments to offices. 

The fums taken at the latter period I 
lhall now but barely mention, becaufe 
they will retire a feparate coulidcration 
entirely. The firft fism was the two 
lacks taken from Cheyt Sing in 1780, 
which, by the mode of its being entered 
upon the public accounts, did appear tu 
be the property of Mr. Haftings. Whe¬ 
ther, H‘om circumftanccs which I lhall 
^ot now go into, that fum was not fo 
difclofed as to make it bona Jide the 
Company’s money the inftant they took 
it, will be for your Lordfhips hereafter 
t« determine. 

The next is a receipt cf two lacks 
from Patna, entered under the head of 
Purbar Charges, and received in April 
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The next is afumoffifyr-eight thou* 
fand rupees entered ai(o as Durbar 
Chargcis, aud it is followed by the large 
Prefent of ope hundred thoufand 
pounds, receive 4 from the Nabob Vizier 
by bills in 1781, which bills were not 
fully paid phtil March 17*?. Thefe 
fums were alfo eptcred under the head 
of DurVr Charges. By being fo enterr 
ed, they immediately became the pro¬ 
perty of Jhe pall India Coippany, and 
were open to any fort of inveftigation 
abroad or iq EpgUq4- Lordlhlpt 

will at once fee that thefe Charges in¬ 
volve a very different cafe from the 
former. 1 lhall no^ go iptq them af 
present* 

The tail is the Prefpnt froip tfob- 
kilTen, which being in Ibiqe meafqrc 
/liferent from the three preceding Ar- 
"ticles, will requiue afeparau conMerq- 
tion alfo. 

^t the jj^ent momeagl wfpt cn« 


tirely confine my obfervations to the 
evidence which applies to the cafe of 
the Frefents ailedged to have been re* 
eeived in the years 177*, 1773, 

* 77 +} that is, to the Frefents which 
Mr. Ballings is charged to have receiv- 
cd for corrupt appointments to offices 
in Bengal, by which he added nearly 
one hundred thoufand pounds to his 
private fortune. X will confefs to you, 
my Lords, that when a Charge of this ‘ 
very feriouf nature was preferred by fo 
great airody as the Houle of Commons, 

1 cuncefved It to be moll important in¬ 
deed ; i believed that thofe who fram¬ 
ed the Charge were prepared lo'fup- 
port it by fome ftrong evidence that had 
recently been difeovered. Y our Lord- 
fliips all know, that the Legiflature has 
often re-appointed Mr. Ballings to the 
high office of Governor-General of Ben¬ 
gal fubfequent to the period when the 
matter which forms this part of the 
Charge of Frefents, bad been very fully 
dilculTcd 111 England. Your Lordlhips 
all know that in the year 1773 the Mi- 
uiftcr of that day hefd im Mr. Ballings 
to the view of the Moufc of Commons 
as a man who was proof againil that fort ' 
of temptation, which a very great cha- 
ra£ter had publicly laid the moft virtu¬ 
ous man was not able to refill. It is 
nearly nineteen years ago fince I was 
called upon in another fituacion to con- 
fidcr and to give my opinion on one of 
the material points in the Charge now 
under your Lordlhips confideration. I 
did not therefore conceive that fa£ls 
which at that period were not deemed 
worthy of public inquiry, would, after 
the lapfe of fo many years, have bees 
thought matter for Impeachment, un- 
lefs, which I fuppofed to be the cafe, 
fome ilrong and decifive evidence on 
the points alluded to had been difeo- 
vered. In that cafe, I Ihould bavq 
held the argument often urged, that 
twenty vears had elapfed fince the whole 
cafe had been referred to England, to 
have been fallacious and nugatory. No 
dillance of time, no public fervice, no 
Parliamentary appointments, ought to 
fereen a man from punlfiimeni, who, 
charged with the government of an em- 
pire, has taken bribes for official ap- 

E ointments, I have therefore, my 

iordt, loolted with all the diligence in 
my power through the evidence which 
has been given in fupport of this 
Charge. 

With refpeft to the Ranee Bowaa, 
nen* from whom Mr. Haftingf it ace^fT 
cd m having extorted thfi large fum 
D d » forw* 
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to^y>four ,thoufa;id pounds fterling, 
there certainly is not one "tittle of evi¬ 
dence to fiipport .the char^, nor can I 
find even the name of this perlon mcn- 
tthned in any part of the evidence. No 
evidence has been offered to fuppoit ano¬ 
ther'allegation. Mr. Hallings is charged 
Vvith receiving four thoufand pounds a 
year from the falary of Khan Jehan 
•jKhanj who was Phoufdar of Hovgldy ; 

. -but there is no evidence offered to I'upport 
the charge, and confequently, ou both 
thefe allegations, Mr. Hailings niuft be 
armiitted. 

The only remaining Charge is, that 
in the year 177a, Mr. Haftings corruptly 
received three lacks and fifty-four.thou- 
'fandrupees, nearly forty ihouland pounds, 
from Nundcomar and Muny Begum, for 
appointing the fon of the former Duan, 
and the latter guardian to the Nabob of 
Bengal.* 

Your Lordfliips will recolle£f that one 
whole year was employed in Weftminfter 
Hall in this part of the Charge ; 1 will 
endeavour tnerefore, as Ihoitly as I am 
able, to lay before jour Lordlliips the 
kefult of tlv evidence upon it, as it Ifrikes 
my mind. 

|n the month of May 1763 Laid Clive 
arrived in Bengal, and brought with him 
pofitive directions to enforce the exe¬ 
cution of pertain covenants which the 
Directors had ordered iheir fervanis to 
enter into, By thofe covenants every 
man was bound not to leceive more than 
tone thoufand rupees from any Prince, 
tec. in India wjthsut the conient of the 
Council, nor above four thoufand rupees 
without the confent of the Directors. The 
Company, as the Charge afferts, adopted 
this meafuie in confequence of the ex¬ 
tortions that bad been praffiied under the 

i dea of receiving Preftnts; and it is a 
ingular fa£t, that after all the laudable 
indIIIhy exerted in the year 1772, by a 
Committee of the Houfe cf Commons, to 
difeover the perfops who had received 
Prefeiiis at thp. two gicat revolutions in 
Bengal, it did not appear that any Pre- 
. fent was received by Mr. Hallings, 
tho’ he had been confidentially employed 
both by Loid Clive and Mr. Vanfitlart. 
In addition to tKe covenants. Lord Clive, 
in the month of September 1766, pro- 

{ ibled that ^very Governor Ihould take 9 
oleinti oath at the Mayor’s Court in Cal¬ 
cutta, that he would not take a Prelent 
for liimfelf beyprd the amount fpecified 
in his cbvenant. He ' g^ve to a Governor 
one and one-eigluh per cint. coinmifllun 
oh ihd revenues,.. He took the oath him- 
felf; |vlr, Verelll, who inpcpeded btm 
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in January 1767, took it alfo. But thi 
Diieflors made a new arrangement, and 
gave the Governor thiity-one out of 
one hundred lharcs, in a commiinon<of 
two and a half per cent, on the revenues. 
This totally changed the nature of the 
oath. Mr. Cartier i'ucceeded Mr. Verelft 
in January 1770. He did not take 
the oath, and in April 1772, when Mr, 
Hallings fucccedtd Mr, Cartier, the oath 
iti’clf was becoinc obfolete, which was ' 
the ^pielhon uied by a witnefs at your 
bar. The Managers, I think, walled a 
great deal of time, and very unneceflarily, 
on this fubjefl, in order to convince your 
Lordfltips, that Mr, Hallings had pre¬ 
determined to do all thofe corrupt aflj 
which they charge him with having done, 
and therefore evaded taking the oath. 
Now, my Lords, I really think that any 
man who cmtld commit the crimes aU 
lodged againll Mr. Hallings, would hard¬ 
ly hefitate a moment to add the crime of 
perjury to the catalogue. 

Lord Clive acquired for the Company, 
as your Lordlhips well know, the Pewan- 
nee of Bengal in 1765. Jt was bis 
policy to draw what advantages he could 
Iroin this grant through the medium of 
a double government; in other words, 
he not only prefeivcd all the Mahomme, 
dan forms, but he a^ually committed to 
Mahomed Reza Cawn the entire manage¬ 
ment of the revenues, and the adminiftra. 
tion of civil and criminal jullice to the 
people. The Britilh government pro- 
tc^ed the country by its army, andre- 
ceived into the^ treafury the public reve¬ 
nues that remained after paying twenty- 
fix lacks a year to the Mogul, fifty-three 
lacks to the Nabob, and twelve lacks to 
his Minifter Mahomed Reza Cawn, who 
enjoyed the high title of Naib Soubah, 

Jt was the earneft and prelfing advice of 
Loid Clive both tovjiis fuccelTor Mr. 
Verclll and to the Direftors, that this 
fyllem fiiculd remain entire in all its parts. 
He conceived that the intricacies in an 
Indian fyllem of finance were not to be 
unravelled by Europeans, and that the 
form of the double government was ne- 
celfary to keep down the Jealoufy offo- 
leign nations. 

This fyllem continued from 1765 until- 
1772, Your Pordihips well know that 
froin various caufes the pfoinifss of Lord 
Clive were not realized, and in fa£l, in- 
ftead of Bengal yielding a balance of a 
million l^erling a year in favour of Great 
Britain, the income barely fufficed to 
meet the expenditure. Upder thefe pp-^^ 
ciiliar circuhifiances wIU Mr. Hafiings 
goy.ff't Bp% 4 , Twee Or 

\ four 
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days after he became Governor, In 
April 1772, orders of a veiy important 
nature were received from the Directors, 
and your Lordlhips will fee that this de¬ 
tail is nece/Tary to the complete know¬ 
ledge of the cafe, becaufe the prefeqt 
Charge originated from the manner in 
which Mr. Hadings .executed thele or¬ 
ders. He was direfled, in concert with 
Jhls Council, to deftruy tbe whole fabric 
of the double government. He was to 
tcolledf the revenues, and to take every 
ineafute connc£led with them, through the 
agency of the Company's fervants. In 
ihort, he was to form a I'yitem for the go¬ 
vern inent of Bengal, under indmflions fo 
general, that 1 may fairly fay the whole 
plan was left to his judgment and dil- 
cretion. 

In addition to tkefe orders, which ne- 
^elTarlly involved the difmiiljoii of Ma¬ 
homed Keza Cawn from liis o^e of Naib 
Soubah, a letter was written to Mr. 
Haftings himl'elf, and which in the event 
of his death was nut to be opened by any 
other pciTun, dirci^ing him iminedi.itely 
to iAiie orders> for Icizing the peifon of 
Mahomed Reza Cawn, his family and 
dependents. He was futiher dire^eJ to 
order him to Calcutta, and to tiy him, 
on the charges pf having embexaled the 
public revenues, monopolizing rice duiing 
the famine, and for leaving a balance un¬ 
paid, from the time of his having been 
the renter of the province of Dacca. Me. 
Hadings was luilhcr direflcd to em¬ 
ploy Nundcomar in detefting the mal¬ 
practices of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and 
to afford him the degree of countenance 
ijeceflary to elFeCt this purpof-. The 
Directors add, they were confident, that 
the perfect knowledge Mr. llaftings had 
of the man's character, would pi event him 
from giving him any improper degree of 
power. 

In the execution of thefe fevere orders, 
Mr. Ualtings appears to have aCted with 
every poflible degree of fendernel's and 
humanity. He wrote himlelf to M'lho. 
med Reza Cavyn, expreiriiig his concern 
for his filnation j and to the Gentleman 
who was entrusted with the chaige uf 
taking him prifoner, he recommended 
every klnduels and attention that cou'd 
be fhewn to him, confiftent with the literal 
and itriCt obedience of the orders. Mar 
homed Keza pawn was brought dpwn to 
Calcutta. I^undcoinaf was employed by 
Mr- Hafiings i but the Infamous means 
to which he reforted in order to conviCf 
Mahomed Keza Cavyn were fo apparent, 
^3t Mff HalUrlt t«U« the Pire$hot» h>i 


own ciiaraiKer had fulFereJ, he was 
by the fupport which he had giVep to Nu'nd* 
comar f " however,” he adds, *' 10 your 
‘ * whiles 1 have facriticed my own feel* 
'* ings.'* In the end, Mahomed Keza 
Cawn was fully acquitted} and though 
your Lordfhips have lieard Mr. Hslfings 
accufed in Weliinlnlfer-H-all of tieating 
him with liarfhncis and injuffice, Malio* 
med Reza Cawn himfelf was fenfible, as 
appeal $ '•X •the evidence, that he owed his 
honour and his life to the jullice and im¬ 
partiality of Mr. Haifings. . 

I will now flate the plan adopted by 
Mr. Hadin^s foi the future government 
of Bengal, 111 the adoption of which he 
provided for the fon ot Nundcomar, and 
expofed liimfulf to the pref.nu acciilatioiv 
It was dete! mined that a Coniinittee of 
the Connell fliould praceed to Muorfhe- 
dabad ; Mr. Il.illings was PreiidciU of 
that Coniinittee j he left Calcutta in May, 
and returned in September, having been 
about two months ^nd a half at Moor- 
fliedalvid. During hi$ ablence, he formed 
an arrangement new in all its parts. The 
lands were let on leafes of five years. 
Couits of judlce were ellablifliedthrougli- 
out the provinces j the feat of goverA<r 
nicnt was lemovcd to C.ilculta, with all 
the nccelTary offices, tlierecords, dec. In 
fliort, in every nieafure taken by Mr, 
Hafiings he appears to have .tiled fyf- 
teinatically, and with a view of convincing 
the natives tiiat the Governor andCouncH 
of Bengal would in future manage all the 
details of government. 

In the courfe of the various difeuffions 
which ncceflarily employed Mr. Hafiings 
and his Canimjttee, they were to con- 
fider m what manner they weie to obey 
the orders which the Direilors had lent 
them, for appointing another Minilier ia 
the roomof wlahomed Reza Cawn. TIm 
D ireilors had conceived fpeh an appoint¬ 
ment to be neccffaiy as well for tianfafl;- 
ing occalional biifinefs with the Nabob, as 
to be the medium of communication with 
the I'lcnch, Dutch, and Panifh govern¬ 
ments in Bengal. After very m.atiirede- 
libei ation, and well confidertng how far a 
liberal execution of thefe orders would 
derange the new fyitem of things, Mr. 
Hafiings deteimined, and in my opinion 
with very great propriety, to difobey them ; 
snd fo far the Managers have made good 
their Charge. He ohferved, that it any 
fingic Minilier was to ^appointed with <1 
ialary of three lacks of rupees a year, 
which was the order, it would convey an 
idea to the natives, that the office of Niib 
Soubah ffiU fubfiltcd ; that it was un- 
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for the mete purpofe of being the 
.clunnet of Mnimunication with foreign 
;Dations i 9}i4 tbt^fore be dc^ermuned to 
.divide wi 4 !£il »7 among three jKrribns, 
Muny |le^nr^, the wi«^ of Mctr Jaf- 
licr.vvaji aJ»pointed guardian of the young 
^ianobi an^ foperintendint of his boute- 
i Gocrr<Ja4s* the foti of Nundcomar, 
.vva«v&t>oint^ Duan, and ^ajabuliub, 
|Roy'Aayan of the Kbalfa. The Board 
ifukly approved of two of the appoint* 
anenw^' but) ignorant of the moti.vjea which 
induced Mr. Hayings to propofe Raja 
Goordats, tlwy oppoled his appointment, 
OR account of the notoi'iou^y infamous 
charaSer of his father ^undcoi^tar. The 
tnajority however concurred with Mr. 
Haliings, and all tbe appointinents were 
iiconfiimta,. The Charge goes upon ap 
julea, that Muny Begoip was really ;n> 
trutied with great power in the govern.- 
ment of thie country, and Ote is deferibed 
in it as a jperfon wholly unfit to go^h 
the Nabob's dominions. The Mana^r 
iwbo opened the Charge (b argued it too ^ 
but tlie whole evidence proves the Uiith 
jof Mr. Haftings's aflTertioii when the ap¬ 
pointment took placet that in faiTl (he wopid 
"tiave no autlwUy beyond the walls of the 
Zenana. She applied to him fur certain 
privileges heretofore enjoyed by the per^ 
ton afliiig as guardian to the Nabob, ^y 
•Uowing theni) Mr. Hailings would iiave 
given her fonie power, and in language 
perte^ly {lolite, he declin^ cohipliapce 
With any of her reqiiells. In his letter 
fo the Diieiiors, Mr. Hafiings fully e^c* 
plains his leafons for all' hi$ a^liohs : I^c 
tells the pireflors that the uncle of the 
Nabob was theonjyperfon who could hare 
had a luperior claim tp Muny Begum to 
the appointment in queltion, and his tear 
fons tor preferring the Begum are fu clear, 
and indeed fu unanfwerable, that I am 
confident your Lurdihips will bs convinced 
of tlie pcrfedl propriety of his conduct. 
As ibon as the piieuors had received 
an account from Mr. Haltiiigs of the 
various tranfa£lions which were crowded 
inb> the firlt fix months of his admihi- 
ftraiion, they fent him a letter pf thanks, 
and exprefl'ed their complete approbation 
of all he had done, adding particularly! 
that they iully approved the appointment 
of Muny Begum. Your Lordihips there- 
foi« will confider, that though the Coin- 
. Rioi'S have proved that Mi. Hallings dif- 
obeyed the Company’s orders, it is proved 
alib,that in their opinion he had coiitidera- 
bly improved upon the plan which they 
had pi'clcribed. 

Tile arraitgementa thus approved were 


Aihmitted to the infpeAion of Parliameiit 
>0 i773f and to the Minifior of that dij 
they appeared to do Mr. Hafiings to 
much eredit, that he propofed to nomi¬ 
nate him the firft Governor-General of 
Bengal under the regulating Aft of that 
year.-pr-The new government took place in 
Bengal in Oftober t774f and your Lord- 
Ihips have it in evidence, that the firft 
three months were fpent in difculTing 
the political mcafures which Mr. Hai¬ 
ti ngs had adopted in that and the pre- 
ceiling year. The unt^rtunate diffeti- 
fions in tlie Council begap, in faft, on 
the iecond day that the Board afiembled. 

But it was not until the month of 
March 1775 that any meafune was brought 
forward which pointed at the private cha- 
rafter of Mr. I^ailings, On the tith of 
that month, a lett,er was brought to the 
Board by Mr. prancis! which he laicf 
was delivered to him publicly by ^und? 
comar, who required him, at a Coiinfel* 
lor of the State, to deliver it to the Beard, 
Your Lordfiiips have all read the letter, 
and a more extraordinary, or a more in- 
lulent prodiiftion never appeared un* 
doubtedly, nor one which carried falfe- 
hood upon the face of it more firongly. 
After (tating his fervices; the prumiie; 
which Mr. Ha{|ings had made to him, 
to induce him to difeover the embezzle¬ 
ments of Mahomed Reza Cawn, which, 
he fays, amounted to nearly three millions 
fterling'j the breaeh of Mr. Haftings’^ 
promiles ; the enmity which he had lines 
ihewn him, and which he iyyows to be hi« 
motive for what he is going to relate; he 
(Irongly jnfinuates that Mr. Haftings had 
received immenle Turns from Mahomed 
Reza Cawn, ^ittabrw, and others. He 
adds, ** Having fp far written generallyl 
*f 1 now come'(d particulars”—and 
then he Hates that at various times in the 
year 177Z, Mr. Haftings had received the 
furp of three Ijcks and iffty-four thoq. 
fand rupees from himfelf, his Ton Goor- 
dafs, and Muny Begum, in cunlldefation 
of making thk 'apppjntmeius which f 
have already mentions to your Lord¬ 
ihips. After thp letter haa Been read 
through, the Boaid adjourned, Mr. Haf¬ 
tings having very properly, in my opi¬ 
nion, obferv^ upon the lingular circum-' 
dance of a member of the cpvcrnmeht 
prelentingfueh a letter to the Council. 

At their next meeting another letter 
was fent in by ^undcomar, deliring (o. be 
confronted with Mr. Haftings,^ apd to 
bring ppofs of his charges nefore the 
Boar 4 « In the fame leMer he tey^ the 
Board that be bad warnlri former Go- 
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muon of the conrcqoences of attending 
to their own intereft, and not to that 
of the Company. It i» impoHible to read 
fiibh a letter, and the f 4 'oceedirigs which 
followed, without admitting that there 
was at lead much indiicretion in the 
eendudt of the majority, who wilh- 
«d to call Nundcomar before the Boards 
Mr. Hadings declared that he would not 
fit at that Board, the firil BritiftifiibjeA 
in India, to be confronted with fuch a 
itufcreant as Nundcomar j that the propo* 
fition was made with a view to infutt, to 
degrade him, and to proclaim the anni¬ 
hilation of his power to all Indoftan } but- 
he added, which is very material to con- 
fider, that in a Committee of the Board 
tliey might hear all that Nundcomar had 
to f3jr> and they might inllitute any 
procefsthey pleafed. The Board periifted, 
and Mr. Haftings declared the Council 
diifolved. 

Here the evidence ends. What palTed 
after Mr. Haftings had diftolved the Coun¬ 
cil, your Lordihips, as judges, cannot 
know, except in fo far as the proceedings 
are alluded to in thofe letters from Mr. 
Haftings and the majority to the Com¬ 
pany. But it is an hiftoncal fa£V, which 
perhaps 1 may fairly be allowed to men- 
ttou, that all the information given by 
>Nundcomar to the majority was fub- 
mitted to the Law-ofHcers of the Com¬ 
pany in Bengal, who did not recommend 
any profecution in India, but advifed the 
Boaid to tranimit every paper, and all the 
evidence, to the Company, who might, 
if the matter were worthy of their notice, 
file'a bill againft Mr. Haftings, and com¬ 
pel a difeovery. Thefe documents ar¬ 
rived at a time when it certainly was the 
anxious wlih of the Minifter to take any 
fair and reafonable ground he could for the 
removal of Mr. Haftings. The papers 
were all fubmitted to the Law-ofticers of 
the Company, who declared that the in¬ 
formation of Nundcomar, even upon the 
car tor/c cafe before them, could not pof- 
iibly be true. The reafons for that belief 
were aAgned at length. The DireAors, 
-though a majority of them were very well 
^fpoled to oblige the Minifter, concurred 
with their Law-officers, and all that rub- 
Iwftt and tr^ remained unnoticed from 
9776 to the year 1789 ; when, u your 
Lordlhips know, it was repeatedly pra¬ 
ted upon you by the Managers, as contain¬ 
ing proofs of the corruption of Afr. Haf¬ 
tings, and it was very properly rejcQed 
by the Court. It was never pretended by 
;he Managers, tlytt they had evidence 
to go tm ta- 


formation of Nundcomar : And here,! 
Lords, I cannot avoid fayiiig—Hard Ate 
of Mr. Haftings ! ! 1 —The genilcinen^ 
the majority were fo indifcrcet, IbArl 
think I may fay, as to write to the Di- 
reflors in March 1775. that though,Mr. 
Haftings then called Nundcomar amif- 
creant, he had been high in his confi¬ 
dence, and clofely connedled with btin 
before their arrival 1 I fay it was indif-, 
creet, my Lords, to fend fuch intelli¬ 
gence to the body, in obedience to whole 
commands alone it was owing that 
Nnndcohtar was employed at all, orevea 
admitted into the pcelence of Mr.,Haf> 
tings. To fend, fuch a letter to a body 
who had l>een told by Mr. Haftings above 
a year before, that he had every tlting to 
expeft from the malignity and diiappoiiit^ 
ed ambition of Nundcomar, who had' 
hoped to rife on the ruin of Maliomed 
Keaa Cawn—I fay, my Lords, the fate 
of Mr, Haftings was hard indeed. Placed 
as he was by the Dircflors in the facrod 
charafler of a judge, he took every pof- 
fible nieans to determine fairly and juftly 
on the accofation againft Mahomed Reza 
Cawn. The acquittal gave general fatis- 
faflion, though Nundcomar imputed it to 
the bafeft coiTuptvon. 

I Come now, my Lords, to the next 
point in this Charge on which your Lord- 
ftiips inuft decide ; It is fully proved— 
Mr. Haftings himfelf never denied the 
faff—I mean the receipt of a tack and a 
half of rupees for reafut, a Perllan woul 
for entertainment, which was paid to Mr. 
Haftings from tlie treafury of tlie Nabob, 
and entered on the public accounts of his 
trcafiiry in the year 1772. 

It is necelfaiy to (late the circumftances 
which led to the dirculfion of this fubjefl; 
they are ciu-ioiis, and- (hew the unhappy 
fpirit which prevailed at that time in the 
Supreme Council. 

In tlie mouth of May 1775, a man em¬ 
ployed in the treafury by the Begum, 
brought a number of accounts to an Eng- 
lilh gentleman, and by thofe, he raid,'’it 
would ^pear that part of the Nabob’s 
money for lhany years paft had been em- 
bessnd. The intormatlon having been 
given to the Supreme Council, they im- 
m^iacely dlveftra the Bcguin of her ap- 
Mintment^ and deputed Mf. Goring to 
Muorfliedabad, to feiae all* her papers, 
containing the accounts of the N.tbob'a 
expenditure from the year 17611 to 177s. 
Tills gentleman was to deliver over the 
accounts, after lie bad fejted them, to 
three Commilfioners. Soqn after hts af- 
m MeoribedalMid, be ftat a letter 
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fincJ to tile ilotrcU inclofing a- 
written declaration from the Begum, ih-it 
&e had paid a lack and a lialf of rupeeb 
to Mr, Hadings. His condufl on the 
receipt of this information was exactly 
what hn j! man would have held. He cx- 
pErfies his furprice that Mr. Goring, who 
was entiDitcd with a limited counnlilion, 
and that commiflion not to examine ac- 
countsj'hut to deliver them to others^ 
ilioukl have feleflcd this item for tranf. 

I milTion. He defires the Begum to be 
alked if the fum was paid by .a^reement^ 
by application from him, or in confe,^ 
(|i>ence of edablifhed tiiage and cudom ? 
The anfwer is clear and decifive. Every 
Governor, the fays, coining to Moorilte- 
dahad received two thoufand mpees a day 
in lieu of provifioOs } beyond that llie 
bad not given a fingle cowiie, and every 
paymeiu would appear upon the reemd. 
How, .iny Lords, as the record nlladed 
to was in the polTeflion of Mr. Goring, 
and was to undergo a clofe iuPpeffion by 
three Commiflioners, it is abfolutely ini> 
polTible to believe that Mr. liadings did 
receive any other fum beyond that which 
he never for a moment dcuietl that he had 
received. Mr. Goring fpeaks out fully, 
and with'great fmcertiy explains the buli. 
nefs. Mr. Hadings had requeded that he 
might be defired to accutiiit for ib pitiai 
ar iele6lion. Mr. Goring, in reply, on 
the 3d of June faid, the Begum gave 
the account, on being earncdly preiTed 
by him to (late how tlte deficiency aro(e. 
He humbly begs pardon of the Board if 
he has exceeded his duty, but adds,*' The 
** extraordinaiy confidence you- were 
** plealed to repofe in me, and the uit> 
** limited power attending it, moved me 
** to exert inyfelf to the iitmod, that the 
•* intent of my appointment might not be 

entirely Iruitleis,” 

Now, my Lordli, after thU frank and 
plain declaration, your LordIhips muil all 
be convinced that the leal objeA of Mr. 
Goring’s appointment was to obtain for 
tlie majority a full account of all the fuins 
which Mr. Mailings had received at 
Moorlhedabad; your Lord/hipt mud alfo * 
he fully latisfied that the only ibm which 
Mr. Hadings did ri.ceive, wa^ two tbrni- 
land rupees a d-ay, for zeafut or entertain¬ 
ment, agreeably to ellabli/hed tifage.— ' 
The Managers a(Brm in the Charge, and 
have To argued it, that t)ii$ was‘ a I'um re» 
ceil^cd for an appointment to uiiicc, and ' 
if Were lb, received, it is a crime of a 
mdft lerious natQry, del'crvmg the marked 
Condemnation of/our Lortdhips. Bvit > 
.1 dttuoe «ae liuc of evidence on the 
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profecution winch invalidates tiedecla^^' 
tion of the Begum, that it was giveil 
agieeably tu;ilaoli(hedufage. . 

Colonel Monfon f^s, he has heard 
that it has bren an clfabliihed ufage, for 
perfons of diftingtiiihed'.rank, when refi« 
dent at the courts of Eailern Princes, to 
have large furns of mohey paid them for 
their table exp^nces; that Mr. Hadings 
ean fatisfy the Drreflors whether he did 
fo receive this fmn, or whether he hast 
charged his expences to the Company 
while he was at Mobrlhed^ad. 

Now, my Lords, the Managers have 
given evidence to prove that the travelling- 
expences of Mr.- HalHngS arid his (uite 
to and from Cakutta were paid ; the 
whole amount does not exceed t.hretf 
thoufand pounds j - and there is alfo » 
general charge for the Committee of Cir* 
cult, which cannot he applicable to Mr» 
Mailings. It is perfeftly clear tlicrefore 
that the expences of Mr. Mailings while 
at Moorflfedabad were not defiayed by 
the Company. The evidence for the 
Defendant carries the matter but one ftep 
further. It relies on the Begum's decla¬ 
ration that all Governors received a fimi- 
lar allowance, and the Council prove that 
as often as the Nabob was in Calcutta,- 
he received from the Company one thou.>' • 
fmd rupees a day for zeafut. But in this 
evidence in reply the Managers for th« 
Commons fairly and candidly, and nuich 
to their honour, produced evidence which 
the Counfel of the Defendant, with all ' 
their indiilfry, had not been able to dif* 
cover. The Amlitor of the India lloufe 
being called by the Managers, read fionr 
a book of public accounts, a ilatrment- 
of the allowances made to Lord Clive ■ 
firll, and next to Mr. Verelft, when they 
were at Moorlhedabad as Governors; and 
no doubt therefore can remain aS to the 
truth of the Begum’s declaration, that 
every Governor, while at Mborfhedahad, 
received the fame allowance as Mr. Ilaf,' 
tings. With this body of evidence he.< 
fore you, I'do not believe that any one of 
your Lordfliips will think that the Com¬ 
mons have made good any part of the 
Charge of Prtfents dated ta have been 
corruptly rcceh'cd in the years 1772, 
J 773 » »nd 177+. The payment ^ow irf 
.queliion is cxprcfly charged*to be a bribe.^ ^ 
The evidence certainly difproves • the 
Charge. 

But the Commons have given evidence 
to ihew the partiality of Mi-,^ Haftlttgs to¬ 
wards the Begum, from whence the/''^^ 
,would info- 6tmt comipt.niukp'Aarilltng «: 
between them. It no-wberi^ ajtpearji in' 
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the evidence that flic had embezzled any 
part of the Nabob’s money. All will 
appear, (lie fays, upon the records, and 
file ftems to be completely juftified.—- 
Your Lordftiips heard, and with much 
pain, I am hire, a gre-it deal of coarle 
inveftive uttered agaiiilt this lady. She 
was defcribed as a ilanci..g gill—-a com* 
mon piolhtute—a deaicr in fpiiits j and 
many other epithets were applied to her, 
wh'ch I Oiall not enumerate ; but I cer¬ 
tainly have taken fume pains to trace, as 
far as I could, both from the svidence and 
the hirtory of ihe times, the real lituation 
of this lady. 1 Hnd that the only auilioiity 
on which Ihe has been called a dancing 

? rlrl by the ManageV, is a letter wiitten 
rom a man of the name of Nuned Roy 
to General Clavering, in which lie tells 
the Gaieral, “ Eveiy day’s news is' 
“ traiil'mitted to you”—and then he in¬ 
doles a paper, which contains what he 
calls thehiftory of Muny Begirn } Hating 
that her mother being poor, llie fold her 
to a iniftrefs of ilancing gii Is j that flie 
came to MoorlheJabad, danced bffore 
Meer Jaffier, who took her to his hoiife, 
where flie became the mother of the Na¬ 
bob Nudjmn ul Dowinh —Heie the Hory 
ends. This young N.ibob died in 1766, 
above the age of twenty ; fo that, if cre¬ 
dit is to be given to any part of the in¬ 
telligence of Nuned Koy, Muny Begum 
has been at leali half a century in a 
very elevated lituation. She was a woman 
of high rank when we were mere mer¬ 
chants ip Bengal. Lord Clive dcicribes 
her I’o far back as 1765 as the widow of 
Nicer JaHier, and upon the credit of her 
teHimuiiy lie received a legacy of five 
lacks of rupees as a bcquelt from her 
late hulband Meer Jaffier, Which the No. 
ble Lord appropri ited as a fund for the 
half-pay of the Company’s officers and 
foldiers. In her teftimony Ihe Hates that 
Meer Jaffier her hulband had exprtfly 
direfted her to pay this money to Lord 
Clive on his arrival in Bengal, and, af¬ 
ter receiving her own fettlement, to dif- 
burle llie remainder in the manner he 
had direfted. Your Lord/hips will find 
this tranfa^ion fully detailed in one 
of the Reports of the Houle of Cum. 
nions. 

It appears from the evidence, that in 
1771, Mahomed Reza Cawn, giving an 
account to the Governor of the wives of 
Meer J affier, reprefents the decealed mo¬ 
ther of Meeran as tlte firft and moft re- 
fpe£led amengft them. He then mentions 
Muny Begum si tha next: but her IbUf 
Part VIH. 


who was Nabob of Bengal, being'dead 
and the mother of the leigning Nabob ftill 
alive, it was propt-r, in Mahomed Kcza 
Cawn’s opinion, that tlicle two ladies 
Ihould be deemed of equal rank. Your 
Loidfliips fee by the evidence in what 
light file was cltcemL • by Mr. Hartings • 
and his Council. The Direftors ordered 
lier to be dilmiffi.’d from the office, to 
which Mr. Hadings leappointed her, at 
the exprels application of the Nabob in 
1778. She was accordingly removed in 
1780 i and the next evidence rel])efting 
bei, IS '1 letter from Mr. Hartings to the 
Dircciiors, dated in November 1783, iii- 
cloling a reprereiitation from the Begum 
of the lituation which Ihe had filled, the 
rci'pefl ill which (he had been held in 
Bengal for fo mmy years, and the hard- 
Ihips which Ihe had fulfained in conle- 
quence of the unfortunate dilf'-renccs in 
the Supieme Council. This letter was 
produced by the Managers ; and a more 
temperate, affeiling, and dignified letter I 
never lead. It pioves tliat, whatever 
fnuatioii flie may have filled in very early 
life, if it he true that her or gin was low, 
(he was well calculated to fuitam wicli the 
utmoit decorum and propi.ety the high 
lank to wliich file had been elevated by 
Meer Jaffiei. Time having loficned tliofe 
prejudices by which this l.id.y had fo le- 
verely fulFered, the Court of Diieffors, 
with a humanity and a leule of juliice 
which well became them, referred this 
leprelentation to Lord Cornwallis, fiom 
a conviilion that the Noble Marquis 
would determine upon the merits of this 
lady with the ftriffert impartiality ; and 
accordingly, my Lords, it appears in 
evidence, that a penfion was fettled upon 
her of ten thoufand rupees a month, about 
twelve thoufand pounds a year} which 
w.as within a mere trifle of the extent of 
her requcll. Tims, my Lords, has this 
laily received fome compenfation for tho 
injiiiies which (he had formerly fiiltainedi 
and after having held the rank of the firft 
woman in Bengal fur near forty years> 
the wife of one Prince, th>' mother of 
another, and the guardian of two other 
Piiiices; after having feen li-i hulband 
dhe abfolute Sovere<g • of Bengal, and 
the family of her hulband onginsily re- 
cciving fifty-three lacks of lupees a 
year, which has now been brought 
down to fixieen j (he will at lead: liave 
the fatisla^tion, in her latter days, of 
being relieved from every apprehenfion 
of perfonal wantt, or perfonal indignU 
ties. 

£ « Your 
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YoW t.ord{hips, T hope, will cxcufc 
Ihe for having ilttaincd vou lo long on 
this part of the cafe. You will rccol- 
ieft that the Commons «lcein(.il it lb 
AVeightj and important, that tliey cm- 
ployed'four days in opening it in Weft- 
■minfttr Hall. I hive examined all the 
evidence With the u'inoft attention of 
whi< h I am capable, and I am con- 
vrnced that it is abfblutcly impolfible 
for your Lordlliips to determine 
that the Commons have made good any 
part of the Charge. The lack ^nd a 
a half of iiipjc', tr io clear, was not 
rcceivcc' as a bribe for an appointment 
to office ; c.M'fequciitly it is not that 
crime which the Commons charge. Jt 
was a cimipliance with an eftablilhcd 
ufage, and would have been received 
equally, if no arrangement had been 
made in 1771. I have been the more 
particular alfo, my Lords, in fuinming 
uv . lithe evidence in this cafe, btcaiife 
•he' Manager [Mr. FoxJ, who icpln,d 
on this Charge, and of whofe acutenefs 
and abilities 1 have a very high opinion, 
proftffed hiinftlf to be convinced that 
the Coinmons had proved the ch.irge 
of corruption in this luftance moft com¬ 
pletely. I will not detain your I.orcU 
/hijis longer than to move, “ That the 
“ Comhions h.ivc nnidc gootl tl.e Sixth 
“ .Article, as far as it iclatcs t'> a cor- 
“ riipt receipt of three lacks and hfty- 

four thoul'.'.nd rupees in the year 
“ 1772.” 

The Lord Chancellor f.iid, he Ihould 
detain their Lordlliips but a very ?cw 
moments, not meaning to go into the 
circnmftantial derail th.i: the Commit¬ 
tee had heard I'o ably Itated by the 
INoblc and Learned Lord. He was 
pcrfeftly ready to admit that the Coin- 
mons had totally failed in making good 
any part of the Charge except the re¬ 
ceipt of the lack and a half of rupees 
which Mr. Hallings had admitted 
to be true; and even though the fa6f 
of his having received the lack and a half 
was proved, yet there certainly was no 
proof that Mr. Haftitigs had received it 
as a confideration for an appointment 
to office, which he concurred with the 
I.earncd Lord in thinking would have 
been a crime of a very heavy nature 
indeed. He was induced to think that 
if this Article had flood alone, the 
Commons would not have charged it. 
It vas mixed with otheis. of which, 
under their LordUiips rules, no evi- 
dcnce could be given. Ji had been dif- 
tinftly proved by the Managers, that 


it was ufual for Governors to receive 
two rhouiand rupees a day while at 
Moorlliedabad ; and the money paid 
firft to Lord Clive and next to Mr. 
Vcrcift, on the lame account, was in 
evidence. As there was no ground 
therefore to bt licvc that Mr. Hdftings 
had prolonged his flay one day at 
Moorlhedabad with a view of putting 
two thouCind rupees in his pocket, he 
certainly Ihould concur with the Noble 
and Learned Lord ; but lie confidently 
hoped that this pradlicc, which however 
cuftom might have juftified in fome de¬ 
gree, no longer obtained in India, He 
would propofc, in preference to the 
Learned Lord’s motion, to put it, 
“ That the Commons had made good 
“ the Sixth Article, as far as it related 
“ to a corrupt receipt of Prclents in 
the ythis 1772, 1773, and 1774.” 
Lord 'I hurlow confenied to the 
amendment. The motion was put and 
negatived, ne 7 ;i.ne dij[(niunle. 


KONHAY, .MARCH 23. 

Lord Thurlow role to lUte to their 
Lorrilhips tile naiiite' of I he fetond divi- 
fion of the Ch.irge of l*i..fcnts. and to 
adduce the evidence which had been 
given upon it by the M.in.igcrs and the 
Defendant’s Counftl. 

He ol)fei\(d, that the laft day oa 
which the Cumniittee I'.ii, their Lord- 
Ihips had determined, neTntnc diffen- 
tieme, that the Commons had not made 
good the firft branch of this Charge, 
namely, the receipt of ionfiderable 
PrelVnts for bnikage and b.'ibcs for 
the laic of offices, the molf odious 
•ind dil’gnccful Ipccics of coiruption 
that could be charged againlt a public 
man. 

The prefent accufation, fays Lord 
Thurluw, is in its nature very mate¬ 
rially different. We art- now to conli- 
dcr Mr. Haftings’s conduffin receiving 
Prefents, between the years 1780 and 
1784, to a very large amount, for the 
ufc of the Company, as he contends j 
but, as the Managers in argument have 
contended, for his own ufe j though 
at a lubfequeiu period, as they fay, fear 
induced him to apply them to the pub¬ 
lic fervicc. 

Jf the Managers have fucceeded in 
proving that Mr. Haftings received 
thefe Prefents, intending to .apply then* 
to his own ufc, then Mr. Haftings inuft 
be found guilty, and will be punilhed, 
as he very well deferves to be. But 
on the other hand, if your Lordihips 
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liall be of opinion that he bona fide 
intended, at the time the feveral Pre¬ 
fects were received, to apply them in 
the manner they aihially were applied, 
to the public fcrvice, then you will 
have to con/ider the conftruttio-i which 
the Managers have put upon the Ait 
of >77 3f bv which, as they fav', it be¬ 
came cnmiii.il tij receive Prcieiits for 
the Company’s ufe. You will alio have 
toconfultr whether the meie breach of 
that ftdtutc could now be a matter of 
impeachment, finci. the claiife rcUiivc 
to the receipt of Prelcnts was repealed 
in 17^4. 

I do not rccolltffl that the Manager 
[Mr. Fo\] who i’ll nmed up this Chai jje 
on the part of the Commons laid that 

( ^articular ttrcls on the breath of the 
aw at that period, which he did m 
fuinmitig up the evidence in reply, 
when it was very lirenuouily contciulcj, 
that Mr. Haftnigs mull be convicted 
upon the breach of the Jaw, even if 
your Lurdfitips Ihould be of opinion 
that each Prefent was received with 
the ciearcfl di-tcrmination to appropri¬ 
ate it to the life of the Comp.iiiy. It 
was alfo contended, and evidence was 
brought to prove, that Mr. Jljftiiigs, 
in receiving rhefc Prelcnts, had a£tcd 
againllhis own recorded opinion of the 
true fenfo and meaning of the A£l of 
1773. Now, my Lords, it has happen¬ 
ed in this inllance, as it has in lo many 
others, that the evidence produced did 
in faft prove the reverfe of the Mana¬ 
ger’s alfertions. It appears very chrti- 
to me, thar Mr.Haltmgs and ihe Coun¬ 
cil ill Calcufta, and the Directors and 
his Majelly’s Miniftcrs at lioine, ton- 
ftrued i-lie Ai‘l in this ivay—tiut liri- 
tilh fabjei'is in liuha might receive 
Prefents fur the Company’s life,though 
they Were interditlcd fioin receiving 
tiisin for their own ufe. This appears 
pcrfeftly clear from what actually p«l'- 
i’ed relative to a Prefent from Snj<U 
Dowlah to a brigade rjf liritilh forces 
in the year 1774. Mr. Hallings f..id, 
that the Adi adlually precluded the 
nfHtcrs from accepting that Prefent, 
but advifed its being received as a de- 
ofit in the Company’s treafury ; and 
e promifed the Army to recomir.'. nd 
their cafe llrongly to the Court of Di- 
redtors. The Prefent was received 
from Afopli ul Dowlah, lodged m tiie 
Company’s treafury, and diftributed by 
ail order of the tourc of Diredlors, 
which order wa* approved ItV the Board 
of Controul, white the Noble Lord 
who now fits in the Ciuir at your table 


was a member of that Bonrd, a).J ?ii» 
name appears to the letter of approb i. 
tion. 

It will not therefore be coniendcd 
here, tho’ it was in Wellminficr Hail, 
that Mr. llaftings has hold twoopininns 
as to the true intent and meaning of that 
A£l. He took Preleiits every year of hu 
government, cithei of fniall amount or 
to a confulerable value, and brought 
them to the Company’s credit. 

The Prefents which yet remain to be 
confidered differ in fome circumllanccs : 
I fh.-fll therefore follow the rule fo 
wifely laid down by your LordlhipJ, 
and take tLein up lepar-Uelv- 

The firft .s the Prefent from Cheyt 
Sing, recoilcd in June 1780, Your 
Lnrdlhips will fee that this Prefent is 
entered as a dcpoiit in the Company’s 
books ; that IS, as afum at the command 
of Mr. H.illings, and making part of 
his private ioruinc. Now, my Lords, 
Mr. Haftings imilt be convifted on this 
head, uiikls, on a fair and full view 
of all the evidence, it fJiall be matlc 
out, to the latisfatlion of your Lord- 
Ihips, that he really made that fort of 
difclofurc of this Prefent as fooii as he 
had received it, asabfoluicly precluded 
him from the power of converting 
it to his own life. I will endea¬ 
vour, ns Ihortiy as I can, to Il.iic the 
erteit of the evidence to your Lorddiips 
as it ftrike-s my mind. 

In the month of June 1780, Mr, 
Ifadincs propoled to ihe Council the 
plan of an cx-pcdition into tlic province 
ot Milw.i, lie expelled by this t”xpc- 
dicimi to draw Mad.jee Srmdia from 
G.i/ierat to the defence of liis owa 
dominions; and in that event it would 
have been a very powerful diverfion in 
favour of General Goddaid ; or that it 
would produce the ultimate obje£t 
which iSJr. Haftings hoped to attain by 
the expedition—a peace- with the Ma- 
i.ittas, to which he lupp.iled Scindia 
would be averfe, as long as be was 
himlelf at the luad of the Maratta ar¬ 
mies, and as long .is his own duniinions. 
Ihould remain uninvaded. This plan 
was oppofed by Mr. Francis and Mr. 
\Vh tier, who formed the majority, not- 
witliftanding the very uncommon car- 
uellnefs with which Mr. Ilaftuigs ,.ii- 
treated them to leave the conduct, as 
they had thrown the refponlibihty, of 
the Maratta war upon him. At the 
clofe of his propofition, he ufes thefe 
remarkable exprcllions: “ 1 with I 
“ could ftake my life on the fiiccefs of 
the expedition.*' Whether it would 
Lea hav« 



have. Kjccti better for the majority to 
have fuhmittcil tluir opinions to tha- of 
Mr. Haftinjj^s, cannot be a matter of 
doubt, bccaui'f the expedition did take 
place at a period I'onievvhat later, ai d 
did aflually produce all thole b.Miclicial 
confequeneeb which Mr. liad 

predidted from its adoption. 

It appears from the evivlert-o, that, 
after this propofition \v..s rejedted, Mr. 
Hallings lent for the Buxey of Cheyt 
Sing, who had offered him a pi cfcnt of 
two lacks of rupt'Ls loitie time be¬ 
fore. There is Ionic difference in the 
ilatement oi' the ground em which this 
Prefent wa*. cfFcri d. Mr.Larkins fays 
that It was offered on a pica of atoning 
for the pnl't niifremduft of Cheyt Sing, 
though really with a hope of it- i.i- 
ducing Mr. Ur-lfing:. to ware in fu'.eirc 
the deinaiid of tile liibliily. Mi. Hai¬ 
ti ngs ill iir. Lh-fe* > e fays, that li<' fully 
e.\pl.<i'iid to S.idanijiU. tiie jiiopiiety 
and iulticc of the war'IuOlidy ; that he 
told Him It nevt r would he gi's n up 
wliile the war lal'ltil j luit o.i ilic re- 
Iforaiion of peace this c.xira j aynicnt 
would no longei be deiuanded. lie 
fays, that he re-ceivtd the liilh ll affur- 
anecs in the name of tiie K.Ja Ironi 
Srfdaniind of fl ndf ob? du ne . in future, 
an I Jii idfer of <i i’lch nr of en 1.-. ;ks 
of rupees ■icconip.uin d bv . p'liogic'. for 
lii.s former ill btliavioui. Jilr. Jl.'l'tmgs 
goes 1 II I' i.ii’, riiat lie coidi.iliy acetp;. 
cd his ap/ol giCi, bur dieiuun the Pre¬ 
fent. Cii tin; reliifal ot the majority 
to e.inlen' ivi ihe iiropolition of ?di. 
ILihings, it appe.ired to him mat the 
only ohjcflioti urged aga.nft the mra- 
fure was the extra expence which 
would be ii.curnd by it. On his re¬ 
turn tbtrtfore Ir- m the Council he fent 
to Stu. inupd ard told him he liail re- 
coniidcrcd his mafter’s r’ffei, would ac¬ 
cept the money, and defiivd him to pay 
Jt to Mr. Larkins. JJc retjnellcd Mr. 
Larkins to leceive it, to feud it to Mr. 
Crotics the treafurer, and he informed 
Mr. Larkins that it was a fum that 
had been offered to liiiii, and which he 
accepted fvr the Company, in order 
to remove the olijoflims wliich had 
been urged by Mr. Ftancis and Mr. 
Wheler to the expedition againft 
Matwa. 

'1 his was on the »ift of June ; on 
the 36th Mr. Hafings again fubrnittcd 
the fiihje£t of the expedition to the con- 
(idcrarion of the Board, and with a de-' 
gree of carneftnefs that muff convince 
your Lordfhips it was a point, n his 
opiui n, on which th<: lace of India 


depended, as in fa6I it did. In his mi¬ 
nute lie- fells the Board, that they do 
not appear to have offered any reafop 
airlc objedfii.n to the plan, except that 
It would be attended with conlidcrablo 
additional expence. 

“ The objedlion made to the txpence 
“ (fays Mr. Haftings), is a tnaterial 
“ one V but a vigorous exertion onnot 
“ be ni.ide without expcncc, nor can 
“ the war he concluded honourably 
“ or profccuted fuctu tsfully without 
“ fuch an exertion. Feeble me .uircs, 
“ and advances for peace, wi I but add 
“ to the ftrciigth .md prcfumpiion of 
“ our advcrlarii-s, Oilcourage ou^^ 
“ f’rieiirts, and perhaps induce them to 
“ I'ccome parties agaiioff iis.” 

In another part of his minute he 
fays, “ 'Phe part which this Govern- 
“ ’.ULiit h.is hitherto borne in the war 
“ is iTiine ; the other members having 
“ f [le itt-iiiy difrlaimcd their lharc in 
“ the 1 el',''‘ii'.lVoiUty attending it. It is 
“ hai'd, ihat whde they load me with 
“ the wiighr if Inch a cliaigi, they 
“ llioui t bind my hands, and deny m9 
“ the means of lupport.ng it.” 

lie concludes his mmuie by ftatitig, 
that wheilici the trcojis which he pro- 
pofes-to employ in the invafion of 
Malwa arc in the field or in cauton- 
inents, their pay muff be the lame ; 
that the cortingent exptnees iherefote 
are all whicn can fairly be ch-arged to 
the expedi lor.. Thofe contingencies 
he rates lu^h wiun he lopiiults ility 
will anioiiiit to two lacks of rupees : 
that fiini, lit fays, he is dtfiioiis lo coii- 
ttiiiute !■> catry his mtafure, to v. Inch 
he hopes there can ro h.ngcr be an ob- 
je£fion ; and, he adds, that he has 
already depofited it, witiiin a fmail 
amount, in the hands of the fub-trea- 
fur-r. 

The majority Hill perfiffed in their 
oppofition ; and there is a circuinftaace 
which ought to follow in the evidence, 
but by fome accident it does not, and 
therefore 1 fhall flate it, not as making 
p.xit of the cafe, but leaving it to your 
Lordfiiips to give the circumffanccs 
what confiJeration you may think they 
dticrve ; Mr.Markham was exarruned 
in Wsffininfler Hall on this Prefent: 
he declares himfelf to have been privy 
to it at the time, refers to the evi¬ 
dence which he had given on the fub- 
je£f in the Haufe of Commons, and 
fays it would fave time if that were 
inferred a« his anfwer. I piefumcthat 
a copy of the evidence given in the 
licule of Commons was nut at hand. 
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The Commons went to another head 
of LTiHiniMjtion, and it is left in this 
iiTiperfet-t wav upon v LniJlhipb 
minutes. I oive uoi.ed .1 Mr. M rl<- 
llailt t> e^ulenv: lul .i e tlii’ If iulu oi 
C'fiiiiii'ot's, i> I I ml., til,it ill' very fiiily 
dll 'U 1.1 -.Miin.aii'i iric.i maue to hiin 
hy -'Vlr. lLiii,i!i;'j i.itiw to this Pre- 
li.ni. i'll (;i)iiVLi'l.iriun happened iiii 
m-'Jicireiv iini the rjtC’ion of Mr. 
H..iitiiigs . lait p!.)p.ilu>..n t,i t!ic thmn- 
Cil, and lie e.p. his c')iiei.ni to 

IV] r Maris ham liiil he ii.id aicepit-dthc 
Prclcni fi-oin Cm yr sing, litice he coiiM 
not iiojv make ilie ule ed it he inieud- 
L-d. It was by an accidentai omilJiuii 
of all the paities, as your Lo tllhips 
inulV pciccivc, rlUL the complete evi¬ 
dence IS not upon your minutts. The 
ne.\t communication of this Prclcnr, 
my Lords, w^as to Mr. Suliv.in, and u 
was fent by a f-ireijjn lliip in Au”uft 
1780, with lihcitv to Mr, Sulivan to 
make any puhiic or priv.ite ul'e of it 
lie p'e.dcd. From ad tlicle circumtlan 
CCS, which are in evidence, I think it 
appears moft cicaily, I’lac Mr. Haftinijs 
never had the moft diftant idea of :ip- 
propriatnu; tins inouey to liis own uie. 

1 litre was a foiirih C'-mmunieation 
which Mr Hiftinj^s luopoied lie had 
m.idt of this I’relcut, iliough, in point 
of f i6t, he had not made it; imr in the 
way It Itiikes me, it yives ^rcat vvtiijhc 
to the prcceciiiiif cv idcnce. ASajor Scott 
rcceiied a letter from Mr, Haftings, 
dated th.- 7th of December lyHi, fome 
time in the inoiith of P^lay 17^3, and 
he undtnvcnt a \t,y long cxaminaiion 
before the Scledt CoiiHniilce of tnc 
Iloufe of Coininniib, which, by the de¬ 
li re of both p.mies, was n-ad to \ our 
Lordihips. it appeared, that on being 
afked whetJicr he knew fioin whom 
the I'eveiMl fums were received tliat 
Mr. Haftings had arcouiucd for to the 
Company, he faid that one of the fums 
was fiom Cliey: Sing ; and he read a 
part of a letter from Mr. Haftings to 
i‘;m, ill vvliicli he fi>s, '• Yuu may 
“ remember ihi. two lacks which 1 re- 
reived from Cfiryt Sing to defray 
“ tb.e expence of Camac’s detach- 
“ ment.” Major Scott tiepofed before 
your Lordftiips, tliat no communication 
had been matlc to him of this Prefent, 
becaufc he bad left Mr.Il.iftings’s fami¬ 
ly at tlie time it was received, and was 
on his wav to Chun..r. I inter from 
tills, that Mr. Haftings had no concep- 
f’on of keeping the matter fecret ; that 
luppoling ]Mr. Scott to have hem in Ins 
taiuily at the time the Prei-nt was re¬ 


ceived, he conceived he had coTnicvuni- 
cared it to him, .as he certainly would 
have done, had Mr. Scott 'oecn at Cal¬ 
cutta at t!u time. 

Your l.ordihips will fi-id, tbai the 
next cuminiinication of the Prefent was 
nude m a letter from Mr, Hitting-, to. 
the Court of DireAtois, dated the .•.jth 
of November j'/So. he obl'ervaiions 
which were made upon this letter, boilj 
on the part of the iMan.igers and the 
Counlcl for tiic Dtfcndan:, will lay me 
iinti'.r tile neceility of detaining your 
L(ird(hi,/s ibme li tie time on this very 
inat'.iMi pirr of tlie cii’e. When iVlr. 
ii.iftu’g-. odored to pay two lacks of ru- 
p-_Ls foi the extr.i expoires of Major 
C.imac's tict-icliinenr* his ou'er was lo 
vinrdcd, ill it iiis Council would natu- 
r liy luj'pi'Is he me.mt to give this mo¬ 
ney fiM.ii liiv owi private fortii.u*. It was 
abi'oIuiLly necefi .y for him, tiiercfore, 
to order iiie mi t.j be cntvri.d as a dc- 
pofii : hut to i!'., 1 'll- Aii’rs.in this letter, 
he lays, The lui.ncv vvasntn my own, 
“ and 1 nciiher ciu.d n-ir would h.ivc 
“ reccivtti It but i'lr your bcm-lit.'’ 
Now, my Lords, you will determine 
whether, .liter toe v'ninas communica¬ 
tions wnicli Air. llalliiips li.id iiiride-of 
this Prel'e.'ir, it was pi Ijihic that lie 
could have li.i'i an idea of converting ic 
to liis 01 II ul'e-} be-iaulelie lui!'..tderi. d 
It to i-e- entereil :is a di poilc, if hr did 
i'o order it j or beiauJe, without any 
fpeeiai direVdiuns from luni, it w.is en¬ 
tered as :i depofit, in his name, in the 
Conip-iny’s books. 

I will now proceed to the oilier parts 
of tJiis letter of the 29th of November 
178-0. 'I'he Managers piodiice it in 
rlic troi-.t of their cvide-iice, for the 
cxptcl's purpole, as they lay, of 
lymg it in all ii» parts—an exj'refliori 
r. tiler ralh and ill-cimfidcred. 11 is a 
tety long and important poliiical let¬ 
ter, reprefeiiiing, in very foictule kin- 
guage, foiTic Very intereltiiig circutn- 
ftanccs. The firft paragraph of tiie 
letter I have already incntiuned, Ic 
goes on to ftatc the alarming I'ltuaiioi 
I f India at that moment—the ineafuns 
he had taken to repel the dangers that 
furrounded them ; and then he men¬ 
tions the cirumftance of thirty thoufand 
horfe being on the weftern frontier of 
Bengal. He tells the Dircff.ir-, wb.ir 
fiiblefjucnr events proved to be tiu', 
that tliungh Mooflajce Bo' ll.i wr.s com¬ 
pelled to join tlie confe'ler<iv V agamft 
the Engltlh, he was really fo lar fioin 
being lio'dilc to the Ciovernineni of 
Bengal, that nothing but the la ft ne. 

cc-Uity 
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would induce him to proceed to 
extremities at^ainlt us. He reprefenrs 
the diftrd's which fo large .ui army 
had futTcred fruin the want oi pay, and 
t!ie danger, under fuch circiiindaiicei., 
of any accidental coiiuncii'-cmtnt of 
hoihlities. After full conf.dciation he 
fays, that he had taken upon himfelf to 
fend tlire-j lacks of rupscs priv itely to 
the Commind.er of thr. army, «liO 
\v;js the Ion of Moodajee BoolU, and he 
had pioniiftd liiin a larger iuiii piovided 
any ieiviie was peifoiined hy the army 
wl'.icli flioidd itih'iiy him in reliuving then 
wants. Yoiir Loiddiips will tcmt mber, 
that a vtiy large delaeli.nent was at this 
nionicnt on tlie gpint of proceeding to 
Madras and their loute lay llnoiigh that 
part of Moodajee Bo. fin’s reriitorie' in 
which lh;s body of thirty I'nnuland, lioi le 
were then encainjvid, pi(jftfll.dly foi die 
purpofe of inv'uling Bengal. Mr. Hafi- 
ing goes on to ftale, tliat though he could 
cany the jioint of landing this (iipply of 
three lacks in Conned, yet he knew he 
could not cany if without oppol.iio i; ainl 
theiefoie he had fent the money jn ivarelj', 
and had taken the entire retponliinlity 
xipon hiinfeU. When the M..nag(.i . (aid 
they meant to fallify this leuer in all its 
pans, it was nttinal to expeft that lorn.; 
ivnience would li.ivc bten olleitd to dil- 
provt all iheli. impoi laiucuiiimunii. ttions. 
^Ir. Halting^ piocecds to date, that of the 
fupply of tnree lacks tims lent to the 
Bti.ii .11 my in Ciitl.ick, he had iailed two 
titiids by his own cir.J.it, and li.id fiipjilied 
the other tliitd by calh in Ins haiut'., be¬ 
longing to the Coiiij.aiiy. Now, my 
Bords, iliis was undoubtedly a miitakc, 
and a iniilake svhicli a iiioic cautious man 
would not h 'Vt conimitled. VN'hethei in 
common candour it (hould not luve been 
deemed a iiieie iiulf.ikc, and exculahle in 
a man writing witliout accounts btfore 
him, when lii.. whole mind w.ts engaged 
or. Ud.ji.cfs of tiie lUinoit iin|>ott.i.'iCe to the 
Bii.iili inteicds in India, your Lordfiiips 
will dcieiinine. 'I'he faCA s'-as, that two 
thi'.ds of the fupply fent to iM.'.oikijie 
Boodi w.is uioncv i’l hit hands, helot.ging 
to tile Coim.any, and the other ;huii was 
money r.'ited on bis own eitiiit ; tint i?, 
his own rior.ey. becaule, il l.e bon owed 
it, he mr.dc blmlclf accountable for ilie 
Juni b ii'o'-ed. I'hc M-in.igeis have m.t 
to .'1 y..u. Lordflui s ai.v poffibli. motive 
Vvliich ^ll. H.iltitig» <'miid have had for 
pi'..ft.ii"g this dtct^ tion 5 nor have they 
ctfeiveu, i!i.it t: Ml. liiliings bimitlf 
liad Hot coiiiiifid M,i '-.Imiitcr, it wouM 
not ! el l'..n n'.. ;i ,. v .'r 'a li, INC tit!,- 


covered it. In good truth, I ftiould fijp- 
pofe that the real motive for reading tins 
Icti'T at all was, to introduce the ftoiy, of 
the Bonds, which not being in chaige 
could not have been introduced but under 
this fort of cover. So much Inia been laid 
of thole Bonds, that, though nothing 
wliich has a relation to tliem is in chaigc, 
I fliill endeavour to Aate all that appears 
on the fiibjecf. 

For three lacks fent to the Bcrar army 
the 3d of Cc\ober 1780, Mr. ilafiings, 
on the 5ih of J,tini.uy 1781, applies to 
tlie Bo.aid for three Bonds, as if they 
wep' a[! his own piopcrty. He defires to 
have Bunds for two lacks, on a loan, 
be.iiing an intcrcll of tight per cent, the 
principal and iiitciell payable in Bengal. 
This was, in fiA, the Company’s money, 
bciiig the Prclcnt he had received from 
I 5 magcpore, which is not in chaige. For 
the thud Bond, which was his own pro- 
pci ty, he delires a Bood t'* be liquidated 
by bids upon England, payable in fivo 
yc..r.., and which the Managers have 
proved were duly paid to his Agents in 
England. Mr. Haftings took another 
Bond for one l.ick and a half cf iiipccs, 
being the amount of a Prefent which he 
had lereived from Nuddea, and p.iid into 
the Company's tic.ifuty on the iju of No., 
veniiicr 1780. Tins Bond is not in 
cii'irge, but 1 mention it becaufe the ob- 
lei v.itlons made on the two Bonds for the 
Dinagepoie pelhculh apply to this aifo j 
and they are all included in the account 
which accoinpaniid that letter of the zzd 
of Al.iy 178a, whicit IS ill evidence; and 
having been the liibjc^l of lb much ani- 
madvrifuni, I will ende.tvour to il.ate the 
whole as dlfiiii6tly as polTible. 

Your Loidfiiips will remember, that in 
the leiier of the a9th of Noveiubtr 1780, 
Mr. Halting', told the Oiie^ors that lie 
had rcceivtil two lacks of rupees in Jur.t, 
which he had depotiled in tlie tie.iliny. 
This was the Pict'ent from Chtyt Sing. 
On the soth cf J.muaiy 1783 he wjoic to 
the Diie£tois th.ii he had leccived a Pie~ 
fent of ten lacks from the Nabob Vizier, 
in September, by bills, whtcii had been 
in pan icalized, and expemied lii ilic public 
lervice. He alfuies the Dncctois, that 
the remainder of that I’rclciit, when ic- 
cCived, fltall alto l>e expended in the pub- 
lie feivice. He returned to Calcutta on 
the zad of May i78z, by which time the 
whole of the Pictent had been received; 
and on the zzd of May 1781 he writes a 
letter to the Diiedlors, in which he give$. 
an account of alf the Piefents that he had 
reciivcJ. Thcfc conlut of two lacks from 
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Dlnagepore, one and a half from Nud- 
deah, two from Cheyt Sing, two from 
Patna, ten from the Nabob Vizier, and 
fifty-eialu thoufand rupees from Nnndo- 
lol. Thofe feveral funis, when converted 
into current iiipecs, make fometliing more 
than nineteen leeks, oi about two hundred 
thoufand pounds Atrling. He info) ms 
the Direflors that theCe fnms weie taken 
at times when the Company very much 
wanted them ; that none of them jiaiTtil 
through his hands ; that for the lirft llmis 
(Diiiagepore and Niuldeah) he h:td taken 
Bonds,—He lays, if he were nfked wliy 
he tot>k Bonds for thofe fums, hi. (hould 
anfwer, that he took them in order to con* 
ceal the receipt fiom public ciiiiofity ; 
or poflibly ailed from any ftiubed defigii 
which !iis memory, at that diitance of 
time, enabled him nottollat#. The depai- 
ture of the Packet by wliich this letter 
was intended to go, was delayed fiom 
May to December, in the daily cxpeila- 
tion of receiving fiom Poona the ratifica¬ 
tion of the Maiattri peace. In the inter¬ 
mediate time, that Is, b«.tvvccn May and 
December 1762, when the Packet did ac¬ 
tually fail, Mr. Haftings received an ac¬ 
count from England of tiie llrange pro¬ 
ceedings which had taken place here ; for 
yoiir Loi'JfhipS will rtcoUecl, that early 
*'in May 1782, a Kcfoiutioii w.is moved 
and voted in the lloulL- of Cummons, 
“ That it was tlie <luty of the Diieftois 
“ to remove Mr. Halfings from the Go- 
“ vermnent of Bengal, on an idea that 
“ he had foifeited the confidence of the 
Princes in Indi.i.” This Rcf'ohitlon 
the Proprietois had the maiiHne's and the 
good feiife to refill; and they have lince had 
the I'aiisfjiilion of hearing their rcfiftance 
appl.uuled by the Gentleman [Mr. Dun- 
das] who made the motion for the recal 
of Mr. IlafHngs, who declared in bis 
place III tlie Houle of Coinmon.s, that by 
lelifting his Refolution, the Proprietors 
had prclerved India to Great Britain. To 
obviate the fufpicion of having been in¬ 
duced, by the events which had happened 
in England, to dil'cover the leceipt of 
thefe Prelents, the letter of the izd of 
May 1782 was opened, and an affidavit, 
fworn by Mr. Lai kins, befoie one of the 
Judges in Calcutta, was put into it, 
wliicli proved that the letter and account 
weraboth wiitien on the azdof May, on 
an ide-t that the Packet would fail im¬ 
mediately. Mr. Halliiigs writes another 
letter on the 16th cf December 1781, in 
which he tells the Dire&ors that the affi¬ 
davit is lent with' the letter for the pur- 
p«le which 1 have mentioued; and he 


fays in this lad letter, that the fouree* 
from whence thefe llipplies, fo necelfary 
for their fervice, were obtained, could luave 
been obtained in no other way j that if he 
had had a wiong motive (meaning obvi- 
onfly if he had me.mt to put tlie rponey 
into his own pocket), he could have con¬ 
cealed the leceipts fiom their’s and the 
public eye for ever. He adds, that if he 
lias been wrong, he gives up that lecurity, 
which ilioli; enjoy who commit crimes or 
Lirois ; he is ready to anlwer any qucfliou 
which the Directors may put to him, up¬ 
on honour or upon oath. This letter 
reacheil Engl.and in the month o[ M.iy 
1783, and no notice was taken of it 
to Ml. Hallliigs, tliougli the fubjeft 
of niiicli rem.'.ik, and of one veiy long 
Report to the Houfcof Conimens, until 
the i6ih of Match 1784, which was af¬ 
ter the Indi.i Bill of Mr. Fox had 
been thrown out, and then, under a new 
Adminittiation, a letter was wiitten to 
iVli. Hillings, by the Dircclois, in wliich 
they tell him, that they do not doubt liis 
integilty ; on the contr.iry, th.it liiviny; 
leceived llieie Ptel'cnts, they approve or 
his having paid them into tlic Company's 
treafnry ; bur, as he had voluntaiily of¬ 
fered to anfwer any queftions, and .is ific 
account was in m.iny pa”ts unintelligible 
to them, they deliic to be iiifir’iieil ?t 
what periods thcfevei.al liinis weie receiv¬ 
ed J why he concealed the leceipt from 
the Council and tlieCoint of Direflois ; 
and wljy he entered fome of the leccipts 
under the Jiead 01 Dvpofits, and took 
Bonds for other loins. 

This iett“r ailived In Bengal in the 
month of September 17S4. when Mr. 
Haliungs wa» in Oiide. He re'uriipd to 
Calcutta on ilie 5th of November, and 
quitted India on the 5th of F-.d.ruiry fol¬ 
lowing, wiihcur leplying to tins Inter j 
and in candour your Loidihips «111 he- 
lieve, when you conlidci the niultipl'City 
of bufinels which he had to tranl.iil piior 
to his lelignat'op, iliat lie really liad not 
adverte.l to this jiTticiilar paragriph. He 
landed in England in June, and w«iH foon 
alter to Cheltenham. Being remuided by 
Alajor bcott that he had not anfweied th.s 
particular paragraph, he wrote .1 letter 
fiuin Cheltenham to the Difeilor?, ixplj- 
ing to the three queltions wliieli li.ul bucii 
put 10 him. ^'hisIntel' alio ha-, been very 
iiiiich commented upon j but join L' m- 
fhips, weighing the whole* as hor.ouia- 
ble and impaitial judges, v/ili not foign 
lliat 1,1* wrote on matteis of account, with¬ 
out an account to lefVr to, in upiy to a 
leitei of the aud not in rfplv 

to 



ro that Article of tmpeachtnent which 
was preferred againft him two years af¬ 
ter. He tells the Diveftors, that as f.ir 
as he can recollect, he svill infoim 
them; that if the informaiion which 
he gives is not fufficient, he refers 
them to Mr. Larkins for further in¬ 
formation on the points they had men¬ 
tioned, as the clunnel for making any 
farther invcliigation they thought pro¬ 
per, as that gentleman was acquainted 
with the wiiolc rranfadlion. He fays, 
he believes the fums were received at 
or very near the time they were paid 
into the treafury, hut that Mr. Lar¬ 
kins 'vill be able to atilWer the ijueftion 
*.xa£t!y, as he poffelTes, according to his 
belief, the only nieiuorandum which 
he ever kept of the tranfadiion. This 
was an ani'wer to one queftion. To 
the feconil, he fays, he rt.illy docs not 
know wuv arum 'vas (I'tertJ a*- a De- 
prlit. poilibly svithov.r any uircftions 
from him, as he had avowctl ilic tranf- 
ailii-n then, on the jijtliof Novem¬ 
ber iv'bo, that is, Cheyt Sing’s Pre- 
lenr. 

VV'hy he tool; Ji'mds for two of the 
films (ihir 13 , tlie Dinageport and 
IM udtlCci'ii JJoncls) he caniu-t 1 »v more 
parricul.iriy than he had <.li .M.ly done. 
iUit tic is conliilent that he muiuled to 
conceal all the ru .ipts from them, un¬ 
til the magnitude of the li.m rucivcd 
from the N.ibi.h made it iinpoHlblc to 
concL.’l that Prefenr. He then anl'wers 
a (jiii ftion which he liippoles they 
iniu''lit have afitcd—That piior to July 
1780 he indoiled the three Bonds, to 
prevent ihiir being a charge upon the 
Company in the event of his death. 
With this information it appears, my 
Lords, that both the UireClors and the 
Board of Cor.troul were fati'-ficd, for 
til* y made no further inquiries. But 
Mr. Hafiinijs, anxious to give as com¬ 
plete. an ai.fwer as he could to the quef- 
ttnns whicli the Hirt£*ors h?d aiked 
him, wrote himfeif to Mr. Larkins, 
aod lequeUed him to fend to the Chair¬ 
man tl’ It niLiTioratidum which was in 
h's podeli’mn, and which contained an 
account of the periods when the ieve- 
i.il f'.mi^ were received. This applica¬ 
tion to Mr. ! arkins produced the letter 
of the 51U of Aug'-’ft 17S6, and that 
rtcount was inclol’ed in it, up*)n which 
y< y.rLoidlh’pshave heard foiiiany com- 
nients in Weilminfter Hall. And here 
I cannot avoid making an obfcivation 
v'liich I am lure mult have occurred to 
your LvrdlKps, and to which every 


honourable man fitting as a judge will 
give the attentioH it deferves. Though 
this fuhjeiSl of the Prefenr. has taken 
up fo many years in the dlfculfion, the 
Managers have never been able to this 
moment to procure a tittle of evidence 
beyond what Mr. Haftings himfeif has 
furnilhed them with. I own, when I 
confidcr ail that has happened in the 
laft twelve years, lam much llruck w itli 
that part of Mr. Haftings’s letter to the 
Diredlors, of the j6th of December 
1782, in which he tclls'them, “ If I 
“ had had a wrong motive, I could 
“ have concealed the receipt of thefc 
“ fnmsfrom your’s and the public eye 
“ for ever.”—I believe the alTcrtion to 
be ftri6lly true. 

I have but ore fubje£l more to men¬ 
tion, and though not at all appiic.ible 
to any matter in charge, it was dwelt 
upon with fo much force bv one of the 
Mr,nagers||iMi.Fox] in tlii. icply ‘In; Lift 
year, that it is wdlwoi.b. your I.rT-i- 
fiiips moft (e' ii'us atrenti'ui. You ivill 
rccolletl that for tlsol'e fums winch arc 
nut in charge Mv. Il.allings took Concis. 
In the account iiiclolcd in };li letter of 
the 22d of May 1782, he fiv.. th e 
tiieli. Bonils leniianevi in his iioiu ip...*^ 
with an inclorfciii.-'ni on c*ac! Mur he 
had no right to ciiher Mic pnnriji.d *;r 
intcrell;; and that he li..,l nor uceiw.t 
any of the J'itter. It ‘.In! ivt appe ir 
by this ftatement at wh.ir p, I'-id. the 
Bonds were ind.jrinl. ?*Ir. il.ifiings 
told the Dircili'rs ti>at ri-i.v s’ lc in 
dorfed piior to ius ieav.ru, L .1, i.tr.a in 
the month of Inly i-St , bot deliroes 
in this inft.iKC, as in all others, to give 
every infonnaiiun riquind, or to veri¬ 
fy his own allrmou!., an application 
was made to Loni Cornwaliis by the 
authoiiiy and at t'oe <b;firi.- of Mr. 
Haftings, for thofi Boiul'i to be lent to 
England; and they .irrived ,it the In. 
di.t Houle in the ycAi- 1759. Vour 
Lordlhips well remember tlie rrm-irk-s 
made upon this fuhje£t in the following 
year by the Manageis j for the fart 
turned out to be, that the Bonds were 
not really indorfed until the 29111 of 
May 17S2, that is, feven days after the 
letter of the aid of Miy was written. 
The Managers fpunt no inconfiderable 
time in endeavouring to convince your 
Lurdfhips that this blunder proved the 
guilt of Mr. Haftings ; polfibly your 
Lcrdlhips, as judges, iUciy draw a diffe¬ 
rent conclufton. It is certainly a quef¬ 
tion of inference ; and after weighing 
the matter fully, I confefs that -1 do 

draw 
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4 raw « conclusion the verv reverfe from 
that of the Managers. Why did Mr. 
Haftings tell the Direftors that he had 
inderfed the Bonds prior to the 7th ot 
July 1781, unlcfs he really cxticfivcd he 
had done fo i The Dircf'.ors afkcd him 
no qiicftion as to the date of the indorfe- 
nicnt, and no poflible advantage could 
rcfult to him from the aflrernon of fo 
foolifli a falfliood. You muft go fur¬ 
ther, my Lords, if you belitvc with the 
Managers, that Mr. Haftmgs told a 
falfltood ill order to miQead tlie Direc¬ 
tors. You mud afk, What nv tivc could 
induce Mr. Hadings to fend to Bmgril 
for evidence to txpofc his own falfe- 
hood ? You mud conclude that he wrote 
what was not true, for the mere piea- 
fure of detefting himfelf in a falfcUood. 
When Mr. Haftings addreffed your 
1 /Ordlliips, at the clofe of the year i7v», 
he exprelfed his furprizc and concern at 
the many midakes which he had com¬ 
mitted j and he naturally enough, I 
think, imputed tlufc niid:.kcs to his 
hating written on matters of account 
without an account before hi'- ; for lie 
adds, that if there had been one circum- 
flance m»re drongjy imprinted on his 
memory than another, it was this, 
that prior to his leaving Calcutta in 
July 1731, he had indorfed thole B'lnds; 
vliat it was he himltlf who lent to Ben¬ 
gal for the Bonds to verify the fadt 
which he had alTcrted, but having dil - 
covered his error, he was almod afraid 
to hazard a conjefliire. He prefumed 
however that he mud have confounded 
two didinfl things j that in point of fadt 
he had left the Bonds with Mr. r.arklns 
to deliver up to the Company in the 
event of his death, My. Larkins having 
known f)0>nthejtrjl,i\\^t the Bond', were 
not his property. 

My Lords, the unprecedented length 
of this trial enabled the Court to have 
the bentfic of the evidence both of the 
Maiquis Cornwallis and Mr. Larkins. 
The nature of the evidence of the latter 
Gentleman, given in reply, in the laft 
year, induced one Manager fMr. 
Bt'KKEj to alhrm, that the guilt of 
Mr, Haftings was now' fo apparent that 
he mud w'ilh for mountains to cover 
him. Another Manager [Mr, Fox'], 
who fummed np the evidence in reply, 
rontended that the guilt of Mr. Haf¬ 
tings was fullycdabhlhcdbythe evidence 
ot Mr. Larkins; and 1 am very ready 
to agree, that if Mr. Larkins’s evidence 
had’ccally been what the M.inager faid 

was, this conclufton wai inevitable, 
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Thd Commons would have fixed an iiik 
dtlible Main upon the charafter of AJr, 
Haflings; though your LordIhips could 
not have convicted him, on a point 
Vvhieh is not 111 charge. The Manager 
faid, '* that Mr. Ihiftuigs, not fuppofing 
“ it pofhble that Mr. Larkins Ihould 
“ arrive in England in rime to give 
“ evidence on this caeifr, had taken tho 
“ advantage of his abftncu to affirm 
“ mod poht’vely, that fiuin the fird Mr. 

Unrkns knew the Bonds not to be' 
‘‘ his pi'opeityj and us i\Ir. Laikins 
“ was a man of acknowledged iiittgnty, 
“ high hi the confidence of Lord Oorn- 
“ wallis, and in great edecni with the 
“ Directors and ihc Boaid ot Confruiil, 
“ Mr, Il.idingv had conceived that your 
“ T.ordlhips would infer his innocence 
“ from the circumflance of having 
“ commiimcaied thefe privite receipts 
“ of uioncv to a man of fo lurji and fair 
“ a character. A^r. Larkins however 
“ had fworn to your Lordllups, that 
“ lie did not know the Bonds to be the 

propcity of the Company until tlic 
“ i’d May 17S2, cou'i'cqucntly Mr. 
“ Iladiiigs had allerted what was not 
“ true ; and it was impoflible for the 
“ mod credulous man alive,01 the man 
“ mod warmly .ittachcd to him, to be- 
“ heve that he had made fucti analTcr- 
“ tioti with any otlwr view tlian t» 
« cover his own guilt.” 

J have read ovei the evidence of Mr. 
Larkins wiih the urmoll attention. Pol- 
fibly it was not printed when Mr. Fox: 
fpoki-J or he miyht have eonlidid in a 
fy ilahus drawn up by the A gents j or he 
might have trulled to the imprelHon 
which, from a partial attention to Mr. 
Larkins when he delivered his evidence, 
remained upon liis memory. T will en¬ 
deavour to date to you liie lelult of Mr. 
Larkins’s evidence 011 the point in 
qtieftioii, which, after a long examina¬ 
tion in chief by the A'Tanj‘'eis, a ciols- 
examination by the Defeiidiiiit s Coun- 
fel, and a rc-examinatien by the Ma¬ 
nagers to this particular point, is, that 
Mr.Larkins cannot rccolleft being told 
by Mr, Hadings prior to the month or 
July 1781, that the BoniU in queflion, 
not being his property, were to be de¬ 
livered up in the event of his death ; 
that he by no means will fwear that he 
was not fo told, though he thinks it ii 
a circumftance that coulu not have 
efraped his memory ; that thefe Bonds 
w'ere always in his cudody ; hat the 
private books of Mr. Hadings wcie 
alfo in his cuftody, that thtfc Bond* 
pf neves 
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iie\*er trcre entereo in thufc private charge Mr. Haftings with crlmtnafiry, 
booksi which they wodlii have been, either for receiving thefe Prefcnts, or 
had he not known that they ftood in for taking Bond& fur them, or ftr giv- 
Ibrac peculiar light: That the firft ing no account of ihc balance which re'- 
year’s intcreft became payable upon mained on the Dinagep.irc cabooleal, 
thefe Bonds while Mr Haftings was But there is no part of the cafe -n which 
abfent from Calcutta ; and unlefs he, both the Managers and the Defendant’s 
•Mr. Larkins, had received fomeintima- Counfcl have argued fo much at length: 
tion from Mr. Haftings to the contrary, I liavc therefore exaiiiincd the evidence, 
he certainly fliouUli.'Ve received the Ill- and confidcrcd the arguments with all 
te'reft due upon ilicle Bon«.U. He did the attention in my power. With re- 
not receive it. To various qiicftious on fpetb to the Charge now under confidc- 
this point Mr. Larkins g vts a hmihir ration, rhe r.ccijatof the Prefent from 
anfwcr—exprelfts his coiic.rn that he Clicyt Sing, my opinion decidedly is, 
cannot at fo great a dillance of nine re- tliat Mr. Haftings ought to be acquitted 
eollcft' what intimation Mr. Ilallings of the fufpicion of an intention to 
gave to him, but is cvuiliJenc he hd re- appropriate that money to his own ufc, 
ccive foine direttions from him Now If, from ilu- evidence before the Court, 
the fair conclufion which a judge will or iri.m lufireiiets fairly rcfulting from 
draw f";m this evidence mult be, that that evidence, I could be induced to 
Mr. Haftings had done what he l«ys believe in my confcicnce that he intend- 
himfclf he did do. He had told Mr. ccl, though but for a moment, to apply 
Larkins, as foon as tiie Bonds were .'—r 'p;! of it to his own ufc, I Ihould 
granted, that they were graricit ' j.- e .rtainly vote in the affirmative for the 
money belonging to the Cemi-. y. r tion which I fliall now have the 
There can be no oihei caolV Jf.ed n; i..11 to fubmit to your Lordlhips, 
for the conduct of Mr. Larkins. A man and 10 whirli 1 ffiall certainly f,iy JVo/., 
of hiifmefs, perfonilly attached 10 Air. Cunci.il. 

Haftings, would n it have nC ilc.'tcJ to 1.-,d Thur'ow then moved, “ That 
receive the intcreft dt.c upi -i tlufe “ r' o Coirm.in had made good the 
Bonds*. A man of bufjnefs would not «< bixth Article, in fo far as related to 
have neglc£ted to cuter the in in Ills “ the fum of two lacks of rupees cor-< 
books, as pair of his prlv.iie foriLiuc. riipily'rceeived from Sadanund tlie 
Mr. Larkins is both ’ 'oan of biifincfs “ buxey of Ri],i Cheyt Sing ’’ ^ 

and pr.rfonally attached to Mr The Lord Ch-.i'-ellor began along 

The fourth Bond that Ivn. Haft.agi fueechwithlayirtgitdownasindifput- 
took fronuiie Company at the fame lin-.c able, rt.at, indtpenclent of the a 4 of 
tor one lac’r. ■ f rupees, w,-..-, for his own Parliament of 1775, a Prefident of si, 
money, as Mr. Larkins l..is prowd : Council, or a Governor-General in 
That Bond was eincred in his^ private India, taking a Prefent from a perfoir 
books, and has been completely liqui- cunnedfted with, or dependent on liim, 
da^ed in Engldiul. ^ was a trime bv the common Jaw of 

I have to rfpologicc to your Lordlhips England. In like manner in the cafe 
for the length of tune that I have in- of bribery, to give or accept a bribe was 
traded upon your iiKiulgencc ; but as I a crime at common law, independent of 
conceive we arc now upon the moft the various Statutes in cxiftcnce on the 
material part of the whale cafe, I have fiibjeft of bribery. His Lordlhip re- 
endcavoured to tiate the evidence upon ferred :o the Siaiute t & 6 Edward VI. 
it as clearly as poffible, after having re- Cap. 16. againft buying and felling of 
pcattdiy read it with the clofeft atten- officts, and drew an inferenec from it in 
tion. With rc'peii: to thofc fums for fupport of his argum.enls. His Lordfliip 
which Bonds were gianted, your Lord- faid, that however they might have diN 
Ihips will lee, by compaimg them with fered on other parts’of the Charge, 
the account inclolld in Mr. Larkins’s there could not be a lhadovv of doubt 
letter of the sth of Auguft 1786, that that the Commons had made good all 
one lack and a half was received as a the remainder of this Article. My. 
pelhculh from 'NucUlea, and two licks Haftings had accepted various fums 
.as a pcihculli from Dinagenore. The from different perfons, as appeared from 
ComiuPiiS were polTcflVd of this infor- the evidence and his own admiffion, 
two months before they piv lent- which having been all given to procure 
ed the Impeachment at your Lordlhips general favour, rhe receipts of rhofe 
^lari bat ^hey did not liiink ^ro^ar 10 I'uins by hi?n v'^as highly crimiaalj, nor 

did 



C 2*9 3 


ild the law require in this cafe a more 
minute particularity in drawing up the 
Article than was to be found ii: the 
Impeachment j and the realon was ob¬ 
vious—the tranfadlion in each inftance 
was prima facie a crime, beceiif'e the 
motive and principle which actuated 
the mind of the giver, and influenced 
him to make the offer, was clear, evi¬ 
dent, and undeniable ; nor could it be 
for a moment miftaken by the receiver, 
bccaufe common fenfe would tell him 
when the ofl'er was made, for what piir- 
pofe it was made; and he mull know 
that by receiving it, he gave the perfon 
giving reafon to expeit, that by the 
Prefciit he had purchal'ed a right to con- 
fideration and favour, either in fomc 
particular inftance then in agitation, or 
that might be in agitation on 1'ome fu¬ 
ture occafion. 

Having thus emphatically dated what 
he maintained to be the point of law rc- 
fpe/'.ting the Prefents received by Mr. 
Haftings, his Lordlhip proceeded fepa- 
rately to examine and difciil's the cir- 
cumdanccs of each, andto comj>ai c them 
refpettively with the evidence in the 
view in vvhicn it appeared to him to 
apply- He began witli the Prcl'Liit of 
two lacks of rupees frum Clicyt Sing, 
^received by Mr. UaHings Iroin Sa la- 
nund. the Raja’s bexey ; and this lie 
traced from the firll tender of it on the 
part of Sadaiiund, with the Governor- 
General’s fuhfeqiient confent to its pay- 
rrent to Croftes, through the h incls of 
Lcukins, in whofe hands it lay as a c!e- 
pofit for the Company’s ufe ; but it was 
not rendered applicable to their fcrvice 
till fomc years afterwards. His Lord- 
Ihip dwelt for fome time on the whole 
of this tranf.i£linn ; he dated the con- 
du6t of Mr. Hadings at the Hoard, 
when he propofed to march a detach¬ 
ment under Major Camac. into the pro¬ 
vince of Ma'.wa, in hopes to draw 
Mhadajce Scindia from Guzzerat, and 
thus lay a foundation for peace. 

He faid, Mr. Hadings s propofition 
was rej'Cled by the Council when it 
was made, and yet he fuffered the 
money to remain in the ihape cf a Dc- 
pofit, as he called it, in the hands of 
Mr. Croftes, the Company’s fub-trea- 
furer in Calcutta, for years together. 
He referred to the letter.of Mr.Hadings 
to the Direftors of the a9th November 
1780, in which he declares, “ that the 
“ money tendered by him to the Board 
“ to defray the expence of Major Ca- 

mac’s detachment, was not his own 


« property, but had been received by 
him for the tile cf the Company : 

“ He farther e.xplalns his motives for 
“ biiyiog off the troops of Bcrar under 
“ Chim . igce Boofla, .md dates that he 
“ cauftd 'hrec lacks to be delivered to 
“ tile of Berar, two thirds raifed , 
“ iv his own credit, the other fiippliifd 
“ from calh in his hands belonging to 
“ the Company.” His Lordlhip af- 
ferted, that nothing could be more 
evafive or unfitisfaftory thanthis letter, 
in whicii the Governor-General neither 
informtd the Direftors when he receiv¬ 
ed the monev, where he recciyed if, 
nor from whom he received it. Nor 
did he date anyone circumdancc expla- 
ti itory of the tranlartioii with Sadaniind, 
the fird tender of the Prefent, his re- 
jeflion of it, his fubfequcntly lonfcnting 
to take it, the mode of its being paid in 
by the buxi y of Cheyt Sing to Larkins, 
and from him to Croftes, nor any other 
particular that could give the Directors 
a clear idea of a matter which apon the 
face of it was involved in doubt. 

llis Lordlhip dclailed the hidory of 
the Bonds made out in confcqucnce of 
the letter of the Governor-General to 
the Council t'f Januarv 5, 1781, agree¬ 
able to tlic minute of January 9 ; and 
argued from the letter of Mr. Larkins 
to the Chairman of the Rad India Com- 
piny, Augult 5, 1786, in which an ac¬ 
count is given of the Bond No. 89, that 
Mr. Hadings had by no means cllablilh- 
ed that part of h^ Defence relative to 
this traiifaiffinn wliicb !ic had delivered 
in t - the lioufc of Coinmons. He re¬ 
ferred alfo to the Direftur'.’ letter of 
January 25, 1782, in w'hich they dil'ap- 
provc of the nature of the tr.'nfaftton, 
and contended tbar, in conffqucncc of 
that (iirapprobation,Mr. Hadings ought 
imnriccliately to have communicated all 
the circnmdances refpefling the Pre¬ 
fent received from Sadanund, on the 
part of the Raja Cheyt Sin::, HisLord- 
Ihiji laid great drefson the Icngiiioftbc 
prri()d svli’ch Mr. Hadings fuffered to 
efcape, iicforc he aftually turned the 
depoflt of the two lacks in qucdion over 
to the life of the Company, declaring 
thaicirciM'idance alone ■ o be conduct not 
only quedionaJdc, b; t highly i ia.mc- 
ablc, and def ivi g wcnfure of tue fe¬ 
vered fort, conddering how foon it was 
after the money was paid in to Mr. 
Larkins by the Raja’s buxev. Mr. 
Hadings knew that tlT* Counril would 
not accept of it for tlic purp 'f • wh'.^h 
be bad propofed to apply ti, viz. to the 
F f z fttivic* 
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fervice of Camac’s detachment, with 
a view to ia]r the foundation of a peace 
with the Marattas. Upon the whole, his 
Lordlhip faid, regarding the charge 
refpefting this Prefent from Sadanund 
in every poffible view that the evidence 
tended to give, he thought that Mr.Haf- 
tii^s could not hand cxcufed on any pre¬ 
text of reafon or juftice, but that he had 
b^en convifted in thcclcareft manner of 
the crime allcdgcd by the Commons. ^ 
His Lordlhip next proceeded to dif- 
tufs the Charge refpefting the Prefent 
often lacks of rupees frein the Nabob, 
ftated by Mr. Hafiings to the Diredtors 
in his letter of the 20th of January 
*782, which donation, he informs them, 
was made in part only, and tardily paid. 
In order to prove that this defeription 
of the circumdances of the Prefent was 
not true, his LoidlHip referred to the 
letter of Mr. llaftings to the Diredtors 
of the lid May 1781, to the account re¬ 
ferred to in that letter, to the affidavit 
•f Larkins, to the letter of Mr. 
Haftings to the Direftors of December 
x6, 178a, to the Defence and Narrative 
of Mr. Haftings, and to the evidence 
relative to the three Bonds delivered on 
January 17, »7&5, to Lark ins's affidavit 
refpedtmg them, and to the evidence of 
Mr. V/right, who, on his examination 
in Wcftmknftcf-Hall, on the i8th of 
February 1790, produced one account 
ihewing that wpsvards of eight lacks of 
the Chunar Prefent were received be¬ 
fore the end of January, and another 
account Ihcwing the appropriation of 
the fums received, (Cpmprifed in the 
above-mentioned account. His Lord- 
<hip pointed out fevcral contradidlions 
between the account that Mr, Haftings 
gave of thefc Bonds, and all the rela¬ 
tive particulars. He obferved, that in 
Weftminfter-Hall the Counfel for the 
Defendant had particularly laboured 
their defence of the Bonds, as well 
thofe to which this part of the Article 
referred, as thofe in the fubfequent 
Charges comprehended in it; but al¬ 
though they had undoubtedly difplayed 
B conlidcrablc fliare of ingenuity, they 
had produced nothing Itkc couvidtion 
on his mind. After enlarging upon 
•ach particular, and reafonihg much 
Bt length upon the circumftances of the 
cafe at large, he contended, that taking 
the account as favourably for Mr. Ilal- 
rings as it could be coilefled from his 
Defence and Narrative, and from the 
flatemeiits of Mr. Larkins, there rc- 
aiaiacd a conCdcrabl* fups, sot left than 


one lark and a half of rupees, out of the 
amount of the Prefent front the Nabob' 
of ten lacks, as yet wholly unaccounted 
for. 

After Tome reafoning upon the Dina^ 
gepore pcflicuih, and fiating why he 
thought that conflituted a part of the 
money received from Nundoolol, and 
paid in by Mr. Haftings, when he fur- 
niihed the money fent to Chiaina- 
gee Boofla (which opinion his Lord¬ 
lhip refted on the various accounts ftat¬ 
ed in the fevcral accounts contained in 
the letter fent by Mr. Larkins to the 
Direifors, dated Auguft'5, >786), the 
Lord Chancellor came ts that part of 
the Article which contained the Charge 
againft the Defendant relative to hia 
tranfaftions with Kclleram, a renter 
under the Company. In tracing the 
particulars of this Charge, his Lordlhip 
referred to various letters of Mr. Hai- 
tings to the Council at Patna, and Mi¬ 
nutes of the Council of Calcutta, as 
alfo to the evidence of Mr. Hudfon, te 
fliew that no fecurity beiides a com¬ 
mon cabouleat was taken from Kelle- 
ram, as renter of the province of 
Bahar; and to the evidence of Mr- 
Young and Mr. Anderfon, touching 
the character of Kcllcram and Gunga 
Govind Sing, and the particulars of the '* 
four lacks which rumour faid had been 
given to Mr. Haftings by Cullian Sing, 
and of which he gave notice to Mr, 
Haftings. Thougli rumour was in ge¬ 
neral a common liar, his Lordlhip faid, 
that rumour in this inftance fpokc the 
truth, for four lacks were received 
from Kclleram, through the hands of 
Gunga Govind Sing. He proceeded 
to reafon very minutely on the appro¬ 
priation of thefc four lacks, and declar¬ 
ed his conception of it to be extremely 
dificrent from that of the Noble and 
Learned Lord who had juft fat down. 

His Lordlhip ftated in what particular* 
the difference between his idea of the 
appropriation of the money in this and 
the former inftance of the fuppoled Dina- 
gepore pelliculh, and the idea of the Noble 
and Learned Lord, confifted ; conteiding 
that nut more than live lacks and a 
half, or fix at (he uimoft, out of nine 
lacks and a half received, appeared to be 
accounted for by the Governor-General, 
He adverted in the couife of his argu¬ 
ment (which in a great meafure confifted 
of ftateinents governed by •'irithinetical 
companions and data) to a variety of the 
Jeffer relative particulars, fucli as the 
•bolitipA of the Previnci^ CoHneils,.ap. 

pointineut 
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pwntment of Gunga Govind Sing De- 
wan to the Cominhtee of Revenue, when 
tjie Naib Dewan was Pfawn Kiihen his 
fon, and the Naib Conongoe was Gun- 
ga Govind Sing, to the importance and 
nature of thofe olHces rerpe^tiveiy, &c. 
iec. 

His Lordihip faid, Mr. Haftings did 
not give up the Bonds, or the depofit 
note, until January 1785 j fo that the 
affairs of the Company appeared for feve- 
ral years woii'e than they really were, and 
at a time when it was of conf'etjuencc to 
give them full credit for all liie'r affets of 
every kind. 

Having dilated much at length on 
every part of the Charge relative to the 
traniaAions of Mr. Haftings with Kelle- 
rani, his Lordfhip finally called their 
Lord (hips attention to the Charge on the 
fubjedt of the condufl of Mr. HafHngs 
with Nobkiffen, which he dated cir* 
cumdautially, and animadverted upon 
with great fevei ity, declaring that it did 
nut appear to him a fhadow of excufe 
could be pleaded in palliation even, much 
lefs du defence, of conduA fu open to 
the imputation of corruption, as that of 
the Defendant in this indance. Mr. 
Hadings’s own account of the tranfac- 
tionwasthisi “ In the year 1783, when 
** 1 was aftually in want of a fum of 
money for my pi ivate expences, owing 
«* to the Company not having at that 
“ time fufficient cafh in their treafury to 
pay my i'alary, I borrowed three lacks 
** of rupees of Raja Nobkifl'en, an in- 
habitant of Calcutta, whom 1 defired 
to call upon me with a bond properly 
** filled up; he did fo, but at the time 
I was going to execute it, he entreat- 
ed I would rather accept the money 
*' than execute the bond. I neither ac- 
cepted the offer noi refufed it, and 
** my determinaiion remained fufpended 
*• between the alternative of keeping the 
** money as a loan to be repaid, and of 
•* taking it, and applying it, as I had 
done other I'ums, to the Company's 
life.” His Lordfhip faid, it was 
Icarcely in the human imagination to con¬ 
ceive in podibility a tranfa^ion mere 
fcandaloiis, or more unjudifiable in a 
Goveiuor-General to fiich an individual 
as Nobkiflen. He fays in his Defence, 
he wanted money, and he fent to a no¬ 
torious money-lender to borrow three 
lacks of rupees. Tlie man comes, brings 
him the three lacks, and when he is about 
to fill up the bonds, he defires him ra 
therto accept the monej than execute 'he 
WoiJs* 


He then fays, he neither accepted oop 
refufed the offei, but determined to fuf- 
pend his decifion upon the alternative} 
and to prove that this was his clctermi- 
nation, what docs he do ? He does the 
effential a6t, he takes the money ; keeps 
it, and lets the man depart without th^ 
bonds, or any legal feenrity whatever. 
The idea of borrowing this money came 
into the head of Mr. Haftings while ho 
was at perfe6l lelfure failing up tho 
Ganges, and he carries it into execution 
in the manner tint Ite had ftated. VV.aB 
it polfiblc' for a (Ingle moment to hefi- 
tate in pronouncing this a difgraceful and 
a fraudulent traniaflion ? Stippofiiig n 
cafe of a fimilar nature.—-Let their Lord- 
fhips fuppofe that he, being, as Mr. 
HafHngs in his Defence Hated bimfelf to 
be, in a^ual want of a fum of money 
for Ills private expences, wei e to fend to 
a Solicitor in Chancery, and defire l^ins 
to bring him a tlioufand pounds, and 
upon his bringing him the money, he 
weie about to execute a bond for that 
amount, and the Solicitor were to offer 
him tile money as a gift, and he wcie to 
take it, without having given the Solicitor 
in quellion a legal ilcurity fur it, of any 
kind whatfoever, and proceed to apply it 
to his own private purpoles ; would any 
man living believe, that he was not from 
that moment under the influence of the 
Solicitor; that he could not he confeioua 
that he was fo; that wlienever he came be¬ 
fore him as a fuitor in a caufe, his coun¬ 
tenance and the recollection of the tranf- 
ai^fion would not operate as a check upon 
his conduff, and tend inevitably to warp 
and bias his decree, and thus I'ubvert and 
detlroy every principle of impartial de- 
cillon, equity, and juftice ? Let their 
Lordfhips rccolk 61 , that they had upon 
tlieir own Journals precedents of Impeacli- 
ments founded folely upon the charge of 
money corruptly taken by perfons iti high 
offices, of a natuie fnnilHi to that alledgcd 
in the Charge then under covfideiation, 
and precilely analogous to I he cafe that 
he had put hypothetically reli>c£Hng hlm- 
felf. Nay, it was upon recoril, that pro. 
fecutions had been inflituted, and con. 
vidlions obfainej, followed by cxemplaiy 
punifhments, in cafes where the panics 
had gone no farther than to pieiumc to 
make the tender of a prefent, or, as n; 
might more jiillly and in plainer language 
be termed, a bribe to a pt-non in liigli 
oflice, the nature and powers of wlifch nc- ^ 
ccffarily iinplicd, liint he would be abun¬ 
dantly able to ni'jXe an ample, but indiredk 
rcturp iu future. 


After 
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After pnrfiiJng this mode of rc-ifouin- 
for a confiderabk timCt his Lorclihip re¬ 
probated in kvere terms the manner in 
which the Defendant had attempted to get 
rul of rtiis money of Nobkiffen’s ns a pri¬ 
vate Prefent to himfelf, and to place it to 
the Company's account, by making out 
‘‘•.M of antiquated claims, being not only 
difbiirl'ements of long llanding, but of 
ftate equipage and pageantry, aids-de- 
tfanap, and cxpences never before thought 
®f as matter of cliarge by a perfon in any 
iitiiation like to that held by Mr. Haft- 
iiigs, but charged by him in the Dinb.ir 
accounts of the year, by way of jet-off 
againft' the 1‘iim piivatcly received fium 
N.jbkilTeii. Anotlur circiimft.mce llnick 
him as very extraoidinaiy : Tiiat the 
Governor-Geneial of Bengal (liould w,rnt 
money becaufe he had not receive I hi.s 
falary, when it was well known that 
from his fiiuatton he might have paid 
himCvlF with the iitmofl puniUi.dily, was 
moll unaccountable : There was iioihing 
like prool of the alfcrtion being tiue.— 
Ml. HJiiings Itad offind no evidence to 
then Loidlliips on this )^>in!. It c.auIJ 
not i)c contended th a this part of the De¬ 
fence was wii'.icii b-, I’oiiit i.tlif’ jicilon ; 
it was veiy flioii, and he mud I’keif .is 
Mr. ll.tltings had given it } an I hi rinil 
argue upon it as wiitivi by Mr. Itjlimgs 
hmnlelf, which it cciiuinly was. 

Alter reaf ning at loine l:^!igtli and 
very cloftly upon this of l!,c call, his 
Loidilvp again lo.iclied on the eiienti li 
fafts in e.icit Ctnige to wliich he h.td 
adverted, and laid, limt with lel'pecl to 
the prelrnt of teu lacks of nipets itct'.vid 
from the H'l.diob Vizii.r, and 'Aiiicii Mr. 
Haliings had appiopiiated, .is he laid, to 
the public It'i vice ; ti.c fact ilid not by a.ny 
means appear to him to be cUaiiy alcer- 
tained. Upon the vi'j- fice of ilie ac- 
covr.U above alack andahilfot inpees 
was .'Inted to be a balance in Mi. Hal' 
tings's hands^ It did not a|ipe.ii that In- 
had pakl that haiance. 'i’heic was rlf-j 
In the account f..i!i' lacks and a half of 
rupees fent to the Prclidrnt of Senates, 
which, for any thing that app.aie.l, might 
I'.ave been lepaidco Mr. II.>it.ing.s, as well 
as the fivre lacks fent to the at my, and 
placed under the head of Mditary C'ii.arges. 
As to tlie piclcnt fioin Cheyt Sing, the 
X-eained Lv'i'd fald it I'id tint ap)ic.>r to 
• bun now, wnethcr the Company Had ever 
got it. '^i'he Noble and Lt.aincd Lo.d 
faid, and indeed Mr. Lai kins had (o 
f.-'oiHj lliat tlic liiiii brought to credit in 
November i7?o, iimUr the head of 
Ml'Ota of dilteienl ibru coined in the 


Mint, was this Prefent. Now, thetf 
Lordfhips knew, that Mr. Ilallings, .as 
Governor, had been for years in the 
habit of leceiving fmall Prclrnrs, called 
Niizrirs, and bringing them to the credit 
of the Company, ft appeared to him that 
this payment of “ niliors of forts,” wliifh 
was made in Nuveiither, w.is really the 
produce of thefe Prefents, or Nuzzirs, as 
thefe were called. 

HisLcrdlhipdcclared,in treating the whole 
fuhje^l he had been fpcaking as folemnly 
and as feiioufly as he would have done, in 
trying a caufe in one of the courts in Well- 
ininller H.dl, and delivering a charge to a 
jury; he had no feeling of a perlbnal na- 
tine, no motive of ill-will to the Defen¬ 
dant, nor ,iny wilh but to feive the c.iiife 
of national jnflicc, and to pronounc’; 
judgment accoiding to the evidence, and 
his conviftion of tlie refnlt of tnc tiial. 
li.iving laid this, his Lordlliip gave it as 
his «})inion, th.rt the fivcral in.itters of a 
ciimin.rl nature to wliicii he had referred, 
might as well be cciupu*!.ended in a gene- 
lal qwelbon, “ That tlie Cominoiis had 
“ tivide gfd'.l tlie while of the jelidiie 
“ of the Sixth Aiticie }’’the reafun 
why he l.t,night fo w.is, ill it the fi£is 
C!in.inally allc'lgeii tlironuhout the Arti- 
ti *. and piiiVi d in eviilente, conditiiied 
ciily ,11.e gcDci j] Clime, viz. that of cor- 
rup-.ion ; tiie fevcral nut'ers ailedged and 
hi'.’ilaniMted by the 'viiittn and parole 
cvnil nee wen; nofhing moie than fo 
in.iny ovit in'ls or inltances in proof 
of the gC'icral Cli irge. On tliat con- 
fideration be had taken the nonblc to 
go thioiigh 'he whole r fi.'lne of the As- 
tiele, and (li'i.ild not, unlefi it Ihould be 
in.rde nrcclTa'-y by otliers, trouble ihtir 
Loivlfi.ips again refi>e.;'tmg it. Ills Lord- 
Ih'p concluded by faying, that he would 
not move the genet a! quellion, which he 
had taken the liberty to fujrgell, if the 
Noble .md L.earne.l Lord ni hed rather 
to ilivide (lie Article into |taris, and fo 
make e icli part of the fabjecl a fpecific 
q'.ieliiuit. 

Tlie £ai l of Mansfield declared he had 
the inisloi tune to difi'er in opinion upon 
the occaiion from both tJie Noble and 
Learned Lords. He would not attempt 
to ailopt a doflrinc fo odious as that of 
endeavouring to jiillify a crime, by col- 
le6iing a good intention from the ufc 
made of the produce of the ciime ulti¬ 
mately : a dufliine moie repugnant to 
eveiy piiiiriple of jiiflice he could not 
well conceive. Painful as it was to hi.in 
to declare his opinion, fince, in a certain 
degiee, it was uiiiavourabk to Mr. Haf. 

tings. 
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tings, yet his fenie of public duty com¬ 
pelled him to do it. According to his 
conftruflion of the hw, Mr. Haftings 
had 'broke Ii in ^he five I’evei .1 Infiances 
now before their Lordfiiios j lie meant 
in the receipt of the (cteial Pre.'rnts 
from Sadanund, Kellciain, the Nd)ob 
Vizier, Nundoolol, and Nobkiffen. He 
faid he was aware that thcieweic fitiia- 
y tions in which a public tttan might he 

f (laced, tint would tender a breach nf he 
aw not only venial, hut highly iuerlto> 
I'ious. He made tvti y poffiide allowance 
for the arduous and uncommonly ditficnlt 
filuation in which Mr. Hidings was 
placed, and confequently thought him 
jiiftified in receiving all the Pj dents ex¬ 
cept the laft, and that his condiidl was 
even meritorious ; fiMte, after the fullefi 
confiJeration he could give to the evi¬ 
dence, he did not, in his confcience, be¬ 
lieve that Mr. Haft'ngs had the moft 
dift.tntidsaofapptc>piiatiiigoneriipceot the 
iirfi four Prelents to his own ule. He le- 
c.'ivcd them with the expiefs determination 
of appropriating them to the public fer- 
vice, and they certainly were lo appio- 
priated. The contradi£licns in the ac¬ 
counts, nnmeroub as they were, leemrd 
to proceed from excefiive carclefinef!! and 
inattention, not horn guilt. Indeetl the 
i^Iioble Lord (Thurlow) had fitted the 
evidence fo clearly, that his ideas were 
coiifiriTied fiill mote by that fiaternent. 
But as to the laft Prel’ent Irom Ni>b- 
kilfen, it ftood on very diffeienr grounds. 
There was no State ncccffity pleaikd lor 
this breach of the law. 'I'lie money, 
though taken foi the Company, was taken 
to accommodate Mr. Haftings, and ap¬ 
propriated to dil'charge a dctii.nid li lted 
to be due fioin the Company to Mr. 
Haftings. For his argument, the pro- 
pi leiy of the demand was out of the qucl- 
tion. Conceiving, as he did, that the ic- 
ccipt of each Pielent was illegal (though 
State necefTityjuftified all the receipts but 
the laft), he imift vote, that in this in- 
tlance of Nobkiften’s Prelbnt, Mr. Kaf- 
tings had ailed illegally j and, as here 
he could not acquit, he mull leluiiantly 
condemn the ait, unlels it ftiould be 
proved to him that his opinion of the law 
was crioncons. He lamented, that thtre 
ihould be a fiiiglc point in v^hich hecouhl 
pot acq'.ii’ .V<i. Haftings, conlillcntly with 
his duty as a judge, for no man had 
a higher opinion ol t.'s great andimpot- 
t-ini public ici vices he had reiideitd his 
country than he had ; and v/lien he ron- 
fidered the many haidihips he had ftifteT- 
ftn^e his rtriuro iivm (pdia, wcU 
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from the clrcumftances as the extreme 
length of ihi levere and arduous k-ial 
Mr. Haftings had undergone, the caln» 
dignity and compofme with whitU licfuf, 
tained wdiat no man liad rver home before 
h-m, he felt I'emli it ftrongly inclined to put 
tiv' moft iavourahle cunihu^iun on all his 
odmns. . 

Lord Thnrlow, in reply to the Lord 
Ciiancellor, I rid, he ftaktd all the cu\!it 
whicii their I.oiihhips might be dil'polcd’ 
to give him toi knowledge as a lawyer 
or integiiiy tis a man, on the qruli'oji 
ftated by t'le Noble Lord, He dittcrci 
whir hi.ii compkicly, and he believed the 
Learned Ldrd wonhl not get a fingIS law¬ 
yer n the kinedom t ) fiippoit thcrlobhine 
he had lo d ftindly liid doarn, and whieh, 
if he ninlei (I'jinl Ihmiighs was ttiis ; — 
That the receipt of a Px lent, by a per- 
fon in the lltuation of Mi. Mailings, iiiiift 
be corrupt; and tint it was not ticceflarjr 
to ch.rge it to be a bribe 111 tlie Impeach¬ 
ment, becanfc the pet Ion giving the Pre- 
lint could only give it with a hope of 
})roriiring general favour. This piopo- 
litii-n, Lorvl Thurlow coni.nd-d, could 
nut lland fur a moiiicnt in W.ilminiler 
Hall, 'rile Connuoiij, 10 il ew ton op¬ 
tion, ought to have cliaigi d tome act drnitt 
by Mr. Haftings to tile ftvcral pcilons 
from wliom the fnms weir rv-cuvid, as in 
the fiift divilion ol tins Chaige. In tiiat, 
lliey accnled Mr. Haftings of giving 
away offices lot money, in the way of 
brokage. 'I'heie the Charge was pio- 
pcrly drawn up : but in the pre/ent cafe 
tlie Charge was not f < woril ri; he waa 
merely dinged with receiving ceitain 
Aims as Prelents or gilts, except in tire 
cafe of Kelkiam, whcie, in c> nfideratiois 
ol this Prelent, he let him ceitain lands. 
I'hat cafe he fhould conlider fully, when 
it came unmixed with the preient (jueftton, 
which he hoped the Learned Loid would 
allow to be put unconneded witlt other 
in.'ttcr that had no idation to it. Wlica 
lie came to the Chaige of Nohkiflen, he 
v'..'u!d cr.de ivour to Hate the opinion he 
had formed U]>on it. He was indeed 
altonilhrd at the remarks whicn the 
Learned Lord had made upon the Dui- 
b’.i Chaigcs. He would Hate how the 
evidence Itiuck him, when he took into 
coididcration tlie Pielcr.i I'roni tiie Nabob 
Vi7:-;r. 

N'.r was his aftorifhnicnt lefs excited 
hy the remarks which the Leu ntd Lf id 
had made on the ilenarcs Ptclenr, rc- 
nriiks wnich had efcaped die f’lg.icity ofifie 
Managers them.'elves. It was diltiniily 
in evidence, and I'worn by Mr. Larkins, 

that 
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lliat the entry tit)^er the head of DejftoHts, 
in the treafuiy account for November 
17*^0* was the Prefent received from 
Cheyt Sing in June; but, being received 
in gold mhors, not current in Calcutta, it 
was not brouglit to credit until the whole 
was coined j though as fall as it was re- 
-eeived ftom the Mint it was paid into the 
tfeafuryi and expended in the public fer- 
■viec } for the Lianied Lord has not at all 
attended to the evidence of Mr. Larkins, 
if he fuppofes that thelc two lacks were 
not employed in the p.ublic fcrvice, be- 
caule they wei c entered under the head of 
Depollts. Mr. Larkins fwears diftinflly, 
that this and every prefent was tli.'-own 
into the general mafs of money in the 
treafury, and employed for the public 
fei vice. I fancy (continued Lord Thiir- 
low) it will lie found, that, during the 
war, the treafuiy in Calcutta feklom con 
tained' two lacks of rupees in it for two 
days together. The Learned Lord is 
totally millaken in fuppofmg it polTible 
for Mr. Haftings to have entered Nnszirs 
as Depofits. They are publicly entered 
vndei the head ol Diubar Charges, words 
«f fimilar Import with Nuzz’rs, when ap¬ 
plied to reciipts from the Covei-iioi- 
Cener.d j whereas, havd he entered ihofe 
Kuz7.il s as Depofits, lie would have made 
them his own property. The Learned 
Lord cannot withhold his belief from the 
evidence given on (hefe points, if he will 
eondefeend to read it. I do not wonder, 
confidciii'ig the important avocations in 
which ihel.eaincd Loid Is engaged, that 
be lias paid more attention tJ the fyllabus 
in his hand than it appears to deferve. 
All Nuzzirs are entered as Duibar 
Charges : In point of faiSf, there is no 
bead of account in the Bengal trealury 
books called either Nuzzirs or Prefents. 
The only head is Durbar Charges, and 
tinder that head all Nuzzirs, or Piei'ents, 
received by Mr. Hillings on the Com¬ 
pany's account aic entered, as 1 will en¬ 
deavour to explain when 1 confider the 
remainder of this Aiiicle. Theie is no¬ 
thing like a reafon to be aOigntd for dif- 
cifditing the tcllimony of Mr. Lnikins : 
He profeflTcs hiiulelf to be, and he un- 
duubiedly is, a warm and finteie friend 
to* Mr. Il’iftings; but that fiiendlhip 
bas not led him to fwear poUt-.vely to 
any point tliat he cannot fully recolleil. 
Yet this gcnllem.aii fwears direfUy, that 
the P cfent which Mr. Hall mgs receiveil 
from Sadanund, for the Cmnpany, in 
June 1780, through him, was not en¬ 
tered in the tre.-illivy books till Novem¬ 
ber i becauie, until that monih, ilie Pre- 


fent paid in foreign coin was Hot all re* 
coined and brought into the treafurjr. _ I« 
addition to the evidence of Mr. Larkins, 
who appears to have (food eqtially higil 
in the opinion of the Marquis Cornwallis 
.and the Dire£lors as in that of Mr. Haf¬ 
tings, there is the teflimony of Mr* 
Markham, to whom Mr. Haftings com¬ 
municated this Prefent : It (lands, there¬ 
fore, on the cleareft and the faireft 
ground Two gentlemen of undoubted ho¬ 
nour, and unimpeached charaAers, fvvear- 
ing pohtively to a fa6l, and no evidence 
being offered on the other fide to di^rove 
it, no doubt can remain il> the breaft of a 
Judge upon the fubje£l. 

The qneftion now before your Lord- 
fliips (lands upon very diftin^ ground 
from all the others. It is in proof, that 
in June 1780 Mr. Haftings received a 
Prc(ent of two lacks of lupees; it is in 
proof that even before he <lld receive it lie 
told Mr. Larkins, the gentleman to whom 
the money was to be paid, that he took 
it for the Company. A fimilar commu¬ 
nication was made to Mr. Markham, in 
Bengal, immediately ; by tlie hid foreign 
ftiip that failed, to Mr. Sulivan ; and tei 
the Dire6lors by the fii'ft Englilh (hip. 
What evidence is there on the other fide 
that can induce your Lordlhips to think 
that he took this Prefent for hiinrelf ? 
According to my judgment, none at all. 

1 have already ilated to your Lordlhips, 
that after telling his Council he had ad¬ 
vanced his own money, it was abfolutely 
necelTary that it (houKl appear on the treafury 
books as a depofit in his own name. But 
did tliat money deprive the Company of 
the complete ufe of it, from the inftant 
it was paid in ? Certainly not. In May 
1782 the Company were informed, that 
two lacks of rupees entered in I'uch a page 
of the Depofit Journal, was tlieir pro¬ 
perty. Ill the fame letter they were in- 
tornied, that certain Bonds, numbeied lb 
and fo, weie not his property, but the 
property of the Company. It cannot, 
thciefore, be faid, that Mr. Haftings, 
fubfeqiient to the date of that letter, 
could haie converted either the Bunds 
or the Depofit money to his own lue i 
therefore his not formally delivering up 
the Bonds until he quitted India in Fe¬ 
bruary 178 was a matter of no cenue- 
quence : it was equally immaterial as to 
the Dfcpofi's. The No'de and Learned 
Lord has been pleafed to remark, that by 
not delivtiiiiig up thtfe Bonds, and ftriking 
his name from the Depofit Books, the 
date of the Company’s affairs appeared 
to be woiie tlian they really were in the 

ym 
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year 1783 by fix lacks "of rupees, or 
thirty thoufand pounds. That is not 
the cafe exaftly, if the faft really was 
of any confequencc. In July 1783 the 
Company and Parliament were in pof- 
fcifion of full information of tlnfc rre ■ 
fents. The meafure wkirh rendered 
a full expc'fare of the Company’s af¬ 
fairs neceifaiy V'^as not brought in until 
November ; and when the drficit was 
ftated to anii’iinr to many millions, this 
fma.l ium could nut have altered the 
cafv. in any degree. 

The LordClianccllor fpoke fhortly in 
reply to Lord Thurlovv, in fupport and 
explanation of the point of law that he 
had laid down ; upon which 

Lord I’hurlow rofe again, for the 
purpofe of declaring, that he totally 
differed with the Learned Lord, as to 
his conftruftion of the law ; but at that 
late hour of the night he would not 
enter into a farther difculfion of the 
differences between them. He would 
relervc what he had to fay upon it for 
their next meeting. 

The Earl of Caernarvon declared he 
thought the arguments of the Learned 
Lord (Lord LotjtiHBOKOuoij), whohad 
With fo mi’ch ability and accuracy gone 
thro* the whole of the remainder ot the 
Charge, were irrefillible : to his mind 
at leafl they conveyed the ftrongeft con¬ 
viction; nor had any thing laid by the 
Learned Lord who opened tlic difeuliion 
ot the day (Lord TnuK low) tended to 
weaken that conviCtion. No man could 
be more confeious than he was of his 
own inahility to contend on points of 
law with cither of the Learned 
Lords; ccrt.V’nly he would not pre- 
fume to do ar>y fuch thing; but he 
could not help exprclling a great doubt, 
whether the law could ftancl as it had 
been laid down by the Nolde Lord who 
had opened the Charge (Lord Thi’P.- 
Low). It appeared to him I'o fingular 
a propofition, that where a pcrlbn, 
fituated as Mr. Haftings, in his capa¬ 
city of Governor-General, had been, 
Bc/eptfd a Prefent from another, who 
was dependent upon his power, was not 
prma facie and of itlclf n criminal a£t, 
txclufive of its being prohibited by the 
Adi of i 773» that, in hi» judgment, it 
could not be law. Ttie Lail p»irticu- 
larly adverted to the circuiriflances 
which marked the condudt of Mr. 
Haftings in refpedl to the Prefent of 
two lacks taken from Sadanund, the 
Buxey of Cheyt Sing, and faid that all 
f f them were unaccountably mvfterious 
Part VlII. 


and obfe-ure, if it were true tliat Mr. 
Haftings, from the firft moment of hia 
taking the money, meant to appropriate 
ir to the ufc ot the Company, as the 
Noble and Learned Lord had contend¬ 
ed. If fuch had been his intention, 
why did Mr. Haftings caufc the money 
to remain fo long in the iliapc of. a 
Depofit, altogether ufclefs to the Com¬ 
pany, in the hands of Mr. Croftes f 
The meafure he took on that occufiOn 
appeared evidently to have no other 
motive than to Ihulfle off fufpicion ; or 
elfc why fo much feerrey ? The letter 
of the Defendant to the Directors, da¬ 
ted Novlember 1780, on which fo much 
ftrefs Isad been laid, by 110 means clear¬ 
ed him from that fufpicion. In that 
letter he cuntenced hiiiifelf with de¬ 
claring, that the money tendered by 
him to the Board, to defray the ex- 
jicnce of Mjjor Camac’s regiment, was 
not his own, but money which had 
been received by him for the ufe of 
the Public. The letter neither in- 
foimed the Direftors by whom the 
Prefent of two lacks was given, or 
when, or where, ii was therefore 
liable to the fufpicion of the letter’s 
being fo unfaiisfaflorily cxprclfed 
merely to be ufed as a flnehl from dc- 
teflion, and to aliurd Mr. Haftings 
fomerhing to take iheltcr and to liide 
behind, whenever that Prefent of bada- 
nuiid’s, or any other,fo privately taken, 
ihould happen to be dilVovi red. 

After reafoning pointedly on the 
letter, as the ftrongeft evidence of the 
Defendant’s criminality, ilic Kail com- 
menred on the letter of Mayza, 178a, 
aii^ that of December 16 in the fame 
year ; arguing, that there was fume- 
thing extremely qiieftionable in the cir« 
cumllances rel,'<rivc to both. Mr. Lar* 
kins, in his affidavit, fv.ears tU.iC the 
ictierof M-iV 11 was fealed up at the 
time of writing ir, to he dtfpatchcd by 
tlic Lively, and th'i it ur.'aincd doled 
until the date of the affid. vit, vi/,. De¬ 
cember 16, when It ’.vas opened. It 
wi's very imiifual for a perfun who 
wrote a letter to 'cftr to the endofurc-s 
contained, and yit feal h-s lef.cr 
without firft putting tl.c mclufuits ic- 
fetred to into it. The Earl alfo 

animadverted upon the accounts of the 
appropriation of the various fums re¬ 
ceived at different times by Mr. Haft¬ 
ings, and the accounts of Mr. Lar¬ 
kins of the fame matten. : and ■ tter 
arguing upon ail the principal topics 
alluded to by the Lord Chance!!'’!, his 
G g Lord- 
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Lordlhip concluded with declaring, 
that in nis opinion, had Mr. Haftings 
wiflied to conceal all the Prcfents he 
had taken, he could not have ulcd 
more art, or cxercifed more fleilful cun¬ 
ning to provide again ft detedtion, than 
lie had uftd in every inftpnce of re¬ 
ceiving a Prefent. lie therefore be- 
lieved him guilty of the Charge, and 
lliould give his \otc accordingly. 

The Bilhop of RcchtlUr laid, he 
could not f.itisfy l>!s conlricnce to gne 
a filent v. re. or lie would not tile at 
that lat. > .>ur, but he would detain 
their I'ardlhips a few minutes only. 
He felt himl’elf bound to decide in his 
own mind by the evidence before him, 
and he had attended to the evidence 
.V. well during the trial as fince it h:id 
been printed, wiih the utnioft care ,ii>d 
miiiutcncfs. Tn the volumes of c\i- 
dcnce fo often and lo n-eefTarily re¬ 
ferred to, he faw nothing which could 
lead him tu believe that hir. Hattings 
had been adlnatid by bad corrupt 
motives, and he would not allow liim- 
felf to I'lippol’c tint any luch cxifted, 
without full proof to liic contrary. 
He coiifined himfclf for the j'le- 
I'ent to the two licks received from Sa- 
danuiid, bccau.e that appeared to liim 
to be the more proper fubjcti of their 
Lordlhips confidcration that day. The 
relult of the whole evidence, as it 
ftruck him, svas this : That H'.Jr. tfafl- 
ings was actuated by the purell motives 
in receiving that Prefent * 'i’hat there 
were perplexities and contradiilions in 
the accounts } he was vvilling to admit 
they had employee! him many hours m 
ills clol'ct, and he was ready to coni’efs 
that be was not fufticieiiily mailer of 
merchants accounts to unravel them ; 
but he was equally ready to confel's 
that he drew conclufions from thcl'c 
coiitradiftions totally different from 
thofe drawn both by the Noble and 
Learned Lord on the woolfack, and the 
Noble Earl who had juft fat down. In 
the account given or thole Bonds by 
Mr. Haftiogs, and in the account given 
by Mr. Larkins, there wcic differences; 
but he believed Mr. Haltings had been 
miftaken, and that Mr. Larkins’s ac¬ 
count was the correft one. No Noble 
Lord could believe, that if Mr. Haft- 
iiigi had written a wilful fallliood from 
Cheltenham, as to the date of the in- 
dorfement on the Bonds, he wouldhave 
eagerly fent to Bengal for thofevery 
Bonds, wliich the moment they appear¬ 
ed muff convidl him of uiurcprcfcnta- 


tion. No man furcly could believe, that 
if Mr. Ilaftings originally received the 
Bonds with an intent to convert them 
to his own ul'e, he would not, on being 
induced by fear to alter his mind, have 
antedated the indorfement to the very 
day that he received the Bone's. Ho 
fully concurred in all the reafoning of 
the Noble and Learned Lord (Thuu.- 

LOW 

The Managers had read a letter from 
Mr. Haftings, which they pledged 
thcmltlvcs to fallify in oil its parts ; 
but they had wholly failed to do fo. 
His Lvirdlldp went through the feverai 
p'inrs of the letter, and laid, not only 
the fatts Hated in it were undeniable, 
but no Noble Lord, in his opinion, 
could read it without feeing the mind 
of the writer, and without being con¬ 
vinced, that bale and fordid emolu¬ 
ments were not the objcAls which at- 
tradled his attention. In this cafe, 
where there was in faft no evidence, 
srd where all depended upon inference, 
he niuft refort to general charaftcr; 
and he had no fcruple to fay, that the 
Commons had totally miftaken the clia- 
raifler of JMr. Ilaftings. They charged 
him with having adopted the various 
mejfiiies which form the Articles with 
the view principally of acquiring for 
himfelf exorbitant wealth. In his opi¬ 
nion, not a tittle of evidence had appear¬ 
ed to fubllantiate futh an allegation; 
on the contrary, that his charafier was 
completely the reverie appeared fo 
llrongly in proof upon tlie evidence, 
that it would be needlefs to flrength- 
f" that evidence by an appeal to the 
cu’nn on fenfe and underftanding of 
m.’.nkind on the fubjefk. He could 
eafiiy account for fuch a great character 
as hlr. Ilaftings, with ib many impor¬ 
tant concerns upon his mind, having 
been uniformly negligent and inatten¬ 
tive to all matters of money, and all 
accounts that related to money tranf- 
aflions. Indeed it was evident that 
Mr. Ilaftings was a man who had been 
uncommonly regardlefs of money ; 
otherwife it would have been impolll- 
blc to account for the (late of his for¬ 
tune in every year between 1778 and 
1785, to which his Attorney had Iworn 
at their Lordlhips bar: and what 

ftruck me,” faid the Learned Pre¬ 
late, “ as extraordinary, when not a 
“ lingle queftion was put by the Alana- 
“ gers.” His Lordlhip concluded with 
declaring, that he Ihould fay Not-contemt 
to the motion. 


THUIIS- 
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TTirREDAY, MARCH 24, 

Lord Thurlow intrvduced lUe bufi- 
ncfs of this day by faying, that it was 
his intention to ha\c gone fully inti tie 
feveral points opened by the Nobi- and 
Learned L»rd the preceding tiuy ; but 
that having niifliud his papers, he would 
endeavour to fpeak to them from me¬ 
mory, fenfiblc that it would be too 
great an intrulion upon the time of the 
Coiniiiitree to delaji them a moment on 
tiiac con fide ration. 

The moft m.itcrial and important 
point of difcuffion was the ground upon 
which the Noble and Learned Lord 
had dated, that he thought one queftion 
only might be put upon all the remain¬ 
ing Prcl’ents, as in his opinion there 
was one princijile \vhi.;h would govLrn 
tnem all, however they might vary in 
their circumdanccs. In the iiuroduc- 
tion of this principle, which, as far as 
his recollcftion went, was entirely 7 :eiu 
in point of difcullion (it having never 
occurred to either party at the bar dur¬ 
ing the courfe of the trial, and certainly 
not to the prolccurors in framing tlie 
Impeachment), the Noble and Learned 
Lord had laid that (uitof the cafe which 
ill bii contemplation of liie fubje6f was 
the only ground and foundiition of the 
prefcnl Charge, as feiit up by the Ciun- 
mons, namely, ihc Ait of Parliament 
of 13. Geo. IJJ. The principle fo 
introduced however, and whicli he was 
now about to examine, was, if he un- 
Ociftood it coircifly, this, “ That at 
*• COMMON PAW the u'f.iiveJ/tuMK'!.’ of 
*' the donor and donee of any gift or 
** Prelent, was a/one fuflieient to con- 
“ ft'tuie the acceptance of fuch gift a 
** nhne for which an indidtment would 
“ lie, always luppofing the gift to pals 
“ from an inferior in oiTicc to his fnpe- 
“ rior; and that, "oitbotU charging it to 
“ liavc been given for brokagr, or 
“ jui'-iug any other corrupt te,i\fi.tlnation 
“ in the indiiiifient.” To this pofition 
their Lordfhips would recollcft he had 
on the preceding day ventured to ex- 
prefs not only his dilfcnt, but fomc de¬ 
gree of furprifcjinfomuch as it appear¬ 
ed to him to be extremely novel, and 
thb to be at variance both \vith the 
principles and foims upon which all in- 
tJiitmcn'.s for corruption, that had fal¬ 
len undt-r his obfervation, had hitherto 
been frainsd and fupported. In ad¬ 
verting to this proprifiiion at that time 
be had’ ooferved, and he ftill thought, 
that the relative (ituation of the par¬ 
ties in aii pecuni.'iry traofa£tions of the 


nature of thofe in queftion,was no doubt 
a material ingredient, and that which 
not only would but ought to excite a 
lulj.'icion and jcalcufy, proportionate to 
the diflance at which the giver was 
removed from the perl'on receiving the 
piefent: but that it was aLnc fufiicieiit 
toconffitute and to raife the tranfaftion, 
into a ermfy was a propafition he never 
could accede to. Indeed the more he 
had conlidcrcd it, which he did afluae 
their Lordlhips he had done with all 
the attention lie could give it, the ni ic 
he wjs convinced as a lawyer, ami in 
that convidlion had had an opportunity 
of being. fertilieJ by much abler opi¬ 
nions than ills own, tiiat it would be 
impclfible to fupport an indi^lmenr at 
lomiuon Liw agiinft 11 fuj-crii.r in office 
for taking a Preftnt from an inferior, 
by merely putting the jafloi the /Vc- 
fent bung i/Mile, and the relative ,filna- 
tion of the parties, upon the record ; 
but that tilt indictment mud go on to 
date fome corrupt confidcratiou as the 
motive, wdiich corrupt coiifidcration 
mud either be atliniitcd or proved as 
laid. The Noble and Learned Lord, 
in fupport of his propolition in a for¬ 
mer del ate, iiad alluded to the Stat. 5 
& 6 Kdw. Vr. c. 16. againd buying 
and felling offices, and had drawn an 
argument fiuiti it, as if before that da- 
tutc tlie Idle of offices was illegal at 
common law. Unt if any argument 
could be drawn from it, the whole 
fr.imc of the ftarute, and more parti¬ 
cularly the exceptions in it, afforded an 
inference the other way ; it is an eiimfl- 
ingnot a dcrlarntoiy ftatute. It excepts 
all offices of inheritance : it provides, 

“ That the C'liief Jullices of the 
“ King’s B.-nch and Common Pleas, 

“ ami ilie Jullices of the iiirue, may 
“ do in every behalf, touching any &f- 
“ fice to be given or granted by them, 

“ as they might have done before the 
“ Aft i” and it allows “ all bargains, 
“ fales, See. of any office concluded be- 
“ fore the id day qf March next com- 
“ ing to be in Inch force as if the Aft 
“ had never been made.” Now, ex- 
clufive of the inconfidency which 
would be imputable to the Legiflature 
in allowing the fale of offices for a li¬ 
mited period after the aft was made, 
in derogation of the common law of 
the land, and a perpetual exception 
in favour of the Chief judiecs ‘'f ei¬ 
ther Bench, and of the Judges of afii^e,, 
it was a known and acknowledged faft, 
that every one of the very rdpeftablc 
a g 4 and 
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and honourable perfons who have filled ftriftnefs of late years which is requir- 
thofe icveral offices, have, from the ed in an Indi&mcnt. He did not fpeak, 
time the Afit was made to the prelcnt he faid, of more antient Impeachments j 
moment, without the Imallcft imputa- in which certainly very little attention 
tion or idea of ftain upon their charac- was paid, either to the forms or the 
ters, fold the fcveral offices belonging to fubftance of juftice. 
their refpeftive fituations as they have Having concluded the legal argu- 
becomc vacant, openly and without re- menr, Lord Thurlow proceeded to the 
ferve. Could it then be argued that next head of the Charge, upon which 
filch fale was an indidlable offence at he faid he would not trefpafs long upon 
common law; or rather, was not the their Lordlhip* indulgence, as the evi- 
uniform prafticc of fo many refpedta- dence upon it lay in a very narrow com- 
ble charafters a proof of the reverie, pals. \ 

and an affirmance of what the common I'he Commons accufed Mr. Ilaffings 
law was in tb:A refpeft ? for the ftatute of having received a Prtfent or bribe of 
only allows them ** to do in that behalf four lacks ol rupees from Kellerain and 
as they might have done before the Cullian bing, or me of them,' abouf 
** Aft was made.” It was true, that the month of Gftober 17S0, as a con- 
in a cafe decided in the Star Chamber, fideraticn for letting certain lands in 
ond reported in Noy, the Iheriff of Rahar in perpetuity, to the great injuiy 
Nottingham, who had given the offices of the Haft India Company, 
of gaoler and bailiff to his fervants. There certainly, his Lorclfliip faid, 
who fold them, and gave him the mo- was no evidence to fix the receipt 
Dey, was indifted for fo duing j and of this Prefent, or of tlie c.ihoole.it or 
exception being inkrti that lie could engagemen' V r the Prefent, at the pc- 
not be lined, oot that it bting an of, ri.vl mentioned in the Chaijp. On the 
fence created by the fiatucc lie could contraoy, rhe evidence carries it to a 
only be piinifliLd as the Ai'l prefenbed, later period. 

the Court held he might 'ne fined, for The evidence proves, that in the 
that it w.is ,'f', andacriiiie.it Month of July ly-lo Raj.i Ktlieram 

common law. But ixcept that deci- was permitted by the Patna Council ta 
fion, which had nc\cr been followed or go to Calcutta, at the dcfire of Mr. 
adopted by any authority fince, there Kafungs. On the i-ph of Nr.vcmber 
was no calc ir> Lc foim.l in tlie IJcoks *7 'Vj, the (.Ifoeinor-General prefeiits 
to warrant fu* li .I doCtiine. 'i'hat caje, to the oo.ird an ar.tee from MHhaE.ija 
however, as far .o. it went, was an ati- Cull .in Sing, with propolals for rent- 
thoriry to ihtw, trrit if the matter in inp-' c Provinct of Kaltar. tie rccom- 
rjurilion were- .1 j.cm I ,’-rreartd oliuiice, nu . to Vn’. Fiancis and Mr-Whelcr, 
as III his opinion it ly \\. i, there the two .’vjtn'.ers prelcnt, the accept- 
could be no pn reeding or j'ldgnifi'r a.ice of thefe propofals. Nothing fur- 
npon it but uiuicr the ftainte. He rliei at>p,.,.rs to have been done at tliat 
would next thcrelore proceetl to c\a- ineoto’g of the Board. 

TTiinc the fever '1 remaining Prefents in On t!vc i^thof December a letter is 
charge, .and how tar they were laam- read frem the Council of Patna, iri 
tainablc under the provifions of the whlrli they ftate that they have con- 

cliitlod a feiileincnt, fubieft to the ap¬ 
probation of the Supreme Council, 
winch is more advantageous than any 
Sing, the Commons had exprtiily Ictilement made for many years paft. 
charged that Mr. Haftings took that The Secretary is immediately ordered 
juoney as a confidcration for letting to draw out a comparative view of the 
them certain lands in perpetuitv, to two fettlements, viz. the propofals from 
the great injury of the Piaft India Com- the Patn.a Council, and from Maha Ra- 
■pany.—In the cafe of Munny Begum ja Cullian Sing, 
and Nondcoinjir, the Commons charge On the igth of December the Sc- 
tbat he took bribes for brokage and ap- cretary prefents it; and it appears 
|)oiatrfient5 to offices. In thefe inftan- from the coniparifon that Cullian Sing’s 
CCS the Charges are accurately draw'n, propofals arc more advantageous than 
and it is hot true, that Articles of Im- thotie fent down by the'Patna Council • 
pcnchnient have generally been loofejy the former are therefore accepted. Kcl .5 
or inaccurately drawn. ' On the con- leram, the Naib or Deputy of Cullian 
trary, they have had ail that le^l Sing* being called, declares his inafter’s 


Itatute, or lupportea ui point or 
proof. 

In the cafe of Kellerara and Cullian 
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•ITcnt to the eoRfUr’inns. Khclats arc 
ordered forCu'ilian Sing and Killcramf 
and the Patnt Council are informed 
that the fctilcmciu k concluded with 
Culliaa Sing. 

The fnnn’id was made mocurery ; 
a term which the Cemnons call a grant 
in perpetuity ; but, nr. Cords, (.'onti- 
nued Lord Thurlow), •. c know pirccife- 
ly what a mocurery tenure is, and how 
very different indeed it is from a grant 
in prrtiLMiity. It was a grant to Cul- 
lian Sing, which mull have expired at 
his death at all c\ent^; but it was only 
to continue in force ft) long as his kilts 
were regularly paid, and I'o long as no 
opprclhons were cxerciiod on the in¬ 
habitants. He was not permitted to 
claim as a right any deduflions from 
his ftipulalcd p'lymeihs, either for 
drought, inundations, or tlic ravages of 
enemies. If any dedudliuns were al¬ 
lowed hereafter, they were to be re- 
ccived as indulgences. Lcafes in per- 
pctuliy are indeed «6'.y granted through¬ 
out Bengal, tlie rents are on no account 
to bo increafed, but to remain invaria¬ 
ble fa long as the prefent holders of the 
land and their heirs ihall pay tlie rents 
as fettled in the year 1791. H'lw it 
» could be injurious to the intcrclls of 
the Kail India Company for Mr. Haft- 
ings to att upon a principle intinitcly 
Ihort of that which has fince been 
adopted by the Company and the 
JCing's Miiiifters, I cannot eafiiy con- 
. ccive. 

There is a ftrance inaccuracy runs 
through the whole of the Managers 
obfervations on this Charge. They 
firtt offered evidence to Ihew the iinfit- 
iiefs of Ivelleram, as a renter of lands; 
yet the Icafe was in the name of Cnl- 
lian Sing. They ne.xt produce evi- 
deuce to Ihcw that a leale was granted 
to Kclleram; the evidence proves that 
it was granted to Ciillian Sing, a man 
of very confidtrablc rank, and fon to 
^aha Raja Siitahroy, who enjoyed the 
jame unlimited power, as Naib Dewan 
of Baiiar, which Maheuned Reza Cawn 
pofiellVd in Bei'gd under the govern- 
mciiTs of LordCuve, Mr. Verelft, and 
Mr. Cartier. 

Your Lcrdfiiips would not permit 
CvidLncc to be given beyond the point 
to which I am now arrived. The Ma¬ 
nagers W’n'ed to prove that lielleram 
fell inic great b.iianccs ; but there was 
nothing charged agalnft Mr. Hahiiiiis 
to which evidence toMV.eh a point could 
apply ; and here the whole evidence as 
to ihc letting of the uads Jlops. It is in 


fubftance, that MaUa Raja CulHan Sinjf 
having offered to rent part of the pro. 
vince of Bahar, on terms more .idvan- 
tageoQS to the Company by nearly two 
lacks of rupees a-ycar than thole of¬ 
fered to the Patna Board, the Gover¬ 
nor-General and Council accepted the 
terms of the former- It is luit to fic 
believed that the Managers, or thofc 
whom they employed to draw the Ar- 
tie'e..,would have (iniiticd to charge tliat 
in tile cud flit- Company loft eonlidcra- 
biy bv this Icalc.p' ovided the fatl were 
Co Ncitlitr your Lordihips nor the 
Managers arc ciunpetcnt to encer imp 
an examination of an intricate detail of 
Indian revenues, though we can all 
comprelitnd the rel'uir. I ccrtjiuly 
have fe>:u a paper pre(cuti.d to the 
Houle of Commons fiom the India 
ll)ule, by wlurh it appe.irs, that under 
CiiiLian Sing’s kafe of two years, lie 
paid more money into the Patna trea- 
iuiy by very nc..i fixty ihouiar.d pounds 
llerling, than was paid in under the 
felileinents formed f-ir the two yeais 
preceding by tbe P.itna Council. With 
this evidence in the Managers pofl'..l- 
fton, it would have been a very iifeicls 
attempt to carry the Art'clc further. 

I come next, niy Lords, to coufider 
the evidence vs’.iichthe Managers have 
offered relative to the cabooleat, and 
the nioiu-y atUislly received upon it. 
The t'.rft document to tliis point is the 
account inclofed in Mr. Haftings’s let¬ 
ter of the 2 2d of May 1782, It au- 
pcars tliar on the 26th of April 1781, 
the I'um of two lacks thirty-two thou- 
fand rupees wes paid into the treafury 
by the order of Mr. Ilaltings under the 
head of Durbar Charges: tiiat is, Mr. 
Haftings ailiniis the receipt of a 
Prelent to futh an amount, on the 
Company’s account. From tlie mo¬ 
ment the money was fo paid in, it be¬ 
came the Company’s property,and Mr. 
Haftings could not intcrlcre with it. 
The running treafury account, on 
which this receipt was entered, came 
to the India Houfc in the.month of 
July 1782, and did not attraft the at¬ 
tention of the Direftors, On the 16th 
of March 1784., as I have already [fa¬ 
ted to your Lordihips, the Dire£fors 
defircd Mr. Haftings to inform them af 
what periods the fcvcral fums were re¬ 
ceived which made the aggregate of 
the account inclofed in his letter of the 
iid of May 1781. Mr, Haftiiiss, un- 
able to give a complete anfwer to this 
queftion from Cheltenham, referred 
them to Mr, Larkins j but the Direc. 
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tors, ratlsficc!, as it fliould fccm, with 
the general information which Mr. Hail 
ings hrd given them, enquired no farther; 
but Mr. lialhngs wrote to Ttir. 

Lark ins VO fend to the C.'li iirm.tn the only 
memorandum r,;hic;i he had ,v tr po.Telfcd 
that could throw a I'vntivee upon the 
•fubjeft. Hedidloj and i/your Loithivips 
avill turn to thcev'dtiiceyt,u will find Mr. 
Laikins's letter, dated the 5ih ol Au,:'ul. 
^786, and an account actominnying 
ceitaiiilv vcy locfe and iriipei f<dt. h n 
beyond all doLib tliat to wlticlv Mr. I* >it. 
ings alluded, as the dniy lucinuiui diim 
be-ever pofli iilil; and it g.vve a clue to 
the Dn'edlor* to nvake Hny fiu fJtcr invef- 
figatjim they thought pioper. \'our 
Lotdfliips will always Ixa! 111 mind, that 
tins account was ttaujinuiMl b.r no oilier 
purpefe than to give a fuller anlwcr to a 
CjWellion put by the Diiedlois to Mr. 
Haftings on the rdth <>t Match i/ 3 .t, than 
be was able to give tltcm mcitly trom me 
moiy at Chekenham. Tlvc Managers, 
by treading it, have m.vde it cviileoct. 
From tills account tlifi it app ai.-, that 
betvseen theziH of N.aich and the z6ii) 
wf April 17S1, tlie fum of two kicks and 
twenty ihouland licc.i ruprc's was icccivcd 
from r.stna, and that on the 26th of 
Ajird two lacks of licca 1 upccs were paid 
to Mr. Crottes, the fiib-ireafiner. If 
there was no other cvidettc ., tlvis account 
Would he ahioluiily utiiiitiliigihic j hut 
comicdling it with hii. I.ai kins's evi- 
<!crce, and the note at the foot of the 
acciuu.t, It appeals very clear tliat a ca- 
booleat or obligation tor four lacks of 
rupees had been enieied into; that upon 
this cabooltat two lacks were paid into 
the treafury by Giiiifa (»ovind Sing, and 
er.lcitd by tlieord is or Mr. Haitings un¬ 
der the head ( f Hu.'oar Oiarges, tliat is, 
as I h.we ali cady dated to your Lordlhips, 
a Pic-leiU received by the tioveinor Gene, 
lai on the O'mp ny’s Hccount. There is 
net a fli..dow of cvivlcnce to wan ant a 
futpiiion that Ml. llallings hinilclt ever 
recc-iv,(l one I upce upon this eaboolcat, or 
upon that of Dinagt pore, which, though 
not in charge, 1 have expliioed as fully 
as th' fvi'Iciice periiiitted me to ticpl.iii it 
on a former day ; I iminion it ayaiii, 
bccaufe vlu Managers have oblcrved, that 
tint cabooicats tiom Patna and Dinage- 
pore wcie for four lacks each j that is, 
■ m all, eighty ihrnland pounds, of which 
4iiily the one hall li.is been paid to the 
C'fcinp'my. The fail nniloubicdly is fo j 
blit the Cemmons, ih»ugh in pofi’cllion 
oTaJTthc evidence th y new have, two 
months beloic they iIitw this Aiticle, 
luve nut niaue it iiiatui of charge, that 


llicte balances. If there had been any 
ground to fufpedl that thefe balances Ivid 
really been paid into the h.iiids of Mi. 
iJalliiigs, or into the hands of any perfon 
in tiult for him, 1 fliould imagine that the 
pel Tons wIk) diew out the Aiticles would 
have chaigc-d the fail exprrflly : as the 
cafe now Itaiuis, it reds upo,-i his own 
foleniii declaraiion, that he has accounted 
for every iiipee that came into h s hands ; 
and it c.uii.ot lie believed foi one moment, 
th.it In- woii'd have dcfirc-d Mr. Laikins 
to lend to the Ch.iiinnn' the only ine- 
iiiOi.ir.duin exi(ii..g, from which it could 
be knov. ,1 tiuic was any balance, if he 
had put a fir.gk rupee of it into his own 
pocket. 

'I’lie Ni'hle and Learned Lord lias laid 
a crniiclciabif dtils on the luinour gene¬ 
rally pit vailing of a Piel'eni given to Mr. 
li.iUings by Cullian Sing and Kcllerain. 
He h.'s rifciied youi Lordfliips to the 
eiideiicf of Mr. Young, Mi. Mooic, 
aiiil Ml. Audulbn, Mr. Young depoltd, 
that the 1 uiuoiir was vciy general, and that 
in IXccmbtf 1780 be hcaid a fpecific him 
nicinioiicd, four lacks of mpees. Mr, 
Mooie lay", he heard that the money was 
paid 111 Oftoher 1781, which mull be a 
inid.ikc. Mr. Andeifun fwears that lie 
hcaid live fame iiimour in December 1780, 
and I am lure it mult have been fiom 
mere accident that th.e Noble and Leai ned 
Lord (uidcfs he has been mified by his 
lyilatus) uinitietl to ftate the mod mate.. 
rial pait ol Mr. Andeifon's evidence— 
the part which, in my minil, is decilivc 
upon the i|u Jtion. Mr. Anderii 11 fwcai s 
that in May 1781, having again heard this 
lumour, and thinking it very inconftilent 
with the character of Mr. liailings, he 
mentioned the icpoil to him. Mi. Hall., 
ings immedtately told him, not to m.'ke 
liimfclf uiie.ily, or to give hiinlcdf any con. 
cern about wii.i': lie had lieard; foi whatever 
I'ums had been vcce’vcd, had been ac¬ 
counted for to the Comp.iny ; that he 
thought it light to take money in that 
way at the t>me the Company was in fuch 
great ciitiiifs, and it might not have been 
procuieJ in any other way. The Mana¬ 
gers did not chiile to purkie this exami¬ 
nation fuitlier, and they have adduced 
no evidence fiom which your Loidihips 
can conclude that the money might havp 
been received publicly, as a pelliculh or 
niizzerana, on behalf of the Cnnip.any. 
1 proti-fs iTiyfelf to be uticily ignorant of 
the manners and cuiloins oi the ])cople of 
Indii; but as this tellirnony fioin Mr. 
AndcTfon leinains unconir.adifUd, and as 
Mi. ilaltiiigs hiiuklf has laid in a letter 

piu- 
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produced by the Managers, the four- 
** CCS tVom which ihefe leliefs to the pub- 
** 'lie fervice have come, would never 

have yielded them pnbl.clv j’’ I am 
bound to believe that this is the true (late 
of the faft, and tint the renters and Ze¬ 
mindars of Fatna, Djnagcpoie, and Nnd- 
deah, fiom whom Mr. Halling« privately 
received near fixty thoui'and pounds in 
the years tySo and 17S1, would not have 
paid thoCe fums publicly to the Com. 
pany, had Mr. Haitirsgs <leclined to take 
them in the mode that they weic leally 
given. 

I am afraid I have already troubled 
your LoidHi'ps too long upon this 
Chaige; but I have been the meivpnrti- 
cular, becaul’c the Commons have cliarg- 
ed this money to have been leceived as a 
biibe, in confideration of craniinw a 
Jeale on inju.ioijs Iciins. Your Luid- 
fliips fee that tile money was paid by in- 
llaiincnts, betwcLii th'- iil't of Much and 
the 26th of A}>ril 1781, and on the lall- 
meniioned day it was paid into tlic fria- 
fuiy, as a Ptefent KCv.ived by IVlr. Ilatl- 
ings on tlie Conipany’s account. As he 
appeals to have received tlie money Irdcly 
foi the Company, as theie is nothing like 
evidence to piove that he at any time in* 
tended to take tliisnirury for liiinfelf, and 
as upon the face of the agicemcnt with 
C'llliiin bing it ..pj'eais that he was bound 
to the p.-i?oiinance <.f eery condition 
which could be recniiivd (mm him, fcir 
ihe advantage both of the (ionijiany and 
the people, and as liis pi.'jioi.ils weie 
more advantageous tlian tliole uanimitted 
by thePaina Council, I am clc.irlyof ofM- 
niun that the Chaige has not b:en nude 
good. On the Chaige called biiindo'ilcil’s 
Piefcnt, tliL'ie will fcajeely l;c ad.ilcicnce 
of opinion. 

Mr. Hallings is next accufed of hiving 
received a Pisllnt of ten ur.ks ot u.i; cs 
front the Nabob of Oiidc in the ni<'' 'ii ol 
Scptenihcr 1781 j and as inar..-i of ag¬ 
gravation, It was Ifaicd, that the Nabob 
was in great pecuniary (ii«ti rfs dt tlictiriie, 
and deeply in debt to tlie iial't India Coin- 
pany. The Chaige in tills pait alio is 
very inaccurate; for the evidence adduced 
by the Manageis proves, that above one 
third of tins IVcIcnt wis made by the 
Nabob's Miniilcis. It Is by no ir.e.ms 
proved that the Nabob was in a Itate of 
gicat pcciimaiy dillrcfs ; tlint his public 
Anancts wcie in sery gicat dilbrdcr, and 
that they had been fo from 1775 to 17S1 
is out ot all queltioii ; but if your Loid- 
Ihips will look to the cot refpondence of 
the levcral Reiid.eius, you vuli r-s*, tlut 
next to the diiuidcts occalioned t<y ihe 


Begum withholding the public treafurea 
fiom the public fcrvice, the dirticffcs of 
the Nabob’s govermnent were owing to 
the very large fiim that he required for 
his privy puil'e. It is in evidence that in 
the economy of his houlehold he would 
neither permit his Mlnifters nor the Bii-, 
tiAi Relident to iiitcifcie. A Soveteign 
may he very licli when the State is poor j 
and I tliink it is much murcpiobable that 
the Nabob hiuifelf was in very affluent 
ciicumilancec, than in a liatc of gieat 
pecuriii^ry diltrefs. But the qiieltion for 
your Lordlhips to confider will be, Wlie- 
iher, under all the ciiciimll.ances.uf the 
cafe, it was ciiminal in Mr. Hailiiigs ti> 
reciivc a Pit lent of ten lacks of rupees^ 
and to apply it as he did to the Compa¬ 
ny’s Icrvite ? In this, as in every other 
iiillance of the Pieleiits, Mr. Mailings 
affbids the Man.igus all the infoimation 
that they have given to youi Loidfliips. It 
ap)ie-ars then, tliat between the iithand 
lylh of Septtii.ber I; 3 1, Mr. Mailings 
received fiom the Nabob and his Mmil- 
tcis a Piefent of ten Licks ot lupces, 
ef tlie ciirreiicv of Ouile, in bills. It 
appeal sallo, that the fiift payment upon 
thele bills was made in Of^lnber, and that 
in the iiiomh ot Maith 4782 the wliole 
linn vv.ts ceived. It appeals ailo hjr 
the letter from Mr. Hrdliiigs 10 the Di^ 
icclois, tinted the lotli of J.uuiaiy 1782, 
from Patnn, tli.it fiicli luins as to tliat 
time had been rccciVed, were expended in 
tlie public leiiici, and Mr. MalfingS 
allures the Diiecluis tliat the leiTiaining 
lums dull l)c lb (.iiij'loved. 'Phe ulthnatc 
r.ppropiia'ion of tins Frelenl he left en- 
tiiely to than } adding, that if they ad- 
judi-c It to iiim, he Ihali receive it will* 
graf'ude. 'i'he Diiei-lois had the power 
to do It, in the lame manner that they 
gave the Picl'.-nt lioin Siijah Dowlali to 
the Anil). 'J'hey might have given the 
N.iivdo Cl > lilt fui it, as taken in paic 
pi) merit of i'lsrlebt to the Company ; or 
they hid the pov.ei to do, wliat in cfFcdl; 
tl’.ey ilid—they took it for the Comp.any. 

ivly Lords.tor a Picfeiit lecvived under 
Ibcli ciicuinllat.cc'i, lb applied as this was, 
and lb ultimately appiopriaied by the 
Kalt India Company, Mr. liatlings Ins 
been ciiininally accule f, and your J-ord- 
Aiips are now to deiei mine bis f mil or hu 
iioioreiicc. The eviilencc upon ihia 
Ch'ug ' lies in a veiy iiaiiow ci,m,>’‘ls in¬ 
deed, though It li.'iS I'eiii bi.Hiict.e,! <ait 
v<iy nnn> cell'll lb , 1 tliink, by ihe Nla- 
r.ageis, who at the coir.mei.cii.aiii of 
tlitii evidence miLlertook to pi ve that 
Mr. Ildiinjib Iri.l wi.iico a L.llr ilj.-eiiicitt 
to the Uiiectojs ou the A.tn '-f J *mj try 
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t78^* when he declared* that though he 
had accepted the Preieiit in Sept. 1781, 
and had expended fuch (iims in the p ib- 
lic fervice aa he had received, it had up 
to the date of his letter been in part unly 
and tardity realixed. What polfible envl 
it could anfwer to Mr- Haflings to make 
ilich an ailertiun, if it weie not true, I can¬ 
not conceive j ami all the time that was 
fpent in attempting to prove the ad'ertion 
tSlle, appears to me to have been very 
ufeltiUy wailed. If the Noble and 
Learned Lord had not alluded alfo to this 
circumllancc, I fhould not have noticed 
k at all. 

(ThfeLord Chancellor whifpered acrofs 
the table that there was anol'.er exprcdion 
in the letter, “ a Prefeiit of the nominal 
** ’'alue of ten lacks,” which, coupled 
wiri’. ihe words tardJy realized, had at- 
trafled his attention.) Lord ThurK>vv 
proceeded : I am much obliged to the 
Noble and Learned Lord for his cxpl ina- 
tion, but I am tlill as much at a hd'-. as 
ever to divine his meaning. Tlie nominal 
value? My LonU, tlie e-xpicirion is 
highly propel. Mr. li.iftings in Sep¬ 
tember letcived a Prclent of ten lack') of 
Omle ficcaiiipees. Tliatwas the ;;<?;/«- 
Hal ’value. It was made in bill<, and 
when thole bills were tiiriic’d itito c.nh, 
and that calh hi ought into Ben ;ai t\n - 
rency, then the rial Vidue w.nild l>e 
known; and it appears in cviiience, tliit 
the Pielent netted im lacks thiitt-tiiice 
•tlioiii'anil rupees and a tr.n^tiun, a!i utt ore 
biindred and three tlioiilaiul pounds. The 
meaning of the words “ nominal va- 
** luc” cannot be iiiilondcill.ioo. by any 
Noble Loid who will exciciie his own 
judgment. 

If the Learned Manager [Mr. An- 
STP.U'i HER 3 who allei iCil that before the 
aofli ot January i7St. the whole ot this 
J’rclent had been itccivcd, e.\ct pt a finall 
balance, could have piovcd tins afn.rtioii 
ti lie, i know not to what ulo he could 
have applied a fa6l fo prov..>l. 

But, niy Loids, it has Inppciud in this, 
as 111 lu many oilier inllai.cer, that Mr. 
Irldliigs i» completely juliilicd by the 
proi’ecu O' s e\ idence. 

Adi. Wrij,ht fiom the IndiaIloufe pro¬ 
duced the Bengal Gencul Journal lor 
the yen i /Si 1783. All the Idergal an- 
inia. .iccoiint'. commence on il.e ilt of 
• ftiay ot on • year, ami dole on the 3cth 
lit Api d 01 im rest year. Tins 
lai Jobin.d rc.‘nt.'.'r<ed an account ot the 
payment ot ihe Nabob’s lh-/lcnt, and it 
appeared that in Odober, November, and 
JJ.ccii.bcT 1781, a part ot this Pielent 
had b.en paid, not a hall oi the who It. 


Your Lordfhips will agice therefore, that 
the exprclfion of Air. Halfings, “ up to 
“ this period of lime,” was very correft. It 
fuither appears, that in Junuaiy 1783 the 
film of foul lacks fifty-nine tnoufand fe- 
ven tumdicd and iweniy-feven rupees and 
a fia£liun was leccivcd, and the balance, 
which was feventy thoufand rupees, was 
completely liquid ited in the two following 
months. Bur, my Lords, after all this 
trouble had been taken, it was to no ptir- 
pofe ; for though the Manager pfroftlTedly 
called Mr. Wright to prove that ihisPre- 
fent, except a fmall balance, was a£liiaily 
received prior to the zotli of January 
lySz, and though he peifufcd to the laft 
in idferling that the faff was piovcd, yoiii* 
I.oidfiiips, who jndge fiom evidence, will 
fee that the account pioves nothing. Mr. 
Wright could not t-ll )tou fionihisjoiirnat 
on what day in Janinry the great payment 
was made,and yonr Loidlhip';, as impartial 
jiidpts, will lather believe it was fiibfe- 
qneiit to the sctli of Jamiaiy than prior 
to that day j though, from too much zeal, 
too much pH aidice, or too lliile attention 
to the caufe, the Managers thought proper 
to afT’rt wl.it tliey could not jirovc. . To 
the Ciiaige i i. 11 the poiiit i; not of the 
Im i.'lift c.iiili . 01 c:m I'le iiigenui- 

\) ol m.ui ri.nc-ive .)ny end that conJJ 
inve been .ittsn.ed 'oy tlie trarifii.iiiu;ii to 
tiif. Diieilois of I.) lilly a f.i.:’h ioJ, as 
t!ie AJaimgtis hive imputed to iMr. II d- 
lings. ILr, iiiv Leads, the pro.b.iflion 
of this Gei'Cial Joiirn.il tor the pnipofs 
t!'..it i liivelf-'.eii, has pl.iceii a imce tif 
evidence I'l tii- Ap|u'iidix to the Minutes, 
tii.it fir'kes tlie N'.blc and Li..ine)l Lord 
in a jioii.t of view fo uncon.iiiuM, tli.it iha 
jM.inagtis, with ail tlieir fag.iC)ty, liava 
not feeii it ill the fame hglit. 

By tinning to it, your Lordfliijis will 
fee tli.at Mr. Wright, aher he had piodiu 
ced the (icncial Join iial that I have al- 
rc.atly meiitu.ned, w.ts alkcd it the book 
cotita-nt d an account ot the expendituic 
.is well as of the iccc.pt of the Nabob’s 
Piefcnt. He laid it did—and he read le- 
vcral items of the expenditure. Accoidi 
ing to yonr Lordfhips rule, the whole ac¬ 
count of the expenditure as well as the 
receipt was enteied in the Appendix/ 
Kcleiring to this account, tlie Noule and 
Learned Loid fays, that Mr llalfiiigs 
appeals nut to have atcoinited for one 
lack and a half of rupees of the Nabob's 
Pit-lent, and that ihere are among the dif- 
buifemeiits four lacks fent to the Refident 
ol Ifeii.aics, which fums might have been 
puiil back again to Air. Hafiings. I 
piofefs, iry Lortls, I was very much 
aituiiillred indued to hear fuch a icmaik 
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from fueli a qiiarter. In the firft place, It 
applies to no matter in charge. It does 
nor even apply to any obiervation that 
fell from the Managers, who did not call 
Mr. Wright in uider to enquire about 
the balance, but to prove the unimportant 
faft that I have alieady too much enlarged 
upon. The ground now taken by the 
Noble and Learned Lord could not pofli - 
hly have occurred to Mr. Haftings or to 
his Coiinli;! j but your Lordfhips, by 
turning to the Appendix, will fee the cale 
in a moment. It contains the Durbar 
accounts of Mr. Haliings for one com¬ 
plete year, 1781-2. The nature of this 
account 1 will endeavour to explain. The 
Govcinor-General is eiitrufted with a va- 
rifiy of public diiburfemcnts, independent 
of the Boaid—Itcret Ici vices—the pay 
and enteitaininent of foieign Minilters— 
pielento—kellauts, &c. To meet thefe 
dilbuifcments the Governor-General ap¬ 
plies to the Council for money, w liich he 
cannot receive but by their order on the 
treafuiv} for though Mr. Haftings re¬ 
ceived Prefents while he was abfent from 
Calcutta, and gave the Company ctedit 
for them, yet when in Calcutta lie paid 
all his Piefents into the tieaiuiy, from 
whence he conKI not draw them again. 

^ It appears then by the Dm bar account 
in the Appendix, that between the iff of 
IMayiy?! and the 30th of Apiil 1782 
Mr. Hailings received the I'uin of hticcn 
lacks twenty-two thouland feven hundred 
anif forty-fix rupees and a fra£lion. OF 
this I'tim only fifteen thoufand lupees was 
reciived from the tiealury. The lemain- 
(ler confiilcd of the Pi efents that he re¬ 
ceived, or money botrowed at Benares 
.and from the Relident at Oude. His ex¬ 
penditure for the public feivice iri the 
lame period is ihitteen lacks feventy-eight 
thouland one hundred and twenty-fix ru¬ 
pees and a fraflion. This, youi Lord- 
lliips obferve, leaves a balance of neatly 
a lack and a half of rupees in liis hands, 
belonging to the Covipany. If a ful- 
picion had even been hinted during the 
trial that this balance was unaccuuiited 
for, he moft undoubtedly would have 
produced the Durbar account for the next 
yeat j and the fiift article entered in May 
I782 would have been this lack and a 
half as againll Mr. Ballings. 1 had the 
buriofity to look at the Durbar accounts 
down to the lit of February 178$, when 
he quitted India, and 1 find tlut they are 
exaaly balanced. 

I believe, my Lords, I have now men¬ 
tioned all the evidence that is of any mo- 
Part VIII. 


ment in the three Charges j I mean thfc 
Prel’ents from Patna, Nundolol, and tlfe 
Nabob-Vizier. They arc all, ftn6lly 
fpeaking, of the fame defeription. They 
were all received by Mr. Ballings, as he 
flates, for the Company, at a period of 
great public diftrefs: they were all en¬ 
tered in the treafury books under the head 
of Durbar Charges, that is, Pi efents re¬ 
ceived by Mr. Haflings on the Compa-. 
ny’s account. Phut they have been 
faithfully applied to the public fervice is 
not to be difpiited, and, in iny judg¬ 
ment, there is nothing in the evid' nee that 
can induce, your Lordfltips to believe he 
leceived thefe Prel'ents coiruptly; that is, 

1 cuinot think we arc warranted, cither 
by evidence or by fair inference, to believe 
that to be true whicli the Managers lb 
lirenuonlly urged—I mean, iny Lords, 
that at the lime iliefe Pt efents weic receiv¬ 
ed, Mr. Hallings did intend to take 
them to himl'elf, though he afterwards 
changed his intentl.ir.s, and gave them to 
the Companv. If in my coiifcience 1 
dtew fitch a conclufton, or if 1 thought 
that for a Jingle moment he entertained 
fuch an idea, I ihould at once pronounce 
him Gui/ty. 

The Patna Prefent, as yojr Lordfltips 
will recollc£l, was paid into the public 
t 'C-iliiry on the r6thof April 1781, un¬ 
der the head of Dm bar Charges, ib that 
Ml. Haliings liatl no longer any concern 
with it. He could not draw the money 
out of (he treafury again, and the receipt 
appe..rs by the treafury books vi'liich ar¬ 
rived in Engl.ind in July 1782. The two 
Prefents fioin the Nrbob and Nundolol 
were accounted for in the manner that ( 
have alteady dated to y.our Lordfhips, 
while he was abli-nt front Calcutta. 

The Prefent from NobkifTcn, which is 
the only one remain-ng, (lands upon a 
ground fomtwhat dilLrer t} fur tliuiigit it 
was certainly receive i for the B ill India 
Company, and the 'ippiopiiution of it 
was left completely in their power, yet it 
was attended, in the mode of receipt, 
with circumftances which do difliuguiflt it 
fiom the other receipts of Prelenis. In 
fo far I peifeftly agree with the Noble 
Earl (Mansfield), whofe opinions I 
am at ail times difpofed to coniider 
with the utmofl attention. The 
Noble Earl conceives that each re-^ 
ceipt of a Prefent by Mr Ballings was a 
breach of the law, but that the known 
and urgent neceffities of the Public at 
the time the Prefents were received, 
and their appropriation to the relief 
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of thofe n^ceilities, juftified the receipt 
of every Prefent^ except the laft. In 
the 'left inftanee the INoble Earl fays, 
that Mr. Hafiings took the money, if 
not for hU own ufe» certainly for his 
own conveniency. 

The Charge fets forth, that in the 

? ^ear 1785 Mr. Haftings Bril fraudu- 
entfy folicited as a loan from Nob- 
kiSen the lum of three lacks of,ru» 
pees ; that he afterwards corruptly re- 
*tained it as a gift or Freient, under the 
pretence of difcharging certain expenccs 
which he had no authority to incur ei¬ 
ther before or Bnce,and that he'hasnot 
produced fiifHcient vouchers, to juftify 
his charges. 

The Managers, on firft opening it, 
declared that they fhould oiler no evi» 
dencc upon it :—Ex ere rMothejuftiBca- 
tion or condemnation ihall proceed : In 
the pTogrefs ef the trial, however, fur¬ 
ther evidence was given by the Mana¬ 
gers, and I will endeavour to Bate to 
your Lordihips the refuli of the whole, 
as it Brikes my mind. 

Mr. HaBings fays, that in 1783, be¬ 
ing in want of money for his private 
expences, owing to the Company not 
having caih in their treafury to his 
falary, he borrowed three lacks of ru¬ 
pees from NobkiiTen. 

I will take the liberty to call your 
attention to the evidence- adduced by the 
Managers, in order to prove the falfe- 
hood of this alTertion. It is the more 
neceflary, becaufe thelioble and Learn¬ 
ed Lord has cxpreBed his furprife that 
the Governor-Genera) Biould have any 
arrear of falary due to him, and in 
fuch a manner as to convey an idea 
to your Lordfliips, that the Noble and 
Learned Lord very much doubted 
whether a Governor-General could 
fuffer his falary to run in arrear. I 
admit it to be an extraordinary cafe. 
FoBibly Mr. HaBings conceived that 
when the different armies in India 
were enduring the deepeft diBrefa for 
ikeir fubBBence, when the officers had 
coined their plate to fupMrt their 
foldiers as toig as they could be fup- 
' ported by fuen a refeurce, and when 
the civil eftablidimcnts were 'many 
months in arrears, it would not be very 
decent or laudable in him to exert the 
influence which his ftation certainly 
'"gave him in order to be paid in cafli, 
month by month. Of. the faft 'your 
Lordfliips can have no doubt, fince rile 
Mt^agers in this, as in fp jnany other 


infiances, have effeiftuaUy juflified Mr. 
HaBings by the evidence .which they 
produced. Whether your Lor^ips 
are to give credit to the Managers for 
an extraordinary degree of candour, or 
to believe that thofe prejudices which 
naturally attach upon profecutors have 
perverted their judgement, or whether 
they have truBed the produdlion of 
their evidence entirely to their Agents, 
and were as ignorant as your Lordfliips 
of its contents until read at your bar, 

I know not, nor is it of much moment 
to us to difeovt-r ; but,'•by turning to 
your Minutes, your Lordlhips will find 
an account of all the payments made to 
Mr. HaBings under the head of Ssijiry 
ill the year 1783. You will fee that 
he did not receive the falary 'due to him 
for January, until the month of Au- 
guB : fo that in truth he was feveu 
months in arrear until that payment 
was made. Your Lordlhips will fee 
that his falary for February and March 
was paid in September, not in calh but 
by transfer j that is, by a treafury or¬ 
der, or paper, which might indeed be 
turned into calh, at the difeount of the 
day ; and I oclieve thofe transfers at 
that time iiurc a difeount of ten or 
twelve per cent. The account is con-- 
tinned 3 and yuiir Lordlhips will fee,- 
if you take tin. truub'e to turn to it, 
that in the whole of the year 1783, 
Mr. HaBings received but one month’s 
falary in calh ; that was for the month 
of January, and it was paid to him in 
AuguB. 

The next point is, my Lords, that 
Mr. HaBings dcBred Nobkiifen to call 
upon him tor a bond properly filled 
up ; but a& he was going to execute 
it, NobkjlTen requefied him rather to 
accept the money, than to execute 
the bond. . He neither, as he fays, ac¬ 
cepted nor refufed the Prefeiit, and 
his mind remained fufpended until he 
went to Lucknow in 1784, when he 
determined to accept the Prefent for the 
Company. 

This is the account given by Mr. 
HaBings to the Houfc, of Commons, 
and the Hoble and Learned Lord fays 
it muB betaken as the true Bate of the 
tranfadlion. It was written by him- 
felf, he fays, is very fliort, >Bnd in- 
volves in it litt^ of argument or de. 
tail. On the mint of fa£t 1 wilh to fei 
the Noble and Learned Lord right: 
It IS clearly in .proof that this part 0? the 
Deflcncc of Ms, Haftinga was not written 
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Iky himfeif, but by a gentleman of the 
name t>f Saber { and your Lordlbipa, by 
refernng to the evidence of Mr. Scott* 
Vriiich IS very full and diflinft, will ob- 
ferve, that the general introdufiion, the 
charges called the Rohilla war, and the 
Kng’s tribute, were all that Mr. Haft- 
ings wrote himlelf. 1 mention this in or¬ 
der to account for the very loofe, general, 
and inaccurate manner In which the 
tranfaSion is related. Undoubtedly, if 
we had had no other evidence, I ftiould 
not think any Noble Lord determined im- 
moMrly if he concluded th'«i in fa.£t Mr. 
Haftings took the money from Nobkiflen 
without giving him any fecurity of any 
lEmd for It } but Mr. Larkins, whom the 
Managers themlelves examined at a veiy 
Confiderabte length to this point, clearly 
and diftin£lly told your Lordlhips that he 
knew there were two bonds at leaft exe¬ 
cuted ; that it was by no means ceitain 
that he himfelf was not a fubfcribiiig 
witnefs to thofe bonds; that be gave 
them, after Mr. Haftings had executed 
them, to a ftrcar of Cantoo Baboo's to 
carry them to Nobkiflen ; that thele three 
lacks of rupees were entered in the pri¬ 
vate books of Mr. Haftings as a loan, 
tor which bonds were granted j and that 
they remained in that Hate in his books 
until the month of Fcbriiaty 1784-, when 
he made an entry in the books to corref- 
pond exaftly with the letter which Mr. 
Haftings wrote in that month to the Court 
of Diiv 61 ors. From that time it became 
a Prefent made to Mr. Haftings, and ac¬ 
cepted by him for the Company.' He be¬ 
came accountable, confeiiuently, to them 
for this Prefent. 

There is no evidence from which your 
Lordlhips can conclude that Mr. Haftings 
' determined to take the money, until the 
moment he transferred it to the Company. 
That NobkiftTen was in poireftion of the 
bonds appears clear to me from Mr. 
Larkins's evidence i when they were re¬ 
turned to Mr, Haftings by Nobkiflen does 
not appear, though Mr, Larkins favs it 
was long after they were fent to him. 
There certainly is no ground to conclude 
that this loan was fraudulently folicited, as 
the Charge ftates, nor do I well compre¬ 
hend die meaning of the word here. Mr. 
Haftings borrowed money, and gave a 
legal fecurity for it. The party from 
whom the money was borrowed reiaiued 
pofltftion of that fecurity until he volnn- 
tarily lurrendered it. Mr. Larkins be- 
'lievtt that Mr. Haftinga borrowed this 
pioney to pay oipf uiher bcqkufcs 


lays the witnefs, Mr. Haftings was p■^> 
petuaily embariafling himfelf by doing 
ads of kindnefs to others. 

The latter part of the Charge it very 
material for your Lordlhips conftderadon. 
Mr. Haftings in efled is acenfed of con¬ 
vening this money to his own ufe under 
a f'alle pretence. It is faid that he had 
no authority to contra^ die expences 
which he oppofed to thefe three lacks, be¬ 
fore he made the charge upon the Cdnv 
pany; that he has had no authority lince; 
and that he has not produced fufiicient 
vouchers tp juftify him in making fuch n 
charge upon the Company. 

The dafe will ftand perfedlly clear, when 
fairly ftated from the evidence. Mr. 
Haftings admits, in February 1784, that 
he has in his hands three lacks of rupees, 
the property of the Company. He fub- 
mits to the juftlce of the Company cer¬ 
tain demands which he has upon them 
to the amount of thofe three lacks of ru¬ 
pees. My Lords, it depended ujonth; 
Company to allow them or net, as they 
pleafed. The nature of the demands is 
explained moft clearly. The accounts are 
minutely particular; and Mr. Haftings, 
fo far from afiedfing dilguife, very fairly 
and candidly tells die Company, that 
when thefe expences were incurr^, he 
had no idea of charging them to the Com¬ 
pany. His words are fo clear, and con¬ 
vey hit fentiments fo fully, that 1 will beg 
leave to read the remainder of the fentence 
from the letter itfelf: 

** Improvident for myfeif, sealous for 
*' the honour of my country and the 
“ credit and intereft of my employers, I 
<* feldom permitted any profjiieilt of fu- 
*• turity to enter into the views^ of my 
private concerns. lA the undifturbed 
*< exercife of the faculties which apper- 
** taflaed to the sftive feafon of my life* 

1 confined all my regards to my pub- 
lie charafler* and reckoned on a fund 
** of years to come for its duration, 

<* The inftrmities of life have finoe fuc- . 
ceeded, and I have lately received more 
than one fevere warning to retire from 
a feene to which my bodily ftrength if 
no longer etj^ual, and which threaten 
me with a con efponding decay in wbaf* 
ever powers of mind l once poileflM 
to difchai^ the labotioos. dudes and 
hard viciflStudes of my ftation. Widi 
this change in my condition l%lrcocr* 
pelled to depart from that liberal plaB 
which I tntginally adopted* ana to 
elirim fram your juftiee, tor you have* 
forbid ne to appnl to your generolity^ 
Bh a • tk 
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** the- <*ifclMrge of a debt which I can 
with the moft fcrupulous inlegjity-avcr 
«* to*lie juttly my due.” 

Your Lordihips will deteiipinet whe¬ 
ther in point of fa6t Mr. Hadint^s wrnt 
one ftep beyond what he hiinfeif dates : 
** I humbly fubinit (be fays in the fame 
.** letter) the propritty of cauying thefc 
**‘ expences to your accourt.” He clearly 
left it to the Company to allow them or 
Bot. Snppofe for a moment they had 
raid, •* You ought to have made thefe de- 
mands month by month. We will not 
** admit a contingent bill of fo.many 
** years ftanding.'’ In that event Mr. 
Hadings mud have repaid to -the Com¬ 
pany rhofe three lacks of rupees, their 
property, which lie rcuined in his hands. 
But the Charge adds, that he has had no 
authorityMy Lords, what is the 
period of time within which a demand, 
not objeAed to, diall be taken as fairly 
admitted ? The letter, with the account 
in Quedion, arrived in England in Sep¬ 
tember 1784. What were the Diredtors 
about ? What were the King's India 
Miniders doing ? A pointed leference, 
an appeal to the’r judice, was made by 
Mr. Hailings. It was their duty to have 
difaliowed thefe cli.nges immedi.tlely, if 
tltey wereimpr perly made.—|t was their 
duty to call fur vuucltfrs, or further in¬ 
formation, if further information was iie- 
celTary. By doing neitlter the one nor 
the other, they admitted tlie demands to 
be perfcAly fair and lealonable, and in 
effeh they audited the accounts. The 
Counfel of Mr. Hadings Irive proved 
that his fuccelTors have made iini'l..] char¬ 
ges, and upon laiher a larger tcale cf ex¬ 
pence ; that they have made them, 1 at’,- 
mit, wjfciy and pioperly, month by 
month, and have received the .amount as 
regularly as tlieir falaries. Hiid Mr. 
ladings afted with equal prudence and 
propriety, he not only would have been 
paid the full amount of the charge that 
he drew out in 178^1 but he would base 
hail a confiderabls benefit from the intered 
accruing upon the feveral fums m the 
cuuifc of fo many years. -- 

I have now gone through tliis very 
important article of iheChaige. I have 
dated the of the evidence as it 

ftrik.es my mind, and at a length which I 
ana afraid has too much trelpifled upon 
'Lordihips indulgence. On the lad 
cafe, that of-NobkilUn, your L^rddiips 
have had moie information from Mr. 
Lai kins than you poftl'cdtd before. He 
fatiafa&orily enough, 1 think, accounted 
for the eiabarratrmenta of Mr. HaUings, 


Jt might indeed very naturally excite f«r- 
prife, that a man, after peflefling the go¬ 
vernment of Bengal for fo many years, 
and who was not perfonally exjxmfive, 
dtould want at any time to borrow money. 

I tliink it rtfleets difcicdit on Mr. Had- 
ings ; I think it is the weak part of his cha¬ 
racter} and that he ought to have left 
Bengal fairly and hononrabiy podeflVd «f 
four hundred thoufand pounds from the 
known and allowed emoluments of his of¬ 
fice, .and the accumulating intered upon 
his fortune. Mr. Larkins has told you 
that he neyer could get MY..Hadings to 
attend to his private affairs, and he has 
toil! you alfo that he was perpetually em- 
bairailing himfclf by doing ads of kind- 
nefs to individuals. The Commons, it is 
tine, have charged that the feviralcrimi¬ 
nal :ids alledged in the Articles were dune 
with a view of acquiring for himfclf ex- 
oihitant wealth: but when his Counfel 
called the gentleman who managed his 
money affairs in England, on a joint 
truft with Sir Francis S>kes and Mr. 
Waller, and, when th.at gentleman dif- 
tindly dated the amount of his foitune at 
different periods, and wbc*n he further 
Rated ilmt he neiiber knew nor did he 
believe th.n Mr. Haftings remitted any 
money to England or to Europe except 
to I hale three gentlemen, the Manageis < 
did not think proper to aik him a Tingle 
q-iellion. Mr. Larkins, as your Lord- 
Ihips know, nia.iaged his money concirns 
ill India. He alio was examined at con- 
fidc|:..ble length on all other points by the 
Mjn.igers, except as to the amount of the 
piivate fuilui.eof Mr. Haftings. Your 
Lordthips tbeiefore can have no reafon 
fionilhc evidence to doubt the truth of 
i\Ii. Ililtings's reprefentation, that on 
coiifidenng the date of his fortune in 
February 17^4, he determined to fubinit 
to the Company the demand which he 
conceived to he juRly due to him, and at 
the fame time he determined to accept as 
a r relent wiiat to that moment he hacl 
cuniidered as a loan. How far Mr.Halt- 
ings affed dii£tly right in transferring 
to the Qimpqny a Prefent which 
from gratitude and pcrfonal attachment 
was made to himfclf, is not a mat¬ 
ter in charge, aiid therefpre I (hall not 
dwell at alt upon it. 1 have underdood 
that ^NobkilTen vyas the Ferfian preceptor 
of Mr. Hadings fo far -back as tlie year 
»7So> when they, were both verjr young 
meh} and that NobkiiTen was indebtea 
for hU elevation, his piefent high rank 
and great, fortune, to his early coonexloq 
vyith sVir. UalUngs, which introduced binq 

* 9 . 
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to the notice of Lord Clive, during 
whofe aJminiftrntion lie only Hood in- 
feiior in point of emoluinenis, or in po- 
liricdl conrequenctf, to Malioraed Rcza 
Cawji. 

Tliere are two points of view in which 
thcMifiaoeis have confiucred ihe lecond 
part ot ilie Cluige of Picfeiits. I have 
alieady Hated to your Lordllnps *’lty, in 
rny opinion, it is imp 'fliblc to conlider 
them as bribes j in f3£.t, not being lb 
charged, we cannot fo deterniiiie upon 
them. 

The Managers, and particularly the 
Manager [Mr. Fox] who funinied up the 
evidence in leply, contended, that fiom 
the contratlicfory accounts whicli Mr. 
Haftings had given of ihefe Piefciits, it 
was clear that he intended for a time to 
keep them to his own ufe. I draw the 
contraty conchifi-m from the evivlence tin- 
doubtedly. It is ab.<a!utely impoffi’.de 
that a guilty man would have diiplayi.d 
the eagernels to diicover his own guilt 
that Mr. Haliings has done. The con- 
tradi^lions prove cxcclfive cjreletrnefs in¬ 
deed, hut acquit iiiin of every Uifpicion 
cf corruption, in my mind. If any No¬ 
ble Lord conceive-, t.om the evidence, and 
the i-«ir iidciciice aiiiing fiom it, tliat 
Mr. Ilallings at the time he took tliele 
Prelents did not bijna fide apply them to 
the Company's Itivice, then moll iin- 
qu'.ilionahly lie look tiiem corruptly, and 
no I'ubfequent apptopriation ot them to 
the public Jervice c.m wipe away his 
guilt.* 

The Noble and Learned Lon! is cer¬ 
tainly millaken in calling Nubkiifen a 
money-lender, I'uppoling him to apply 
the exprelTion in the ienle generally at¬ 
tached to it. 

T.he next point that the Mamgm Ha¬ 
ted, and which lecmsto meet the opinion 
of the Noble Earl (Manslield), is, that 
titefe Prefents, though received with the 
purcft intention, and though applied, ns 
Mr. Haftings lays they were, immediately 
to the^ public feivice, were received in 
bleach of a pofitive law, and conltqnently 
Mr. Haftings mult be coijvidttd of a 
breach of that law. 

My Lords, I am not reduced, to the 
neceifity of troubling you long upon this 
part oi the cafe. 1 iliall oiiFy l.iy, that 
it is clearly in evidence that the King's 
Minifters, tlie Couit of Directors, and 
every perfon m India, put a different con- 
(ti'udtion upon the law j but whethei tliey 
were right or wrong, a doubt does not 
remain as to the repeal of the law alluded 
ifl by the Manager. I’lior to the i It of 


anuary 1787, Mr. Haftings might havtt 
een proltcuted or inqieached for the 
meie receipt cf Prefenis mider the Aft 
of 1773, and it would then have been 
an argument, whether the Aft of 1773 
meant to exclude a Governor-Generaf 
fiom receiving Picfehts, and appropriat¬ 
ing them to the public feivice. But th;; 
claul'c on which the Manager relied being 
repealed prior to the Impeachment, cer¬ 
tainly the nieie breach of the law is no 
longer a quelticii; and if your Lordlhips 
are of opinion that Mr. Haftings received 
theie, feveral Prefents, intending at the 
time he did receive them to apply the 
whole toihe public lervice, he mult be 
acquitted. I am juftifted in my opinion 
upon this point by very great authoiiiiesj 
and I have no lieliration in affirming, that 
the ciaufe of the Aft of the 13th, which 
rendcied the receipt of the Prefents au 
iiidiftable ohcncc, is wholly repealed by 
the Aft of the aifth of his prefent Ma- 
jeily. I Ihall therefore only detain your 
Lordftiips while 1 move, “ That the 
“ Commons have made good the Firit 
“ Article, in fo far as relates to a Pre- 
“ iViii or obligation received fiom Kelle- 
“ ram for four lacks of rupees.” 

The Loid 'CInncellor laid, that hav¬ 
ing, when their Loidlhips laft fat in the 
Committee, taken up a coiifiderable por¬ 
tion of their time in going through the 
various Charges, which the Noble and 
Learned Loid lud I’o circiimftantially de¬ 
tailed, he did not rile to go over them 
again, hut to lliew their Lordlhips, tliat 
according to the ftateinents to be collefted 
from the evidence, and from the Defence 
of Mr. Haftings, it did not appear that 
the whole of the money received from 
Kelleram and Cullian Sing, fiom Nundo- 
lol and from Dinagejiore, had been ac¬ 
counted for by the Defendant. HisLord- 
Hiip then iCL.ipiliilatcd the parts of tha 
cMitciice to which he had reterled in his 
1(11 nitr Ipsech on the Juhjtft, and con¬ 
tended that notliiiig the Noble and Learn¬ 
ed J.oid had either allcdgcd as given ii\ 
proof in Welliimilltr liail, or aigued up- 
on as iTialUr oi iiifetence, amounted to 
anything dcmonllrative, that the aggre- 
g.ite icceipt had been entirely app^opiiated 
to the Cf'mpany's lervice. He reminded 
their Li.idlliips that he had on the for¬ 
mer day lliewn tliat tliLie were two ditfe- 
lent ways of making up an aCcxiWJfc'i^ 
the .appropiiation of the whole of the nio- 
i.cy tuken in the tr.llances he had meti- 
lioncd. According to one of them, only 
five lacks and a half out of nine could be 
ft&ted ta be brunght t« account, anif ap- 
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plifil tc thf Company’s femce} accord* 
i'i|f 'to the orhcr, Ux Jaclcs might be fup- 
pofed to be accounted for. 

Upon the queffton being put, the 
Chairman declared the Not-Conlcxis had 
it. 

Lord Thiirtow then moved a (ecnnd 
^eftion, refpefting the money received 
from Nundo)ol-»wlien the Chairman again 
declared tlte NotmCdftt&kt} had it. 

-.Lord Thurlow moved a third qufftion 
on the Tubjcft of the Prefent from the 
Nabob-Vixier. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that he 
woyild make no ohfcrvation oh this 
Charge, having already troubled their 
Lordthips too long upon it} but he rofe 
to reply to what had hallen from the Noble 
and jLearned Lord relative tn the account of 
Durbar Charges; and he ftilt contended, 
that from thoie accounts it clearly ap^iear* 
ed, that from the Prefents received by 
Mr. Haftings there was a balance of 
nearly a lack and a half of rupees in his 
hands unaccounted for—that this Durhar 
account was not lent home until Oflohcr 
1783; therefore it was clear Mr. HalHngs 
to that time had the money in his hands,, 
and, for aught that appeared, he had it at 
tliiii moment. 

Mr. Cowpcr (the Clerk-alTiflant) whif. 

I iered acrols tlie table, that the Managers 
lad not profhiced the Dui bar accounts in 
order to (hew that any balance remained 
in Ml. Haftings's hands, but to prove 
that on the aoth of January 1782 Mr. 
Haftings bad received nearly the whole of 
the Nabob s Ptclent. The Lord Chan- 
celloi» 4 aid, he was obliged to Mr. Cow* 
per for his inronnation; that he was 
vvell aware of the purpol'e for which the 
Managers introductd it I but being evi* 
dcnce, it was open to him to ftate to the 
Court the fenlc in which it (Iruck him, 
and the vtFvif it had upon his piind. 

Lord '1 iiiirlow laid, lie was lorry again 
to mti tidv upon thrir Lwilllrps ; but this 
w.ts a. in.uter which iiad bv-n fo veiy 
mnch inilcui'ccned by ilic Noble and 
I.earntd Loru, ihat he was anxious tn 
vxiilain i', wlnun tir trnded lif Ibould be 
able to do <onipleie!y to his fatista^fiony 
tirtce, runti)M!?;il his Lordlliip, from the 
high iiuUKin wMoli he novV $lis, and 
wliicii i liad hn'iTif-i'ty toe Iwnour to hold;^ 
we Invc licyh coniniu dly in th^ habit of 
na'llidaitmg the u.ituie of nrcmints. In 
ihr-preRniv caiv* ] do not ;uhnit that evi* 
dtnce-.qund'n'wt for on? piupol'e can be 
^ conleiertJi hi'.uv'nh^r -jHhoi of vW. If 

tliv- h.fc] .'tl rhat 'Mi\ Had* 

iu^l Itad £»ii’ V it> the Coi^jf 
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pany for all the Prefents he received, 
the^ undoubtedly would have made tlie 
omiflion a matter of Cliarge, and it would 
have been a very ferious accufution. Bbt 
it does not apfiear that either the Mana. 
gers or the Commons conceived there was 
ground even to fufpcfl: that Mr. Haftings 
had not Sofia fide accounted for all the 
Pi-eft-nts to the Company. Is it to be be* 
lieved that the Court of Direffors or the 
Board of Controul would have alkedno 
explanation of Mr.Haftings, if it appeared 
on the face of a public accoi^int that Mr* 
Mailings had a lack and a half of rupees 
belonging to them in his poflclllon ? Your 
Lordliiips will fee that thele accounts only 
go to a given period, from the sft of 
May 1781 to the 301}! of April 178s, and 
in that given period it appears that Mr. 
Haftings Kceivcd about one hundred and 
fifty thoufand pc unds of the public mo¬ 
ney, and expended in the public fervice 
about one hundred and thirty-five thou- 
fand pounds ; confcqnendy, in the ac¬ 
counts of the next year, he inuft either 
have expended fifteen thoufand pountls 
in the public fervice, or he mull have paid 
that Turn into the trearury. From the in- 
(lunt he charged himfvlf with the receipt 
of one huiulreii and fifty thoufand pounds, 
the Council in Bengal and the Company 
at home would take care that he paid that 
money into the treafury, or accounted for 
the expenditure of it in the public fer¬ 
vice. Had a doubt been even hinted on 
this fobjeft, while the parties were at yonr 
Lorilfhips bar, the prodii£tion of Mr. 
Hallings's Durbar accounts fur the next 
year would have removed them inftantly; 
for in May 1782 Ite charges himfelf with 
the balance of fifteen tlioufand pounds, 
and fatisfa^orily accounts for it in the 
fucceetling months. But the Learned 
Lord fays, that this account is not lent 
home until Oflnber i7it3, and conie- 
quently Mr. Hailing* retained the balance 
to that time 1 am i'lirc the Noble Lord 
will immediately diicuver his error. The 
hook nrothiced by Mr. Wright was the 
Bengal Geneml Journal fur the year 
1781 2. Though It is the cuftom to fend 
home, as appeals by Mr. Laricim's let- 
ui's, ninning treafury accounts every 
yeat, if-w* uy every fhip, yet the gene¬ 
ral books arc always confiderably in ar- 
renr ; and this General Jutirnal, winch is 
a bmik of great fize, containing many 
bundled page*, was not fent to Bnglatid 
until 061 . 1783, and on that day its con-. 
tents were aiitbenticated by the fignatnrrs 
of the Oovcrnor-Geiieral and Council. 
It ncL aooiuat down to, 0«1. (783, ^ 
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itbcsTha on the ift of May lySt, and 
end* the 30th of April 1782. I am fore 
the Learned Lord inuft now fee what an 
ctToneous opinion he has fornned. 

The Lord Chancellor ftill Teemed to 
think that his former argument had not 
been fully anfwered j and that there yet 
remained a lack and a half of the Vizier’s 
Preient unaccounted for by Mr. Uaft- 
ings. 

The Archbifhop of York faid, that in 
his time he had been a great reader of an. 
tient hiftory, and the prefent converfation 
reminded him of the cafe of Cato^the 
Cenfoi'i one of tlie hunefteft and beft men 
that theRoman republic had ever proiHiced. 
Yet that great man, after having filled 
the firft offices in the State with the highcft: 
reputation, was impeached. He was im- 

E cached forty times, and he was attacked 
y a faAiotis demagogue of his day, 
relative to the item of an account. When 
hft Impeached he was eighty years of age, 
and he reminded his prolecutors, that a 
eneration of men who had not witneffed 
is lervices were prolecuting him for tri¬ 
fles. What was the cafe of Mr. Haft- 
ings ? Noconfideration tor his hi|;h cha- 
ra£ler—no conlideration for his Iplendid 
and Important ferviees—for the efteem, 
love, and veneration in which he was held 
► by the millions that'fie governed for fo 
many years. No, my Lords, he is treated 
not as if he were a gentleman, whole 
caufe is before you, but as if you were 
U-yitig a horle-ftealer. 

The LordChancellor faid, there was no 
Noble Lord prtfent who felt greater re- 
fpeft for the talents and virtues of the 
Learned Prelate than he did, or who was 
more diTpofed to coniiiler with attention 
anything that fell from fo refpeflable a 
quarter. But he trulted the Learned Pre- 
late would conflder the fituation in which 
he as well as their Lordfhips (tood at that 
moment. Thofe who confidered the fer- 
vices of the gentleman whole cafe was 
before them, to be as fplendid and impor¬ 
tant as the Learned Prelate conceived 
them to be, would have afied wifely in 
not piefciTing the prefent Impeachment, 
undoubtedly, provided they could have 
prevented its being preferred at all. But 
in the prefent ftage of tlie ^oceeding their 
Lordlhips were precluded from faying one 
word of the ferviees of Mr. Haftings, and 
ftdl more were they precluded from taking 
them into confideration. They were try¬ 
ing tlie cale alledged, not the peribn of 
Mr. Haftings. He was impeached on 
certain fpecinc Chaiges, and their Lotd- 
flii py were now to determine between the 
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Pirolecutors and the Defendant, as judgea, 
taking into their confideration the -whfile 
of the evidence. It had been determined, 
and very wifely in his opinion, to take 
the Charges point by point. While he 
was delivering his lentimeiits on any one of 
thofe points, he naturally confined his re¬ 
marks to the fubje^l before him, and i'n 
fo difeharging his confcience, he could 
not fuffer tiis ref|<efl for any Noble Loijl 
to draw him afide from the ftri£l line uf 
his duty ; at the fame time ho could af- 
fure the Learned Prelate that he meant no 
more than to give his lentiments on each 
point to t];ieir Lordlhips merely tq juftify 
himfelf in their opinions for the vote 
which be Ihould ultimately give. 

The quellion was called fur, and the 
JVb/ Contents hidit. 

TheChairman (Lord Walfingham) then 
read the next quellion. 

The Bilhopof Rochefter faid, he could 
not fstisfy his conlcience entirely as to 
the vote he ought to give on the refidue of 
the Sixth Article, all the Charges in which 
did not lUnd precifely on the Tame 
grounds. With regard to the cuftoni of 
taking Prelents, it had lieen a cuilom in 
the Baft prevalent in all times, from the 
inoft ancient down to the times of the pre¬ 
fent day. He learnt from that litcred 
book which it more inunediately became 
him, from the duties of his profelllon, to 
Itudy molt frequently, that it was the 
cultom of the Baft to bring Prelents to 
the ruling Prince, and that the cuitorii 
obtained to fiicU a degree, that to nrglc6c 
to bring them was confideied fulikient 
to bear out the conlti u6tiofi of afting 
difobediently and contutnacioufly; and 
to bring them fivcly and in abundance 
was held a pi oof ol the great efteem in 
which the Sovereign ftood with his fub- 
jefle. The Bilhop cited in illuftratioik^if 
his argument, the xth chapter, ayth VerTe, 
of the ift Book of Samuel} and the xth 
chapter, a4.th and a5th veries, of the ift 
Book of Kings. 

Having laid fome ftrefs on this proof of 
the cuftom of oSlring and receiving Pre- 
fents in the Bail in the moft ancient times, 
his Lordlhip laid it was not all { that the 
pra£lice ftiU prevailed in the il^ftj and 
he faw not how Mr. Haftings could, 
without offenoe to thofe who. ofteied Pre- 
fents to him, refule to accept thofs Psg; . 
lents ) and therefore, where be received 
them in momenta of mat and uigent 
State exigency, and apj^ied them to tho 
Company's feryice, be leally faw not how 
he could realbnably be found gaijn of a 
high criine and huIilemMnvur. This be • 

ihoughg 
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th^rght applied to the irarious Prefents 
recifived from Kelleram* Nundotoli and 
the Vizierand therefore he had not the 
linalieft ditRculty to fay Nst-Content to 
tbofe Charges. 

Nobkiflen's cafe certainly ftood on dif- 
fmnt grounds from the reft. The money 
waa there clearly proved to have been 
borrowed in the iirit inftance for the pri¬ 
vate purpofcs and convenience of Mr. 
Naitings ; and it was in evidence that he 
had executed bonds, and tltat (hey had 
been given tn Canto Baboo to deliver to 
Mobkillen. It certainly does not appear 
in evidence when thcfe bonds ..were re¬ 
delivered tip and cancelled, but neither 
does it appear that they were not fo de - 
b'vered up to Mr. Haftings; and theie- 
fore the Coinmltlee was not intitled to 
preftinte an inference not fupported by 
evidence. Mr. Lai kins, in his examina- 
tiun, throws Tome light on the luhjc£l, 
and rather ferves t' • {hew that the bonds 
were regularly and tliily executed, and 
afterwards rcAlelivered, when Mr. Hill¬ 
ings confented to accept the three lacks 
33 a Prefent to the Company, rather tlian 
as a loan to himfelf. There was one 
point of view, however, in' which the 
tranfa£lion might be regard'-d, and that 
certainly did not place it in the moft fa- 
. yourable light for h^r. Haltings ; the 
Bilhop faid he meant of a ti’anlailion be¬ 
tween Nobkiften ancl Mr. Haftings as be¬ 
tween a man and his friend. It could 
Icarcely be imagined that when Nobkilllii 
told Mr. K-(lings he had iMther he would 
accept the money than execute the bond, 
he meant to make it a Piel'ent to the 
Company; what he meant was moll pro¬ 
bably to prel'cnt it to Mr. Hafting.s for 
his own piivate purpol'e and convenience, 
fiom a lenfe of obligations that he was 
under to Mr. Haftings when he was a 
very young and obfeure man. Fur the 
Oovernor-General therefore to turn tlic 
money over to tlte Company as a Prefent 
to them, was not uilng his friend well, 
't'he nanl'.i&lion however was not charged 
in thtt view of it in the Article, and 
tlierelure theii; Lordfivipseould not travel 
out of the Impeachment to hnd guilt in 
the Defendant j they were bound to judge 
qnly of the faAs as they were criminally 
charged, yrcKHt/nrw edlfj^c^a et probata, 
FotJ lsis. and the other reai'ons he had Ha¬ 
ted, his Lordftiip declaied he Ihouki fay 
Hot tianUnt to queftion.' 

Qn tlie queftion being xlutNot-Con* 
iynitbadit.; 


TUESDAV, MARCH Jl. 

Lord Thurlow rofe to (late to tliptf 
Lordftiips the effeft of the evidence as it 
ftruck him, wiiich the Commons had 
given on the Article entitled “ Contrafls 
“ and Allowances.’* Your Lordiliips 
will obferve (laid Lord Thurlow) that 
thefe Charges clofe the Impeachment; no 
evidence having been offered on tlie re- 
maining Articles. I hope iherefoie that 
I fhail not be under the nectllity of going 
into any great length updb the prefent 
occafion. Your Lordfttips will recolle£l, 
tint in the preamble to the Impeachment 
Mr. Haftings is defcrilied as “ having 
“ entertained bafe and cenupt views of 
** procuring for himfelf and hfs depen- 
“ dents exorbitant weaMi, and arbitrary 
“ deftgns of railing himlelf by means of 
** the undue influence (o •tequired to cx- 
“ cefTive power, as well to gr.itify his 
*• inordinate ambition ns to (ecure him- 
“ Iclf from puiiilhment for tee many iin- 
“ juftifiable atts by him done and com- 
“ mitted.” 

Your Lord.ftjips at one time have heard 
tile gentlemen who lieid the Contrails 
and Agencies repreiented as i)ie depen¬ 
dents of Mr. Il.'.fting.t, and at another 
as perfons pofl'dling lucli povvtrful con¬ 
nexions in iingiand, t!mt, m providing ' 
for them, he looked to Ins own t’ltiire I'e- 
curity. 

The DcFerdant is accufed in the Article 
now bofoie your Lordibips of a wanton 
waileot the public money in fivf inftan- 
ces only, during a govenimciit of thnteeii 

ycisis. 

'J'he fii ft is the Opium Contrail, grant¬ 
ed to Mr. Siiliv.an i.i fj'ii. 

The lecond the BiillockConti'ail, grant¬ 
ed to Mr. Croftes in 1779. 

Thethiid the Exlia Allowances to Sir 
Eyre Coote. 

1 'helouiih, Mr, Amiol’s Agency for 
fupplying Fcit St. George with provi- 
fions. 

And the fifth and the laft, Mr. Belirs 
Agency for laying in extra proviiions for 
the ule of the gai 1 ifon of Fort William in 
the event of a fiegc. 

The firft Charge recites, that having 
granted the Opium Contiait to Mr. John 
Mackenzie, without advertifing for pro- 
pofals, Mr. Haftings, in the year lySi, 
granted the lame contrail to Mr. Sulivan, 
on terms glaringly extravagant and wan¬ 
tonly proKife, for the pur{iofe of rSifin|f 
an jnftant fortune forMr. Sulivan, the fon 
of Lawrence Sulivan, Efq. then, or about 
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Wiat tiffie, Chairman of the Eaft India firft ftatr, the exj^nce 6 f ifianuraflurlnt 
Company : that Sulivan Aever did exe- it« and they fay that by the time 
<iil« the contrail { but fold it to a Mr. mannfafiured into calces, it cofts the cob<> 
Benn for thirty-ftee thoufand pounds, tra^or from 90 to tiorapccs a maund 
who fold it to Mr. Young for fouricen that is, from 180 to aao rupees a chell* 
thoufand nine hundied pounds a year. They (W, therefore, that if it were coni 
This is the fird and indeed the onijr trafied for by the Coinf^any at aso or eco* 
material article in this Ch^ge. rupees a chert, it would yield an imini^e 

It appears by the evidence, that from a profit to the Company, iitd they think 
very early period the article of Opium with the laws fully enforced againtt 
was a monopoly, in the hands of indivi- fmuMlers of opiom, three thoufand thrie 
duals; and from the year 1761 to i773 hundied cherts might annually be unJ- 
the Chief and Council of Patna held it cured. " 

for their private emolument. They tell the Governor-General ihit 

Mr. Haftings, who was at Patna in thefe obfeavapons are the refult Of the 
the month of Oflober 1773, after his con. ftriftett inquiries, and that they have no 
ftrence with Sujah Dowlah at Senates, view to their own piivate advantage fn 
turned his attention to tliis fubjeft, and advifmg the Governor-General and C^uA* 
was the firft perfon whoentertained the idea eil to contrafl; for the purchafe of opiufn 
of converting this monopoly to the pub- at 237 or 240 rupees the cheft. 
lie fervice. In confequence of liis letter to /Vl'ier the receipt of this letter Mr. 
the Bv);u d in Calcutta, it was determined in Haliings propoled tnat tlic whole produce 
Dec. 1773, ro giant the exclufive mono- of opium rttould be manufaftnred for the 
poly to a man of the name of MheerMu. Company's ufe; that rtii£l meafufrs 
neer, tlie agent of the Patna Council, who Ihould be ufed to prevent fmoggling; thht 
was to furnifli all the Opium that the the Chief and Council of Patna,**,,- 3,4 
B.ihar province produced at three hundred individual, if the Board prefeired the 
and twenty ficca rupees the chert, and to latter, fhould provide all the otnum by 
deliver it at Calcutta free of all charges, agency, and be allowed a certain com- 
Suppofing the .average piice of Opium at luiflion on the Aim ultimately netted by 
the Company's fales to be 550 rupees the the Company fom the fale of the opiufn 
'*^cheft, this gave the Company a very laige in Calcutta. My Lords, this propofuioti 
profit, and it did not immediately deprive is well worthy your attention ; and yoiir 
the Council at Patna of an emolument of Lordfhips will fee the reafons afiigned by 
office which had exilled for ib many years, Mr. Hartings for preferring an Agenty 
and 'of which they were not dii'polTeflcd to a Contrail j and by carrying hts prih. 
by any order from tlte Court of Diiec- ciple to another branch of revenue I 
tors. mean tile Salt, in the year *780, he cit- 

In the fpring of *775 the Supreme ated a revenue where none exifted before 
Council deliberated upon the mode of ma- and which amounts now to above nine 
naging the opium monopoly in future, bundled t.hoiifand pounds a year. 

This was but a few months after the ar. , TJie majority determined, however, 
rival of Genera) Clavenng, Colonel Mon- that the opium Ihould not be provided by 
Ton, and Mr. Francis, who felt thole agency but by edntraif, and an adver* 
honeft prejudices very ftrongly, wliicli the liiement was accordingly ifiued, irivitlntt 
word monopoly fb naturally and juftly ex* all perfons to offer propufals. There' 
cites in the breafts of Enplifhmen. But were thirteen different offers, and the 
after the fulleft confideratton, they ron. iowert were accepud-oLa Mr, Griffith for 
celved with Mr. Haftings, that, for fome the Bahar opium, and a Mr. Wilton For 
time at leart, opium lAuft be a monopoly, opium, all ot which it of an mfrrior 
and contequently it was right that the ^alhy, produced in Bengal. The rtea- 
Public fhould eiyoy the benefit of it. foning of the different members of ihe 
Thtey wrote to vtbe Chief’ and Council of Board clearly fheWs that tiiey concetv^ 
Patna, i^uiring their feHtimenis as |o they had realiy fitted the eonh-aft upon 
the beft mode of collefling the opium the fitireft terms, leaving a very confi^r- 
revenue in future. Your Lordfbips-will aUe'pofit to the Company, ahd a vtif 
find the anfiher returned to be exaedit^ moderate one only to the contraflor. Mf. 
!ml>ortant. Thd Patna Board aflign i^ii- Francis, in defenbing the peculiar natuNi 
Mllirerable kiehibns frhy tbo moMqpofy of this eontrsB;, and the power which 
fx^ht to be iMintiniufd. llity flwe. the the catfitssittof was neeefTsrity inve^ 
prke paid for oyiiiifi lands to the fbr. with, friy»« he tlanltt it mudfvMeat^^ 
mer, tin pHch df Opium per htaund tn iu rogase on very tow tirms with any owt* 
Pajit VIII. i I 
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tra£lor. I beg your Lordlh^s will give 
l^js reiiiiark tbe confidmtion it deferves» 
iNjr t am convinced that every Member 
entertained the fame fentiments, and it 
l^ever did occur to any one of them that 
^ .|:ener3i orders of the Company for 
.ytiaking contraAs anmial, and granting 
^theni to the loweft bidder could apply to 
^ia branch of public revenue. 

' Before the expiration of the year, for 
•which period the contrads were granted 
to Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wilton, the 
Governor-General and Council, on their 
applicatioh, continued the contrail to 
them for another year. Here, my Lords, 
was the firft difobedience to orders, and 
here the Charge, on the principles in 
which it is drawn, eu^h/ to have com- 
but the Managers and the Di- 
rtflors have pafTed filently over this in- 
Jlance of difobedience. 

In the Spring of the year 1777, Mr. 
Mackenzie, a gentleman who was but 
juft arrived in Bengal, applied to the Go- 
vernor'Geneml and Council, and offered 
to take the opium contraft for three years 
on the terms that Mr. Giiflhh and Mr. 

. Wilton had held it, with this difference, 
tltat he engaged to pay the Company ten 
thoufand licca rupees a year, as a con¬ 
dition for any advances of cafh that he 
might want, in order to fulfil his contrnfl 
wimin the year. The Board inllantly 
agreed to accept Mr. Mackenrie's pro- 
pofals. It neither occurred te General 
Claveiing nor to any other Member, 
that this contract ought to be expofed 
again to die competition of the ^adventn- 
' rers abounding in Bengal. If it were very 
vnadviicable, as Mr. Francis ftates, to 
contra£l on very low terms in 1775, ** 
was equally fo in 1777 ; and the Board 
then conceived that the fair price was 
' iixed. 

Though General Clavering propofed to 
..inlert a clauiis in the tontrafl of Macken- 
aie, that it flumld determine, provided the 
Court of BireSors thought proper to 
aboiifh the monopoly all together, he made 
no fort of objeaion to the terms of the 
.contra A, nor to the period of three y^s 
for which it was^ granted.' Yet General 
Clavering, of wlible merits as a foldier, 
[ and of whofe unfullied honour as a gen¬ 
tleman, I have the higheft opinion, was 
^at all dmciPtas your Lordibips well know, 
../^renuous advocate for a literal obedience 
of the Company’s orders as to the mode 
id fustkihg contracts. 

fi^re ]Mr. Mackenaie’s contrail ex- 
-^^iMied,', a letter was received from the 
'Court.of Piteiforsr dated tiie a'}d De¬ 


cember 1778, to which I beg leave to 
refer your Lordfhips. It fealty appearjs 
to me, that they took up the fubje£t, 
which it appears from their letter they 
did not unaerftand, more with a v'ew of 
finding fault, whether with or without 
caufe, than from any other motive. They 
tell the Governor-General and CounciJ, 
that after the experience of two years in 
loviding ophim by contra£l, they fhouUl 
ave afceitained whether the price thi¬ 
therto paid was reaftmable, by advertiftng 
for other propofals, or have^ade previous 
enquiry; but as it appears to them they 
did neither, they mult difapprove of their 
condufton thatoccafion. 

It is abfoliitely imnuflible, my Lords, 
that the Direftors could have written fiich 
a paragraph if they had read, or, having 
read, if they had confidered, the fteps 
taken by the Government of Bengal on 
this fubje6t. It never occurred to the 
Dire^tots to make the opium monopoly z 
brancli of Uie public revenue. They 
were fuicly indebted for it to the care and 
attention of Mr, H.aftmgs. The moi'e 
propofed bv Mi. Hiilings in 1775 would 
have enabled tlic Board to know exactly 
the value cf opium. He propofed to cor- 
duit the bufinel'c by agency, and that 
agency to be placed in the hands of a 
man of honour. The Company, if hi* 
idea had been adopted, would have kium n 
the full value of the opium monopoly, as 
well as, under a fimilar i'yftem adopted by 
Mr. Haftings, they now know the value 
of the fait monopoly. The majority pre¬ 
ferred the mode of cnndu^ling the biilinefs 
by conlrafl, and Mr. Griffith got it as 
the lowed biditer-—one hundred and eighty 
rupees the cheft, with fome (inall addi¬ 
tions. Your LordlUips will tee that this 
■ was cor.fiderabjy below the price which 
the Patna Council fuppufed it would ac¬ 
tually coft the coinraflor. The Board 
were at leaft jullified from their informa¬ 
tion in believing that they had made as 
good a bargain for the Company as ought 
to have been made, confiftently with Mr, 
Francis’s principle, vtrhich feems to have 
been the principle of every Member. The 
letter of tne Direflors, on which the Ma¬ 
nagers laid fo much ftrefs, goes upon 
falfe grounds, upon an idea that no pit- 
vions'inquiries had been made, when in 
truth every pains had been taken to ac¬ 
quire an accur^e knowledge of the Affi- 
jlm prior iQthe grant of the lirft contraft 
'to hnr. Grimth. ' Under all the circuip- 
.Atnees therefore, I think tint the 
-^br- General and Council were ciehrly 
right in granting the contra^ ^to Mac- 

... kenzie 



[ 

kentle in i777f without advertiiing |or 
h-eih propolals. But it is neceflary to 
rdtnind your Lordfbips of on« veiy ma¬ 
terial piece of evidence which the Mana¬ 
gers omitted to bring forward. The let¬ 
ter from the Dire£lors arrived in Bengal 
at the clofe of 17791 condemning Mac¬ 
kenzie's contrail. In April ,1780, Mr. 
Mickenzie applied to the Board tor a re¬ 
newal of his contrafl for another year, 
and his requeft -was inftantly granted^ 
The Members of the Board at that time 
were Mr. Ballings, Mr. Francis, and 
Mr. Wheler, ^le two lalt gentlemen 
forming the majority. The Commons by 
Ibme llrange accident have palTedover this 
inftance ot difobedience of orders; if it 
had'been noticed, Mr. Francis undoubt¬ 
edly would have faid, that the Direilors 
had condemned Mackenzie's contraA only 
under the idea that previous enquiries 
had not been made; whereas, in point of 
fa£f, the fuhje£t had been fully invefti- 
gated, and confequently the condemna¬ 
tion, being founded on a mifapprehenfion 
of the Dire£tor$, had not ipiliienced him 
in 1780, when he confented to renew the 
eontra£i; to Mackenzie. I lay, my Lords, 
it was by a very unfoitunate accident that 
the Commons t'oi got altogether to notice 
tltis lecond contrail of Mr. Macken¬ 
zie, becaiiie it depiived Mr. Ballings 
of the able ajlilfance which Mr. Francis 
could have given in defence of the mea- 
fwe. 

I now fome to the oidy Contrail which 
is charged to be criminal, and yourLoid- 
llijps wiji judge wlipther in any one point 
it differs from thuf'e contiafls winch are 
Hol charged {:o be lu. 

In the month of May sj.Si ? 4 rTr* Haft- 
ings propoied that the opium contract 
ihoiild bi^giantpd to Mr. Sulivan for 
four years, on the lame terms that Mr, 
Mackenzie had held it. The terms of the 
two contrails being the lame, the p^iod 
for which they wpie held being the fame, 
I am utterly at a lofs to know .on what 
grounds Mr. H-aftings is charged with 
granting the btter cvniraft on terms 
«* glaringly extravagant and wantonly 
profole.” Mr. Griffith and Mr. Wil¬ 
ton held the contraft fortwoyeais, not 
. a; a matter of favour die tirft y^-, but 
beeaufe tl>cy were the luweft of thirteen 
bidders. The T^cond year tl^ey held it by 
zn afl of the $uprenie Council, in the 
fame manner thtt Mlr^ Mackenzie and 
1^. Sulivan afterwards held it. The 
^Itfiigc indeed Aau.s thajt it was granted 
j^r. Suliya^i for the pur^«>l$ pf cicating 
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an inftant fortune for him} but them Jk 
no proof that this was the cafe; on the 
contrary, it is fully eftabliihed, both by 
the pomive denial of Mr. Haftings, and 
by the evidence of Mr.Benn, that of the 
tranfaflion which the Managers bad 
proved, Mr. Haftings was utterly tgno-. 
rant. It appears that Mr. Sulivan' ibltl 
this contrail to Mr. Benn for thirtyafivq 
thoulhnd pounds, and that Mr. Benn re- 
foldvit to Mr. Young for fourteen thou- 
land nine hundred pounds a year, which 
gave Mr. Sulivan and Mr. Bettn, between 
them, a profit of fourteen thoufiind nine 
hundred pounds h year, for four* year's. 
Unlefs the Managers could have proved 
that Mr. Haftings was privy to this bar¬ 
gain and laic, there is not a fhadow of 
difference between the contracts of Mac¬ 
kenzie and Sulivan. The fiinple quef- 
tion, therefore, will be this ; After the 
Jpire£fors had exprefled their difapproba- 
tion of the firft contra^ granted to M>'« 
Mackenzie, beeaufe it had not been ad- 
vertifed, nor, as it appeared to (hem, had 
any previous enquiries been made to al'- 
certain the fair price, was it criminal irf 
Mr. Haftings to grant the contract to 
Sulivan for four years ? I think clearly 
not ; Irecanfe, after tlie recupt of tho 
Directors letter, the Supreme Council 
gave the contraB: to Mackenzie for a 
fourth year, and becauie, as 1 have al¬ 
ready Hated, the DireBors were manifert- 
ly in an ertor, when they fuppoled that 
no previous enquiries had been made to 
fix the fair vahie of the contraB. That 
the Governor-General and Council weei 
deceived, is pcrtcBly true: but the eiroe 
was general. Your Lonifliips will recol¬ 
lect the letter gf the Patna Board, whofo 
members' pofiuvcly affirm, that opium 
could not be made but from one hundred 
and eighty to two hundred and/ tweitty 
rupees a cheft, the average pnce.beii^ 
two hundred rupees. You havcihad a 
gentleman at your bar, Mr. Law, who 
was many yeais a member of the ^tua 
Qouncil. He has told you, that when it 
was a monopoly for the advantage of tiiti 
Fktna Council, they gave two hundred 
rupees a cheft for it, which agrees< with 
the information of foe Patna CiAihcil { fo 
that, with all foe ady.mta^e of local 
knowledge, and with all the inftucRfe at¬ 
tached to ftatlon and power, they'g^vt.. 
Qiore for their opium than the Company 
did' under the contraffs of Griffith, Mac¬ 
kenzie, and Sulivan. 1 have rmfon to 
. iMflieve that foe leal focrec of the profit . 
Vpog opjluixi was this—that foe ooncraHot 
I i z boogttk 
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bought hb opium from the lyot* by one 
yrngbtf ond foid it- to Cfom^uy by 

In troth, ^y I.ord^ there is no difl&. 
senf^ w^tj^er between the conti-aiU of 
^^ll^lfiOn^nnd ^livan ; bath weregrant- 
the fante period of time a.ifd on 
linio terms. The Charge alledges^ 
m4>Viin poiTeiled neither knowledge 
i|4o^ IkiU in that pvticular‘manufac. 

knowledge nauft at lead have 
ttl^.eqnal to. Mr. Mackenzie's, who 
hut juft arrived in the cour^ry when 
got the cbntraft. But it is' laid alfb 
m the Charge, that Mr. Suli'yan never 
nid ex^ute tpe confraft. The 'fame may 
^ faid of Mr. Mackenzie.—Both of 
them were cnatraCtofs, and both equally 
rcfponhble to the Compnny. - Mr. Mac> 
kensic mttnagcd the coiStraft through a 
Mr.- Campbul at Patna—Mr. Suhvan 
tbrough Mr. Yogng. $iippoIe it 'had 
been proved^ which it is very likely was 
the cafe, that !^K Campbell paid a fpe> 
cific fum of money - annually to Mr. 
Mackenzie for' this contraA ; would that 
tircgindance reflect difhdnour on the me- 
|nory of- Sir John Clavering, who pined 
in ^hat unanfmogs vote by which Mac¬ 
kenzie obtained the contra^ in 1777 ? or 
would it be a reile<Stion on Mi. Fiancis, 
who renewed the fame rontraft lo him in 
X780 ? A^uredly 1101. In the cafe of 
Mr. SuHvan, the Managers have not ad- 
vnnCed crie dep by proving that Snlivan 
fold the contrajl to Benn, and that Benn 
refold it to Young. Unlefs they had 
proved the privity of Mr. Haftings to thefe 
tranfaftionr, the other circuinitances go 
fyr nothing.' 

Tliere are other allegations in the 
Charge neceftary to notice to your Lord- 
Blips. Mk Ballings is' accufed ot ile- 
certain checks 'Bxed by the for- 
IWb'cbotral^, and «g have done fo in or- 
to nmke this contrail more faieable t 
gtHt'bgf he binitted'to inlert in Suli- 
contrafiL a material claufe in Mac- 
Imzie's^ that the cOntrafl IhotilJ be void 
if difapproved by the Dirt&ors. If this 
•were a tme deferq-tion of the claulein 
Msickeniie's coutrafl, the allegation 
nteuld indbed be well-lbnniied j but: the 
ebufi; h) Mackenzie^ dontrafl was of' a 
ydi'y.diffierentdefcripngO from that lilted 
^ tM Charge.ThfetOntraQ was to be* 
..doidy "provided the'Directors 'orde^d- the 
ant^gipoly to be aboUlhcd} and in 1777 
It to .them to determine whie^ 

thtjr'l^thddgj^ty fimuld be cor.tinged or 
^•Sdsrg giving.-it as Uwir opinion' 
, ^ ntt eoniioue^ ''Is their letter of' 


the zjd of DecembNcr xzjt, the Djreflor^ 
acrabfee in the continuance of the motto-; 
pofyi confequently the claufe Ipecifying 
that the eo'nthi£i was' to be void in thd 
event of their aboiilhing the monopolies, 
b^ame nuga'ory. ' 

The nex^ inftance in iavpur of S^ulivUr^ 
is ftated to confift in the abolition of the 
office of Infpeftor at Patna. My Lords, 
this was done in Mackenzie's time, whe^ 
it was ioiind'tn be an ufideb and troubie- 
foRie office there—but it waf, eftabKfheii^ 
in Calcutta, infinitely'more to the advan¬ 
tage of the Company,'though, with addi¬ 
tional rel'ponfibiliiy to *die contraflor. 
This was a fenfible change} and thc( 
mode adopted tu 17^0 for infpefling thei 
opium is continued to this day.' 

Another allegatloir in the’ Anble is, 
that for the purpofe of advancing mone/ 
tc tlie contraAor, and in order to favour 
certaig individual^, a loan was made in. 
Bengal in the year S7S9, and the Com¬ 
pany were engaged in a fmuggling ad¬ 
venture to China, on the pretence tha( 
there was little densand fur opium in Cal¬ 
cutta, though, in point of fa£l, there were 

E erfons in Calcuith who had authority to 
id for the whok, or the gi-eateii part of 
the opium. 

As the Managei^s did not attempt to 
fupport the lalt afi'ertion by any proof, I' 
conclude ihey found out tiie blunder of 
the Agent who drew the Article before 
they came into your Lordlbips Court. 
Why the Commons IboiiUl have charged 
that the loin which tiriy date was made 
to f ivour certain individuals, or to ad¬ 
vance money to the contra£lor, is far be¬ 
yond my cutnprehenfion. The tranfa6lidn 
itl'elf is perfedly Ample, aild, in my opi¬ 
nion, impuliihle either to be mlfreprekut- 
ed or milundeiilood. ' 

In the'year 1781, the produce of one 
year’s opium was lying unfold in the 
Company's warehouiiet in Calcutta, owing 
to very obvious caiifes. The' tonnage or 
the'poitof Calcutta was principally em¬ 
ployed in tranfporting provifions to Ma¬ 
dras, and private merciuhts were atirald- 
to export opium on. their'own account to 
China andthe Eaftern iflands, the Indian' 
ocean being at that tinae ibfeiledby French' 
and Dutch cruizen. • > ' ' 

Dndtf foch circumdhnces it was propo; 
ftd to ficight two fhipa with bpium oft" 
the Company's account; one to Cantoh, 
and aifbther cbriie £9e(tiq;n ifladds.' The'- 
prpet^ of ihefe eargbei were to be pani' 
into'Bie Company’s treafury at Cantop^’ 
f<^ the poirpuie ot pufehafing teas fur the^ 

' m the In^ Hoofe. t^oa. the' 
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therefore, pf tH»« fppply* the Bcogal 

government conceived they might with 


%t. a fcry htfb profit indkedl, aid yroM 
have fold the remainder equally well/if' 
variety draw bills upon the Company, flie had not b|een treacherouily taken in a 
|t*n for ten lacks, and afterwards for a neutral port. But, my X.ord8, this t«, 
iecond fum of the fame amount. Accord- called a imuggling adventureii bt^ufie 
Ingly a jproclamation was ilTued, advilihg opiujti is foi'bimen, by a municipal law 
the civil and military fri vaiits of the of China, to be infpqrted intn that eoui^ 
Company generally, that the treafury in try under pain of dfeth. It is proved^* 
Calcutta was open fbr the rece pt of 'ino* howevei‘,ihat tliis It^ is obfolete-r-tnat om-f 
yiey for certificates on Canton, which um is publicly landed, snd ibid in the mid,, 
would there be exchanged for bills mwn dleoftw day at thp port of Canton} and at 
England} and advifing all who chole'to this moment thegreateft encoturagementss 
remit money to fend their names lo the held out in Bengal for the importation of 
Secretary at a given period. I was hrfil at a ppiyni into China, tor the purpole ^ 
lofs to know upon what grounds this plan abling tl^ Supra-cargoes at Canton to 
^ould have been charged as undertaken purtihafp teas at the London market. 


with a view to favour certain individuals} 
but upon referring to the evidence, I 
found that the Managers have inlei ted a 
fetter wiitten by Mr. Hadlngs from 
Chunar, in which he inclofes a lift pf 
the namcqi of the civil and military fer- 
i,vaiits.of the Comp.iny who were then at 
^hunar, and c^prcftcs a hope that they 
may not be excluded from the advantage 
of the remittance to Europe, l^erhaps it 
may qot be ncccffary to inform your 
I.«r<lftiips. that by the regulations ot the 
Company's Ici vice, every perfon in their 
civil and military employ has a right to 
his proportion of a remittance to Kng- 
^ land through the Company’s calli. All 
theiefore that Mr. Haftings did, was to 
renueft that the gentlemen then at Chunar 

•1.^ • . I I » - ___ 


only queftion then will be. Whether it 
was a high crime \n Mr. ffaftings, dur¬ 
ing the preiiufe of the war, make tHoi 
Company do that afSb 'piiblicly, which thi 
Direaors and the |l.oard of Controut hsl^vsi 
urged the Government Bengal to en* 
deavour, by every pulHble means, and toi 
every puftilile extent, to get done by in¬ 
dividual merchants ? It was contielftdly 
a temporary expedient in 1781, but it is 
by no means clear that it would nut havo 
been wife in the Company to continue to 
export opium on their own account. Co¬ 
lonel Watfbn, the chief engineer at Ben¬ 
gal, who uraginaily fuggeited the plan, 
lays, that under every diTadvantage of iC 
iirft experiment, and of very great inif-' 
management, it enabled the Supra-car- 


might not be deprived of a piivilegecom- goes at Canton, in the height ot ths war. 


nion to the whole ftrvice j and this the 
Manageis have lb miftaken, or lather 
their Agents have fo mittaken it, as to 
charge the loan itlelf to be made in order 
^o favour (crtain individuals. The whole 
fcheme, in my opinion, was a very wife 
and a very laudable one. It g.rve the 

S engal Government' the inimedilite ule of 
venty lacks or lupecs, when the want 
of money was moft levcrely felt — it 


to pVircHafe fe'veral esrgoes of tea with, 
out draining Bengal ot one rupee} tiiat 
the Company were enabled by it to ioatf 
all their Uiips with tea } and finally, be¬ 
came veiy great gainers at the clufe oL 
their fales in England. The Colonef 
adds, that be is aware of ail the 
jc£lions and difficulties then ftaried jn 
Bengal, and allb of the ammadyerfionaT 
made upon the meafure in England, bu^ 


enabled them to export a commodity Toy as they arofe out of the private of: 
which there was no fale at Calcutta—it interetted men, or the dreams of i|[^' 
threvv a large fupply of cafli into the trea- fant preunders, fuch arguments and ot»- 
fury at Canton—.and it eiubied the Com- fervalions wijre no longer wwthy Ihe 
mny at home to pay the bills exciianged confideiation ‘of the Governor-General 
fir the certificdtea lent from Beiigal to. ind Council—their futility having beefi* 
Canton. ' ’ ^ fully'evinced. " 

The (hip freighted for Canton arrived Mr;'Haftings and bis Council tdl the 


fefe ; her cargo was well fold, though to 
ilefs advantage than it ought to have been 
—the Supra-cargoes hying the blame 

^ St-.!.? 


pire£lors,' that they «veU knew of'the 
law' which prdhtbim the ia^^oitatioh of 
opium, into China oq paia.;«^ i^th } buC. 

-.Is* t_A -I.-,. !is__ i ___— 


iipon the Captain of the fltip fpti ' they alfo .knet 4 that 

dot obeying fils' ordei^, add te as loudly piimicly efi^raged by the Cbinefit eoo 
l^ifting bpon’U that h was their fault vernmerit. The^ add,'thatlt was 
die (miuin'drd not iell at a much' higher potary exped}inbl--n^' to 
'' , The other ditp, frdghted to the would hut fid! in Calcutta .i|Ma .1^' 
rnifiands, fold a wt of iu Ohga terms t ^at in futuiw, bowevtt, 
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dlfpofe^f their, o^qta hi^Gslcuf- 
ItV'chatmthe prefeWycir* 1783. the 
pvefti^outdbe fijc'lackaof rupees, and 
have been double, had there not 
"|W',heart'many-French cruisers in 
of Bengal. Your Lordihips 
rffee how confiderahly the profits 
t opium were incrcalcd on the re« 
jthtion of peace in India. 

;i^;T>elieve I have already gone thro' 
'|y.ary material point in this liead of the 
vIlTtieic} and as the Matugers have 
^tally failed in making good the mate- 
riatl allegation, that the Opium Coh- 
eraA was granted to Suit van for the pur- 
pofe of creating for him an inftant for^. 
tunc—^as it -is d-arly eftablifticd by the 
evidence, that ■' i held it precifcly upon 
the fame ter-. * and for the fame period 
that Mackeii. >e h%d held it—and as the 
Governor-General' and Council had 
every rcafon to Iwlieve there was no¬ 
thing left to the contractor beyond a 
fair and mercantile profit-^! lhall cer¬ 
tainly fay H<a-Conient to the motion 
which 1 ftall fubmit t<> your Lordihips 
^this head of .the Charge 

Upon the next point 1 flatter myfelf 
that f lhall not have ncc^fion to in¬ 
trude very long upon your Lordihipt 
indulgences . 

Thfe accufation isj that in the year 
1779,. without any compla nt from the 
contractor or from the' army, that a 
Buliock Contrail, then cxiliing, was 
iiuuleqoRte for the regular fiipply of 
the fi-rvice i IVIr. Haflings annulled aii 
yxifling contract, and concluded ap- 
uther with Mr. Croftes, iirs conllden- 
yiat friend and agent, on terms iiiliiii c- 
)y higher than thofc of the prccedtiig 
contralft, at an atiditional expincc to 
fhc Comp-any of fifty, thoufand pognds 
«'year<i or near that luin aud,‘ by fo 
. doing,Tcreaittl a ' 'wanton and • molt 
ynorns^tts cxpence to the Company, 
“huii-ty'the Agents who drew this 
k'hHrgc have but taken the Icaft pains 
th'axamine the evidence which relates 
<oit. Your Lordihips have upon your 
^linutcs' the Aiungeft written coin- 
plamts' troni vjirious commanding offi- 
, ^*^15 tit *he to!filly ■ .uhfci'viccaWc Hate 
the bin lochs ot ihi! ariny j and you 
' liav’t? fUh proof alfo,'that the ftintrje.- 
tn. 1778, his executor Wat 
^^irus'xtf rrlitt^uWhing fo unprofit- 
iemreem ,al^'^eih<.r—that’Gene- 
ral Sjpbhd’ffi.'tlie prttyincial cuinmanelef 
ehtl^'^Srgyd Mr. .H aUmgs' (ami hU 
•Ghttftdwtv dcccij# the -offer, aiid <0 


form a new eontraft.oh very diffcrept 
terms. • 

The Managers begin their evidence 
by inferring the exprefs'order .of the 
Direftors, that the contract Ihould be 
annual, and granted to the loweit bid¬ 
der. 

If to prove that Mr. Haflings dif- 
obeyed this exprefs order, be fuflicient 
for his convi6tion« the Managers have 
completely fucceeded } for the next do¬ 
cument they read was the Defence 
, made by Mr. Haflings to .jhis Charge 
m the Houfe of Commons, in wlych 
he verv fully admits that he did dif- 
obty t^e oiJer—that he has no idea of 
orders being iifued at the diflance of 
half the globe, of the propriety of 
which the Government upon the fput 
mull not be allovved to judge before 
they carry them into execution. He 
admits alfo, that by difobeying this or¬ 
der he incurred great refponfibility) 
and was bound to prove that he confuiC- 
ed their intcrefts, when he dil'obeyed 
their commands, 

Mr. Haflings afhrms, that the con- 
fequence which attended the difpofal of 
the bullock cuntrafl annually to tbe 
lowcft bidder, was fucU as your Lord¬ 
ihips will believe was extremely na¬ 
tural ; men offered to take it on terma 
fo low, that, had the contrail been 
really executed, they niuft have toi^ 
50 per cent, by their agreement. Mr., 
Haflings appeals to the public r^corda 
for proofs of the complaints made by 
the commanding officers of the army 
cm this important I'ubjcdl—to the revc-, 
nue confultatiuns, to Ihcw the diftrcls 
oceftfioned to the zemindars and far- 
meis, as.wcli as the diminution of the 
tevenue^ from the mifcUivvous cuftom 
of prelhng bullocks, as often as any 
divifion of the army was ordered to 
change its quarters. Tu remedy theli^ 
mifehiefs, and 10 provide effeftually. 
for that branch of the fervice, on the 
due performance of wiiich the fuccefa. - 
of every operation of war in India dc. 
pends, Mr. Haflings confulted with 
the principnl officers of the arniy, and 
fubmitted to Sir £yre Coote a plan fox 
the future I'upply of-bullocks for the 
fcrvtce of the army, which, that officeif 
fully approved. 'JThc plan preferibed 
the Itze, age, hnd feed of the bullocks': 
to be employed the work thcy.wer*’ 
to perform ; the number, uniform, aho, 
■pay- of the driven. The calculation,. 
vVjs made fg as to leave aiair 

piofli 
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prdfit to the coiwraftor; and ftfch 
cnecki .Were eftablilbed for the- dUe! 
performance of this contrai}^ that thd 
due execution uf it .appeared to be 
fully infured. I am furc I know not 
how the public can be well or faithfully 
ferred upon any other principles than 
thofejaid downf-by Mr. Hdliings In de¬ 
fence of this contrafti 

The next evidence adduced by the 
Managers is that upon which they 
have entirely relied; f mean the dil- 
fent of Mr. Francis to tlic terms of 
this contradV : a performance of very 
confidcrable lengtht containing many 
ingenious calculations, which, in the¬ 
ory, may do very well, but happen 
not to_ nave llooi the trft of prac¬ 
tice. 

The opiBions''f)f Mr, Francis, as far 
as I know, are peculiar to himfclf: 
and through it bo true that the Mafti- 
^ers have mentioned them as conclu- 
hve againft Mr. Haftings, there is no 
pCrl'on, who has had an opportunity of 
acquiring aiij* knowledge upon this lub- 
jc6t, that dots not totally difagree with 
Mr. Francis. That gentleman is de¬ 
cidedly of opinion that the Company's 
orders fliould be obeyed—that the bul¬ 
lock contract ihould be annual, and 
, granted to the lorwcft bidder. lie con¬ 
demns the rates as o^travagant, and 
■ the number of bullocks as uhnccelFary. 
He thinks that the quantity of'drivers, 
To far from being ufeful, would be 
highly detrimental to the Icrvice : and 
he doles the whole with this very An¬ 
gular declaration : “ In truth ’1 may 
“ fay (with the exception of a, very ino- 
“ derate number), what occafion have 
“ we for an eftablilhmcnt of bullocks 
“ any where ! When they are want- 
ed, they may be hired, or pr^lTed, 
as in fa£f they have been hitherto, 
“ notwithftanding the contrads." 

I fpcak in the prefence of fome 
Noble Perfons who know well what 
irtlitary fervicc is, and to whofe exer¬ 
tions their couniry has been much in¬ 
debted upon forme* occafions. If one 
of thofe Noble Lords were again to be 
placed at the head of an aimv, what 
would he think of a Cabinet Minilfer 
who was to tell him, that horfes for the. 
fervtce of his artillery, his ammunition 
wagj^ns, and camp equipage, Ci'uld 
notne kept but at a molt cqorrtous 
expence} he mud therefore retain none 
• in the iervice, as he could hire or brefs 
them when they were wanted. Whar 
would the Noble Marquis have 


laid .to, Mr.. Cowpet, Mr. Stuert, of 
Mr. Spek^, if a,ny of thofe g.cntleihf% 
bis culleiiguM* had tpld him, wlien oik 
the point of embarking on that feevioo 
which lie fo glorioimy terminated* 

“ Do not, for God’s fak.e, my Lorii* 
put-the Company to a mow 
“ nujus cxpeiicc for bullocks and 
vers; you can hire and prefs them 
“ in Myfore!” The Noble Marquis* 

I believe, would have expreited ioiloi 
furprize- at the magnanimity of fu 3 l 
fciVtimi-nts; yet Mr, Francis, jtajfrtui/if 
irlh, when the Britifli army in Bengal 
occupied a country thirteen hundred 
miles in length and hve hunilted- in 
breadth, and having fevcral detach¬ 
ments employed on ’''^rcign feVvice* 
docs not fcniplc to afHl ^that it is un- 
nccclTary to keep up at; .^^abliilsment 
of bullocks, and that thcji^an be hired 
or prcfTcd when Wanted'. My Lords* 
it did nor require the <Jrong evidence 
adduced by the Defendant’s CounlVl to 
convince men of your LordlTiips undef- 
I'tandings, that no army in India can 
be deemed lie fur fcrvicc unlels an 
ample fupp'.y of bullocks is attached to 
it. The artillery and ammunition 
waggons arc dragged folely by bullockSi. 
The inulquct ammunition is alfo car¬ 
ried by bullocks j and the camp c^ui- 
age in pair, by bullocks alfo. ' The 
Ion. ManageV [Sir J AMts Krskins 
St. svlio fumined. up rhis 

Article, afiorded your Lord&ips a 
proof, that witliout'local c.xperiencf n« 
man ought to venture to (peak of the 
nature of military fervice m a diAanC 
quarter of the globe. iJad that Hon. 
Manager been us conVerfant in Indian 
as 1 am fure he is in European fervice* 
he would not have told your LordHtipa 
(and prolwbly on the ftrength .of Mr* 
France’s alTcrtion), that if one driver 
was really entertained for two bullocks, 
it was an arrangement worfe than ufa- 
Icfs, it wai detrimental to theariny. - 
Your Lordlhips have the fuJleA eyi;. 
dence to prove that one driver to every 
pair of buUucks is mdifpenfabiv rtc- 
ccQiiry } and you are told bv the Noble 
Marquis of the dlArjeft .which, he fuf- 
tHineu'‘'foT the want ,of a fuf^cjcqit 
number of that very, ufeful 
men dqVing his campaigns ih^Myfofe. 
Colonel DuC, whq laad’.yl^ a>ivantage* 
of "thirty years expcrfenc^ iu- Indi^ 
'aiid commanded the arti]|pry .under, tl^ 
Marquis Cornwallis; in tbc.catnpMg^nf'. 
avainft T'ippqo* Su.1tawn*)h3s‘ decidedljf _ 
told 'your ’Lor(|fli 5 ps,"tli-At'l&e bbltockl ’ 
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Uc{#ce«i c»ilhe tttijiiif HU^ps^ctilari^- 
that .Were beyond all 
vm^rl^fi tbe^hcft that ever were in 
firilee befw or fmce; that two 
jfo'every pair of buttocks were 
ly neceflary, and a head driver 
0 twelve men exceedingly u(e« 
)£ that the number of bollocks was 
. ^ fHp .nteans unnccetTary ; and that 
'Q0;)eahif(« be ht for.fervice until they 
;Pihe been regularly trained and har- 
xiefled. In truth, the teftimony of 
Colonel DufTiif unconfirmed by any fur¬ 
ther evidence, would have fully con¬ 
vinced tne, that Mr. Haftings a^cd 
wifely and properly in concluding a 
central during war, which cSeftnally 
provided for the ftritl performance o*f 
this moft elTcntial part of milita^ fer- 
Vice, though the expence had even ex¬ 
ceeded fifty thoufand pounds a year 
In the year 1779, prior to tnis con¬ 
trail;, Colonel Caaiac was fent upon 
fervicc towards the Maratta frontier. 
He writes to the Board, and fays, that 
his march was impeded by the' hadneCs 
the bullocks furniflied by the con- 
traitoi; that he could only get levcn- 
ty at Burdwan} and that all the good 
bullocks had been fent out of the way 
or hid. He he is a proof that Mr, Fran- 
teis was miftaken, wheu he alErmcd 
ithat bullocks'could be prcITed when 
Wanted, even if the cruel dillrcfs which 
fuch a mode of proviiidn muk ciVate, 
with the confequen't diminution of the 
‘ public revenues, were to be no part of 
the confidefatian %f Government. CO” 
lobel Camac adds, that, from the want 
of bullocks and the defertion of the 
4 mefi,'theamfhuhition was flrewed in 
tke, roads, atid could npt have been 
faved but by the ifeat,exertion ofTthi 
anillert omcefs^^lo, whom the Colonel 
vyas bbli^d to glVb lixty fepoys to z.& 

Eye 0 :«icbwen,iency whiph the feri 
vice had .fOillaine'd' fpr fa' many .years, 
tm* contract, Was intended to remedy, 

w»,, e^edu^- ..Ffie zt^twora very 
baucH approVsl' fflf ,alf th# regulations, 


that extra -.bWlockj were alway^ehi* 
ployed. , 

The next allegation is, that thoti^h 
the Direitors had condemned this con¬ 
trail in ftrong and pointed terms, and 
had ordered, that one year before its 
expiration, advertifements Ihould be 
ilTucd for p«-opofals for a new contrail 
upon the lowcft terms, Mr. Haftiugs 
neglcifed to give fuch notice, by which 
negleit the contraitor had a right to 
hold hit contrail for fix years, and that 
the relinquifhment oft this contrail was 
purchafed upon terms aTmoll as extra¬ 
vagant as the Contrail itfelf ; that he 
then turned the contrail into an Agen¬ 
cy, though the Dircilors h^d con¬ 
demned Agencies, as uncertain 'aLd in¬ 
definite in their expences, and where 
influence was likely to prevail over 
public advantage. 

The fails, as applied to this part of 
the Charge, in my opinion may be 
Bated very Ihortly. By a neglcil which 
ought not to be attributed to Mr. 
Haftings alone, but to the whole Board, 
no notice was fent to the coiitrailor, 
Mr. Fergufon (to whom Mr. Croftes 
had very early alligned the contrail), 
that the Board mcaut to clofc the con¬ 
cern at the end of the five years. This^ 
gentlvmati therefore, in January J784, 
propofed to relinquilh his contiail on 
certa'in conditions, to which the Board 
ag0cd. In the coujfc of .the corref- 
poadcnce, Mr.,Ha,ft 5 ogs cbferved vvhat 
very erroneous jipinigus, ^ liad been 
formed in England of the n^iLure of 
this contrailand b? l^^d WCorn the 
Bottd a letter from Mr, Fergnfpn,. in 
which he declares that the advantage® 
attending thjs, c0ntjf9.it havp heje,n, .m{»ft 
abfurdly magnified,,in Enf^land-v'.- 
offered to prodWfi his hooks, tybrnb he 
hh bopk-keepn*' 

^ttcus truth, .af dc^larai^tf, 

. expects5 jjiey 
••Wi* by adds, tljaS^5ifjthc,Mara«- 

TOP NiJjmfu 

will cone^yc th^t ,i e^ptfe .c0,^|..fpeh 

ft. ijpqc«(rn, apd pi .fiiph ■ ft>.ri4t» 


jfttih' refblrn could have been effcAed. 

Hi iWVdur- 

lh(S nuttV?’ ^tiaih>d 
.|9» im«H filr l^c i'enifje, apd 


“•efU»« vajcu*tft,>{a.«i ivnp 
'.Pb&lyxwl during thi^'^trial* 
,S'®d H*wre she pefence ^vas env'red 
upqn, or he.,migji)t.bave confirmed .^id* 
trutb'of. his letter, .by Jhls own fisAid).*^ 
yowr Lord^ips bar* ^ . ^r,. 

The Managjtrs ^ayc ip 

dence 
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k tetter wyltteti bjr Mr. 

«t> (|te Uiredors 

Oli^teii^em, in ord^, h lUtTmttr.w 
ptoHre hii %c6AniliNicy t bcckuie in tl^t 
{mey-he moQ: ftrenuouuy reeommenJs 
thnt h^Blidcht flieil iii^ Future be pro> 
yWed'by agi^acy j elt ieontraSs« he I'ajrsj ■ 
u-c tqiproyident, and that the contraft 
-concluded on tetnu^ k alwnva 

the exW^iiv0gmt* 

^ F«hp my I- ttn perceive nothing 

like intimMetiCf in'tnk opinioh. €^o. 
the cotitniry,lebrerve,that Mr.Haftinge 
at all tiroes, and upon all occafiosa, pre« 
fcrred agencies to contrafta. 

in the buiinefs of the opium, it was 
recomm ended by Blr. Haflisgathat it 
JMfflTbc procured by agency.. The 
ialt was made and fold under 'an agcn« , 
c^, and by that means nearly a million 
was added by Mr. HaTcings te the an. 
n-ual revenues of Bengal. The marine 
qf Betigsl was 'coiulu£led under an 
agency.; and I fhall ftilt have occafion 
,t0 intrude upon yuur Lordihips indut> 
gence* by ftating the two agencies with 
which the Charge conciud^s. 

There appear to me to be but two 
modes of providing for the fi« cU and 
the lafety of an army in India, in war : 
the one by a contra^, on fuch fair and 
liberal terms as Were granted in Mr. 
Croftes’s contraA, or by an agency in 
the hands of men of charafler and hor 
nour. But Mr. Haftinga, in the letter 
alluded to from Chcltenham,and which 
in' all Its parts is well worthy your 
l.ntdGtips atteacion, was not intruding 
his fentiments upon the Court of Di. 
jse&nrs. The fad is, that Sir Archi¬ 
bald Camp^ll, appointed Governor of 
Madras in tjt$, W8« deiired by the Di-‘ 
redors, previous to his departure front 
^ngdand, tp form military ettabtilH* 
mints for their feyeral fettlemcnts in 
India. The piredon, when they were 
iformcdi thought proper to tranfmit 
them to Mr. Ballings, then an utum- 
pcached man, add to dtliim his fenti. 
ments tipon them,'* which he gives at 
eonftderi^e length, an^rbeftly draws 
Che a^ent^ of thp Diredors to a ma¬ 
teria! p^irf the li^hkcf detoit, VhicH 
Sir Aij^ald Gieapbeh'had ^mitedto 
noticy He faya, that Sif Eyre »Cod^e. 
Junable to prbfeeUfc h^fheeefhin 
Mate War, beWiyi&, 'thooi|^ fih "fo 
..,tt beat, he neiref pWM 

Hyder, or . to eap<hf;it-hHiloiil,' Snutdv 
he often mleM have done Usd' 

good ‘hi^lbcKsi Ipr hie ,own e#t<l.ltty. 
He thWefore ftrroliOUily -lecommeom 


>.^1 1^ mo kore c^i 

thee lhall Mfd 

nilhet|^i|pl|^ir«tt Urthhi^... 

:alludes'-t9 

cdnt}h(^'fdiroed on 
0 ren uooHy^ ewtendea, for jbypi 
of Di,reitor$,m'tMty, annusN 
granted by public ady^ii«nt 
wweft bidder.; FiW vestm^g"! 
through this favohylife ati^lieiile 
the inilanccofCfhfwiVejiltlidl,^ 
was in truth InjKher aft agMidy.that'] 
coutrad^beeSiilfc.Mr. Haimga him'^V 
aad Sn- Kyre" COote lifted the ! tenfil^- 
and the period, andfelede’d ttro.perfon’'' 
who was to perfoiW it, he has 
impeached by the Commons. 'l^he'dft& 
pericncc of later terms,has fuUy mftU 
lied Mr. Haftinga Tim. Hoble .Mftr*;' 
quit, when in Myrere, obliged'td 
procure all the additional buHows hb" 
could get together, and thofe be pM = 
under the charge of an agent* laf h9' 
<Mvn numination, declaring ce the 4^o- 
vernor and Council of Madras that 
“ h« dral furry to fay fromeaperieftee, 

" that the bullock eontraft had Wftm 
a delufion of a moil dao^rous' na- 
'* ture tA a contmaitder iit chief o( a« 

“ army." The Governor and Coilneil 
of Madras, copying the,eaaiiipki Of the 
Nobie Marquis, pur aU the additional 
bullocks that they could procure’under 
a publie agemc. The ^vemment of 
Bcn^i gave their fientimentt moft de* 
cidcaly to the. ijDiredlors in the abfenee 
of Lord C6rnwaUi% in favour of agen¬ 
cies, though they iimt It was not tneie 
iiirention to enntraft with the enormous 
evils ii-4hle to arile from an a^erbnee 
to the imiitraet iyftetn, ehe Sdvanmgei^ 
deriveablc, under certaid ctreumftauf 
from a weU.reguwted agency ; mA| 
Dirclilors theinfi^Vcs,'cauvloce[l'.^ 
great impolicy m their-fonm^ ;^ 
very candidly 'Salftk, bittljC 
letters to Beng^ <wd Madkfsmilef«l|ft 
reafons aflghedi;for devt|itl^J^hM|i,'||^ 
contntSf wtui keed^isfa^pirp. 

Such hi dole M tills ndwdds't 

ar i>p jrour fkv'lt 

that'' life JHafah|&;p»aai 

idthh^? 


' Mr.'’:^dHhjpilkeMrged viikb' 'ai 
this iwmfMW With a fiiew to it 
K k hil 
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ow^inHtience i that it wM a dife- 
badie\<:e of pofittve order^ that al- 
rowafices to the atpount of eight thou< 
f^nd pounds a year had been granted to 
GeQct|| Stibberti provincial cohiman- 
der before Sir Eyre Coote’s 

atrtWTi' that there was no pretenje to 
COhtifVe the allowancts to General 
Stthbyt after Sir Eyrj Coote’s arrival; 
hjllJI Aat Mr, Haflin^s did continue 
th^uand allowed Sir Eyre Coote cigU- 
«l^th oufa’nd pounds a year. 

iThat in direct violation of the treaty 
iubliding between the Company and' 
the Nabob Vizier, he dirc^\ca that 
when Sir Eyre Coote was in Oude thefe 
extra allowances (hou}d be carried to the 
debt of his account. 

This is the firft branch of the 
Charge : The Pefcndanc has offered 
neither defence nor obicrvation upon 
any part of it, but has left it entirely 
to tlvO'judgment of your Lordfhips, on 
tlie cafe made by the Managers them-. 
felves. 


mode or other General Clavering muft 
have drawn extra allowances, had be 
taken the field } but it fo happened^ 
that from OAober 1774, when Sir John 
Claveting arrived in Calcutta, to Au-> 
gull 1777, svhen he died, Bengal en« 
joyed profound peace, and the General 
never was twenty miles oijit of Calcutta, 
and faw no part of the large arm*y he 
comm'jnded, except the corps quarter¬ 
ed in oV near the Prefidency. fn.tho 
time of Sir l^re Coote* the cafe wax 
materially diScrenc, He. arrived in 
April 1779, during the war with 
France, and when a Maratta war was 
hourly expeffed.. He very wifely and 
properly determined, in the execution 
of his duty as'commander in chiet"^, ;u 
vifit the feverai military Ifations j and 
it could hardly be expected, as Mr, 
Ilalfings very j ’lUy obferved, that he 
Was to perform this expenfive fervite 
for fix thoufund pounds a yea', when 
tile Direftors thtmfelvcs perinitred 
General Stibbert to draw more than 


In coniidering this Charge; I con- 
fefs there are fome circumftaiices which 
Ifrike me as very lingular. The Ma¬ 
nagers have proved that fix thoufani) 
pounds a year was the falaiy fixed for 
the commander in chief of all the 
King’s and Cotimany’s forces in In¬ 
dia. When Sir Eyre Coote arrived in 
Bengal, he propofed that the allowances 
granted to General Stibbert as pro¬ 
vincial commander in chief (hould de¬ 
volve upon him ; but on further in. 
quiry, it was found that they had been 
fettled upon hiir, as the oldefi Com¬ 
pany's omcer in Bengal, and that in 
t 4 &, of the thirteen thoufand pounds 
a year which General Stibbert rccciv- 
ed, nine thoufand pounds a year were 
authorifed by the Direfims, and that 
their fentiments on the additional al¬ 
lowances granted to him, bad not been 
received, qut were daily expelled. Sir 
Eyre Coote therefore' propofed that a 
Held eftablifhmcnt might be formed for 
h;nt and his Half, adequate to his un¬ 
avoidable additional expenccs, w'hen 
alMent from Caleuita, as hc^ foppofed 
'Dire£lorS, when they ap^inted 
not conceive that he was to 
eapend his private fortune in their fer- 
.yice. It appeared pcrfeflty clear from 
W Eyre Coote's minute, that General 
ClaVering had reprefenred to the Di- 
re^ifnrs, how very inadequate his falaiy 
/inu^ be Jfor defraying bU extoordinary 
qxpcnccs out of Calcutta. It is in iriy; 
'opmiqc ,beyond a doubt, i^t in foqiq 


that fum a year for the expence of his 
table. 

Mr. Haftings therefore nropofed field 
allowances for Sir Eyre Voote and his 
lldff, amounting to the fum mentioned 
in the Charge ; but they were only to 
be received in t!ie field. When tlio 
General returned to Calcutta the al¬ 
lowances were to ceafe. Mr. tlrancis 
and Mr* Whele? oppofed this arrange¬ 
ment, as contrary to the Dircitor's 
pofitiyc orders, which precluded' thetq 
from txercifing any dilcretion of their 
own. Mr, Haftings contended that i? 
was abfolutely impolfible the orders 
could apply to the cafe before them; 
that it was a violation of every mili¬ 
tary principle to refiri^ the coinnian,. 
der in chief to half the emoluments 
granted to the fccond in command; and 
I he m^ority agreed to the allowance. 
The General left Calcutta to review 
the army in Aoguft 1770, when the 
payment of thefe ailowapccs commen 
ccd. After hit, departure Mr. Haft¬ 
ings proposed) th^ its lon^t as the 
General ftould reiTi»n Oicde, thefe 
extra allowances flionkl be pa'tjt by the 
Nabob Vizier. Tb'» arraiigeVoiSst Mr, 
Francis oppofed, on the gropnd au.timed 
Gnce in the Charge—That it \£as a 
breach of the treaty with the Nauolf 
Yitier, who was only bound to pa^ 
by the terms of the-treaty, two lacks 
and fixry thoufand rupees a month for 
a brigade. To this remark Mt. Haf. 
tip^s very clearly replied, thax, fubfe- 


queiu 
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((|uent to tKat treaty) i conGderable body 
ot troops in addition to the brigade were 
ftationed in Oude on the Nabob's appiica* 
{ion, the pay and contingencies of which 
the Nabob defrayed ; and the prefence of 
4 he commander in chief being ablulutely 
neceifaVy in Oude, die queftiop was,Whe« 
ther it would be unreafonable to call up> 
on the Nabob to defiay the expence of 
the extra allowances t The majority con- 
emted with Mn Haftings, and the ,Na- 
boh, with the utmod cheeifnlnels, con- 
fented to pay the aliowanccs« He did 
not contur with the Managers in deem* 
ing tliat demand a ilagiant bieach of 
treaty. 

1 believe this is tlie w^ple evidence to 
jtlinwdiift branch of* the Chaige^ it is 
next aliedg'*d, that the Diiedlors order¬ 
ed thefe exua allowances to be dnick oiF 
by a letter dated the litib of Odober 
1780, that they were druck off accord- 
i ngly, but that Mr. Haftirgs of his own 
private authority continued td Sir Eyre 
Coote certain laige allowances, amount¬ 
ing to tw'enty-oiie tlianraiid fix.huiulred 
pounds a year, which weie paid by itie 
Nabob Vizier. 

To the’ 1 liter part of this Charge the 
Managers have 5*10 fort of evidence ex¬ 
cept the adinidion of Mr. Hadings him- 
i'eif. It appears by th.st evidmcCf that as 
fbon as the order from the DireAors for 
fti iking off thefe extra allowances ar¬ 
rived ill Bengal, Mr. Hidings and his 
Council ordered all further payments to 
lie difeontinued. The fituation of Sir 
Eyre Coote, when the Dii‘e6lot s thought 
proper so (hew ib niaiked a difregaid to 
his feivices, was ciitical indeed. Hyder- 
Ally, with a conqueiing army, was in liis 
front, an«J that circumdance alone pre¬ 
vented the General from immediately tpiit- 
ting India. The Diredois were not 
plealeii to take any notice of the extra ai. 
lowances drawn under the appointment 
of the Board by General Stibbert, the 
provf'ncial commander in chief of Ben. 
gal i and Sir £yre Coote, the commander 
in chief of all their forces, on whofe veal 

» hineni their very exidcnce thpn 
, was qrxiered to keep the held 
than one half 4 of the pay imd aU 
gi-anted to General Stibbert. 
rving two fnccersfiil campaigns 
Coad, Sir Eyre Coote topk the 
ity of the rainy teafon to ittum 
ivr a >cw months to Bengal. He arrivot 
in Calcutta in Movember 178a, and again 
embarked for Madras in March x7&3, 
canyhig with him a large liipply o(tiea- 


plre, a reinforcement of troops,Bnd with, 
ing mod anxioully to reuin |oi^ 
enough to take Mr. Buffy a leconjuioC 
'I'hat didinguiflled ofiicer was tal^ by 
Sir Eyre CtBte at the battle of Vandetfaih 
in 1760, and in the year 3783 he com¬ 
manded tiiree thoufand FiencHl troopa 
and a party of Tippoo's forces alCpd- 
dalore. 'I'his was a point of iiilh mo¬ 
ment,. my Lords, that every lefffr con- 
flderation naturally gave way ben^it., 
In this critical fltuation of public am!%{i 
Mr. Croftes, who was the attorney of Bir 
Eyre Coote, wrote a letter to Mr. BI^- 
tow, of which the latter gentleman-lent 
a copy* to the Governor-Geiteral and 
Council, after the departure of Mr. Haf. 
tings. In that letter Croftes tells Briftow 
that fome field allowances are due to Sir 
Eyre Coote from the Nabob Vizier, fince 
Augud 178s 5 that the Governor had re- 
quefltfd Croftes to write to Bridow to re¬ 
ceive and remit the arrear, and to recfiva 
the payment in future, month by month, 
as it became due. 

To evidence fo introduced before the 
Houle of Commons, Mr. Hadings, much 
to his honour, 1 think, made no objec¬ 
tion. I will read to your Lontfliips 
his 43 efence to this Charge of the Com¬ 
mons: 

“ By what authority Sir Eyre Coote 
** continued to receive this allowance 

from the Nabob Vizier, 1 know not j 
“ but I have a faint rccoUe6lion of Mr. 

Croftes having mentioned the circuni- 
** dance to me, in the month of January 

1783, and I have no doubt of his 
“ having received iny authority to write 

to Mr. Bridow. Sir Eyre Coote was 
*' then on the point of returning to Ma- 
** dras, with a coiiditution worn out in 
“ the public ftrvice, by exeiiions almod 

beyond belief. 'His life was of the 
*' utmod importance 1 I had not a doubt 
** of his fuccefs againd Mr. Buffy, could 
** he liave arrived- in tolerabW health itp- 
** on the Coad. This was not a time for 
“ me to difpute any • point tliatcould add 
** to his chagrin. His expences wciv 
** conhderable—He had three ieparate 
** edabllilunehts—one at Calcutta., one 
*' M Madras 3 and a third in the field. 
“ Tme allowance, as. I underdood, vyaa 
** voluntarily paid by- the Vitlta". I 
**,^couldhave had noprivateintei'ed ofmy 
** own to gratify at any period of our 
<♦ connexion, more efpeciauy at a mo- 
** merit when the whole world knew that 
** Sir Eyre Coote could not live ii«( 
** month%. having, wiicn he returned to 
K k a Madras, 
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' as he truly faid, one foot in 
avci and the other at the edge' 

ia the aecaunt given Hy Mr. 
Haftingi'—the aeeount whlcft the Mans* 
g^ thdi^ht jiro|»er to read^ and which 
_ - to dJfprove in any 

Ptdf it. 'll is impoiljhle, tltere* 
impute Mr. HaiHngs's conduA 
cAher than piblic motive;, and 
the welfare of his employers. 

, re Coote, a» vour Lordihips know, 
hot live to cffeil that important fcj-- 
tpe which both himfelf and Mr, Hafitngs 
liad.tb milch at heart. He embarked in 
one of the Comp^uiy's armed fllips, ami 
was chafed by three French frigates 
from Balatbre roath to Fort St. George ; 
the fiiip was prelerved by the iiipericr 
ikil) of the Knglifli Captain The anxiety 
of Sir Eyre Cuote would not. permit 
Him to leave tlte deck, night or day, 
din'iiig the cliace.->The fl'vnggls and agi¬ 
tation was too much for his weak and 
debilitated frame to An rive. He pre- 
ihrved his reeollc 3 k>n long enotvgh after 
the fti’p came to anchor olF Fort St. 
Geoitge, to expicfs his warmeft ac&now- 
Icdgmenis to the Captain, am! to confer 
upon him a token of his gratitude. He 
then funk fcnfelefs on the deck, was cir- 
itcd on fhore in that Atualion, and died 
on the next day. Neither the nation, nor 
the Ka(t India Company were infenfiblc 
to his merits and iervices. TItc two 
Honfes of Parliament were unanimous in 
v()ting him their thanks for his exer- 


knew : that he ailb Cppoint^d Anrfrf 
agent for the fiipply 6f the other praii- 
dencies s that be fcandaloudy and ille- 
gaily declared this' agency to be a re*- 
ward for his long and ktborions i'erviceS 
as fecietaiy t th-it hrs gain at fifteen pev 
cent, lieing exorbitant, Mr. Ha dings, OA 
(he a^th of March lySz, reduced it to 
five percent, on all the exprncesof freight, 
&c. and fifteen per cent, on the purchaies", 
that the provittons fu^rpHed weie often 
bad, not agreeable to mufieis,'of fiiort 
weight; and tlrat Mr. Hidings dif- 
coiiraged all juit inquhy into 'inch com- 
pl.iints. 

The evidence upon this agency is lb 
exceedingly degr, and all that is important 
lies info very narrow a compafs,*:!,':'* 
Atall not take up mtieh of your Lordihips 
tinw in refeiringto it. 

It appears that a very early conf«iucncc 
ot ilyder's uiTafion ot the Carnatic was, 
an extieme fcarcity of grala at Madras^ 
and a firdi^ apprehenfion of famine, tin- 
lefs relieved by the exertions of the Ben¬ 
gal government. Confiderable Aipplies 
ut provisions were Tent fioni Bengal in 
the months of Odober and Novemlrer 
fyio. Sir Eyre Coote, who'atrived at 
Madras early in November lyiio, gave 
to Mr. Hafiings a molt gloomy jiiitnre 
ot the (late of the Carnatic, aivi iiaiikly 
told him-that Madras muft depend upon 
him for men, ntoney, and proviUons.-— 
The govei nment of FuitSt. George inaile. 
finiilar reprefentations, and they were tur- 
ther enforced by the molt yxelling private 


tions, and the Company have eie^tcd to letters from the Governor of Madias, Mr.. 
■ his memory a monument in ’jtt^eftminlter Smith, toMr. Haltings. 


Abbe|f, and a ftatue at the Ifidia Houle. 
ItrelUwidi youi LordQiips to detetmine 
whether Mr. Haltings ought to be con¬ 
demned for the (hare which, he had in fix¬ 
ing an e!'.tblifliment for Sir .Lyie Cuo'te 
barely adequate to his necefiary cxpen'ces 
in the field. 

I (hall next proceed lo confider the evi- 
deuce wliich has been given by the Ma¬ 
nagers and the Pciemlant's Cuunfcl on 
the Agency of Mr. Aurio'. The Com¬ 
mons charge, that the l>efendam, in fur¬ 
ther pnrluance ot the tame prodigal and 
'comatpt fylicm of government, appointed 
JSrrnea Peter Anriul, £(q. Agent of Sop- 
^plies for the Prefidency of M.'idras in 
tlliiiecinber 17S0, wlien dure was a gieat 
Ii»rctty of provifiont at that iettlemcnt t 
that petendant gave him fifteen (ler 
tent, coipmiinun, tltou^ Auriol had only 
.rrquiretl die ulual tommiflion, which was 
five per cent, as tiie Hefendatu wail 


It was in this ftate ofaffairs that Mr. 
Auriolthe I'ecietaty propofed tocontiafl 
for the Aipply ot a very conlidrrabie 
quantity ot grain and ptovifioirs, to be 
dcliveied on certain t-’rms at Madras, 
or, as tlteir wants were inoft urgent, to 
liiriiilh every pofTihle afliftance, and to be 
indulged with the litiial tormnilfion for bk 
ti oubie. . The latter propolal was accept¬ 
ed, and Mr. Aairiui was fppointed'agent 
of Aipplies with a coimnifllon of fifteen 
per ce<it. The Managers al&rt 'that 
iU'» uAial Commiflion qf mercn||nts was 
five per cent. aii|f have fully ptoi^d it to 
be to 1 but the Pefendant's 
have brought full proof, that where^^ics 
are furnifited by indifidisils in the C^- 
pany’s fervice, the comminion has 
fifteen per cent j lb that there can be ' 
doubt, but that when Mr. Auriol pro- 
puled to take the iiAial commilfion, he 
meant that cotninilliun which every per- 

lea 
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fen in the Company’s fen ice, when 
employed lo purctiafe ftorcs or provi- 
fipns, did aftually receive. 

'J'hc fupplies required by Fort St, 
^cor^c were (o very conlidcrablc, that 
'l^e commiliion of per lent. though 
fixed agrecaJilv to cliabhihed practice, 
was reduced tp 5 per cent, on ail char¬ 
ges. The Court of Direflors, in July 
1782, expreffed their difipprobation of 
tins agency, and it was accordingly 
annulled.' But it is abloliitcly im|>uMi- 
ble for any fair or candid man to read 
the evidence which has been |;iven up¬ 
on this Charge, .without concurring en¬ 
tirely in the JuitiwC of the expre.iioRS 
(aid to have been uttered in another 
—“ That Mr. Flaftings had the 
merit of having laved a whole peo- 
“ pie- fiom perilbing by famine, aivd 
** of dcini! It in the moft economical 
“ way pfifliblc.”—‘it appears bv the 
letters on your Lordlnip*! Minutes, 
that Lord Macaiincy, after he had I'uc- 
ceeded to the giAtrnmcnt of I'orc St. 
George, cxprellbd his ftnfe of the ex¬ 
ertions of the Bengal Government in 
the llrongcft Serins. He atcrrbiittd 
the ptei'ervation of iheCrtinatic to the 
zealous and judicidus efforts and ex¬ 
ertions of the Govt-rnor.'Geiicral and 
Council. 

On the jift of Oftober 1781, Lord 
Macartney, in a letter to the Court of 
Diretlors.I'rtys, “ i am happy todo j.iftice 
“ iQ the Governor-General and Coun- 
cii of BkAgai, for their great cxcr- 
“ tions in i'upplying us with money 
“ and piovifiuns ; to ihofe exertions 
“ I confider the prefervation of this 
•• fcttleinent to be in a great nieafure 
“ owing.” 

On a comparifon between the cx- 
pence of the rice fornilhed by cpotra^t, 
and of that which was lupplied under 
the agency of Mr. Anriof. your Lord- 
fltips will find that the latter was* a 
cheaper and by far a bcritr mode of 
I'upply } and indeed it frems now to be 
the univerfal opinion of Gentlemen in 

a dia, that it is infinitely mote 
intagf of the public Icrvicc, 
ally in time or war, to con- 
tts who arc men of honour, 
traAors. 

tmons alledge, that the pro*, 
lilhed by Mr. Auribi were 
ality i but it is fully cfla- 
WiUhed by the evidence, that- infinite 

■0 

• By Mr. Pitt in oppofingthis Charge 


pains were taken to' pTotnfe p')b\i(iohsf 
of the beft quality ; that tbofe 
voUrs were aciended with the com^wen 
fuccefs, except in the infiaace whAv 
the applications from Madras were fo 
excccdiQgl/ preffing char the^ffinia 
bought up rice wlicrevcr rteould^prO- 
cured, and a fmall part of it bew e'x- 
pol'cd to the rain, became damped ^ 
and in another in dance, a fevy b^» of 
rice were ftolcn. Thefe, 1 beiicvej^e, 
the only inftanccs of failure, both If 
which were owing to accident, in tie 
execution eff this agency j from whenc 
it would.feem that Mr. Hafiii^scbulil 
not have placed lb imponans a truft m 
better hands. 

'i'he next and the doling allegation in 
thisAvticlv, L the Agency cf Mr. BdH. 
Mr. Mailings is charged with grantiivf 
this agency on very exiravagnnt terma 
to his private fccretary. The evidence 
lets this tranfatlion alfo in fo very clear 
a point of view, tli.ic I i.'nagotu 1 need 
not detain yonr Lordlhips with many 
olifervatioiis ui>on ir. Of the propriety 
c.f keeping up a proper fupply ot pro- 
vilions in Fort William, no one, I thinks 
will entertain a don'ot. A reference 
was made by the Board to three mcr- 
cliantN inCalctitta,in order to know what 
would be the rate of coiiimiirion at 
which a ceitain quantity of provifions, 
of ft pcrilh.ibic* nature, could be kept 
in Fort William. I'hefe merchants re¬ 
ported, that the fcrvicic could not be 
done for lei’s than twenty per cent. 
By examinin-g the accounts of a ftore- 
kccner it appeared, that on many of 
the articles furnilhed by him, there had 
been a lol's of ninety ptr cent, and rhe 
Board ultimately fi.xcd the allowance at 
thirty per cent. General Clavering 
flrongly oppofed the terr.isof this agen¬ 
cy, and e,ilculated that tbc profits 
would amount to thirfv, , thoufand 
pounds in three years. Mr. Haftings 
feeling the language c.f this diifent t« 
be in Ibine degree pcrfunal, after con¬ 
troverting General Clavering:’5i calcula¬ 
tions, declared, that the accounts Af 
the agents iliouKI be open to the j|,n- 
fpc£lion of the Company, ami that if 
tile' Dircdlors Jdiought the profits too 
great, he wouffl be refponfible fbt Mr. 
Belii’s paying the fnrpliis into the pub¬ 
lic trcalbry. Mr. Hafrings added, that 
the proper fupply of Fort WiHiapi 
with every requihte fur a fiege, was a 

in the Houfe ot Conunor.s hi .April 1787.' 

contfitf 
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■ concern -foe \vhicU» as iSo^ernor of that 
\£arJlwQf he was eCpecislly nifponfibk, 
'•aivdnhac he had. con^ded the charge to 

l^^nani w}to be kdew would difclurge 
chediity with fidcUty and honour. 

.. pireftors thought oroper to 

imiilff all the calculatiocs of General 
; that is, they luppofed that 
Cfac^l^fits of this agency would amount 
'l^jpirty thuuiand pounds in three 

■ yaat they direct, therefore, that the 
.jKfiiiay he reduced to twenty percent 

^d that Mr. Hiftings ihould pay, or 
&ufe to be paid, ten thouiand pounds 
the treafury. • Before phis order 
jreacbed Bengal, Mr. Belli, in the form 
«f a contract, was bound to fiipply Fort 
M'illiani with provilious for live years 
from September 1779* on the terms of 
his agency. When the letter of the 
Direflors was referred to Mr. Belli, be 


longer at * manifeft inconvcfticncyp fie 
returned in the year 1793 to Bengal } 
he had remained beyond the period 
preferibed by law, and it was ncccffary 
that he IhouKl be rc*appointed to the 
fcrvice by a vote of three fourths/jf 
the Diredlors, and three fourths of 
the l^roprictors. hie had the-pleafure 
and I'atisfadtion, however, of having 
been unanimoufly rc-appointed by both 
thole refpedlable bodies ( and k certain* 
W appears, both in the inftance of this 
Gentuman and Mr. Auripl, that Mr. 
Haftings fixed upon men of fair and 
honourable charadters to execute two 
very important agencies. 

1 have now gone through the whole 
of the P'ourth Article, and fliait'pB":- 
cee.-i to put the quefiions on each alle- 
gitioti feparately p 1 ihail therefore firft 
move, “ That the Commons have 


declared that it would be abfblutely 
impuilible for him to go on :it twenty 
per cent, and he was conviuctd tlm 
the Directors would nor delirc .him to 
ay ten thoufand pounds, when dii-y 
new that his whole profits for tlirtc 
years, on a vei'y troubUrome and pte- 
cartous agency, had nut cxcccdt-d chat 
fum : that the Diredtors, adopting Ge¬ 
neral Clavering’s calculations, conclud¬ 
ed that he had made thirty ihuufand 
pounds in tbieo years, of which they 
permitted him to retain twenty, atid to 
pay the other ten into the public trea¬ 
sury i whereas, in truth, he ti.ad iTi.ide 
but ten thoufand pounds, only one half 
of the profit which the Company were 
willing to allow liim. 

This reprcfenraiion was tranfmitted 
to the Diredlors, and it is not unfair 
to ruppofe, that they conceived ic to be 
perfcdfly i'atisfadtory, from the ctreum- 
kanee of their total filencc cm that 
lubjedl from the year lySo to this 
day. 

i^art of the fiorcs laid in by Mr. 
Belli were fold in December* 1784. 
'Phs price charged to the Company 
for tho^c (lores was two thoufand fix 
^hundred ,an<i ninety pounds—they fold 
f^r four thouiifi^nd five hundred' and 
‘.'tvirenty pounds. The circutnftance was 
fiuticed ,to the Coinpa:^ and in the an- 
Avf'it’nf the DtreCto^ d.'tted March 
aySy.'thsy fpeak'in very.high terms of 
*'lhe'aHhlnliy and fidehty of Mr. Belli. 
-This Gentlem-n came ra England in 
1*1(5, continued fume years to be 
esainincdas a witnefs; but the Mapa- 
gtfs not chufing to call him, ami Mr. 
idafiings unwhUng to detain hitn 


“ made good the Charges alledged 
“ againfi Warren Haftings, Elij. con- 
“ rained iu the Fourth Article, re- 
“ fpefling the Opium Contra£l, the 
“ Smuggling the Opium to China, the 
“ Allowances to Sir Eyre Cnote, the 
“ Bullock. Contrail, ^he Agencies of 
•• Mr. Aurtol and Mr. Belli." 

The Biluop of Roche(lerfaid, that he 
would trouble their Lordfiiips with a^ 
few word.s tqson the only one of the 
five allegations in this Article, on ' 
which the fmallcft degree of doubt cx- 
ift..d in his mind; he meant the opium 
contract granted to Mr. Sulivan in (781. 
The opium, contraft had been much re¬ 
lied on by the Managers, and certainly 
had been attended with circiimfiancct 
of a ijiieftionable nature.. In order to 
(how in what light ke underfiood this 
}>art of the Fourth Article, his Lord- 
fiiip referred to the material parts of 
ttie evidence, beginning with the let¬ 
ter of the Directors to the Council, 
March 29,‘1774, dirc 61 ing thst' alt 
Qtmtra^s fnould be publicly advertiled, 
fealed propufais received, and the pre¬ 
ference givtn to the laavcll bidder, fuf- 
ficient fccunty for his faithful dif. 
charge of the conditions of Ms contra^ 
being at the fame time jMen. He 
next traced all the traiifa£li!^s in evi¬ 
dence, from granting it td^e^, Mac¬ 
kenzie in 1777, on a contra^ fw three 
years, to the fate erf it by Mr., Be^and 
Mr^Young in April lySi.includifi^he 
cenfuce ctmv'ey'cd by the ©itefiorsS.^ 
their 'ctrer of December tj, >77?, on the ' 
Council, for having omitted co 4 tUcr- 
tife for propofals prcvbua tothehr eon- 
trafling wuh MT.Mackcr.z.k for three 

years. 
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yeirtf His Lnrciihip fully concurred 
with Lord Thurlow in thinking it ^'cry 
extraordinary that the Charge omitted 
to notice the contract granted to Mr. 
^Mackenzie in 1780. He referred to 
tl^ minute of the ^o^rd in which Mr. 
Haftings*rccommcnded to the Coun¬ 
cil, that the opium contra^ be granted 
to Mr. Stephen Sulivan for four years, 
the rciblution of the Council fo to grant 
ir, the reduAion of the penalty on the 
opium contra£t, the abolifton of the in- 
fpe6^or$, and the fale of the contra£l 
by Sulivan to Mr. Benn for 350,000 
licca rupees before the execution uf 
any part of ihe contraf.f. He dilated 
upon the 'evidence of Mr. Bonn and 
“M-.*?'?(Sung, and made a variety of ob- 
fervations upon each fa£i ftated by 
them as he came to the mention of it, 
lltewing what grounds of a juilifica- 
tory nature had been eflabliflied by the 
tciiimony of the witnefTes to qualify 
thofe fa«s, and prove that they had 
neither originated from a corrupt mo¬ 
tive nor a criminal intention on the part 
of Mr. Hafiings. His Lordfliip (aid, 
there was certainly no pr«Jof that Mr. 
Hailings knew anything of the tranf- 
a6tions between Shlivan, Bonn, and 
, Young i at’thc lame time it was clear 
that if the contra^ had been publicly 
advertifed, and there had been others 
to bid lowj Voung would have taken it 
from the Company at the price which 
lie gave Bcnn for ir, and in rh.it event 
the Company would have gained the 
fourteen thoufand nine hundred pounds 
.y year, for five years, which was divi- 
^d between Benn and Sulivan : but 
he was at n lofs how to treat the igno¬ 
rance of the whole Board on this Tub- 
of opium, after they had taken 
every pains to get Information, as a 
crime cxclnfively in Mr. Haftings, and 
as a crime meriting impeaelfment } it 
might be the ground of a civil a£iion 
from the Company, if they had thought 
proper totally ttJ forget the many* im¬ 
portant fervices of Mr. Hafiings, and 
to forget^lfo rtiat they were indebted 
to him «Qne for this valuable branch 
of rcvcJiie. He did not believe that 
any IV^firfBcr of the Foard conceived 
that Direftors orders relative to 
eo()j/a£ts, applied to this branch of the 
pulQic revenucl The Company, how¬ 
ever, entertained very- different and 
more grateful fentiments towards Mr. 
Haftings: the Proprietors had repeat¬ 
edly returned him their thanks i and 
pn his fifli^l rciignatmn qf |hc ftrvicc, 


and after his arrival in Englatrd,-tht X 
Court of DircAors unanimoufiy 
ed him their thanks for his tong, 
ful, and important fervices. Uis Lordlb ' 
Ihip therefore contended, that until ha 
was better informed, he fiioulck^*- 
tinue to believe that there was 
no crime charged which could be^irc^ 
perly cognizable by Impeachiient^^ 
and that it was a- matter between'*|Mf, 

Haftings and the Eaft India Compa»5'\ 

The Earl of Caernarvon inducel 
by what had fallen from the Lcarnel 
Prelate to detain their Lordihips fo\ 
a fingle .minute, and it Ihonld be. 
but for a minute. He faid, that by 
the Adi of the J3th of the prefenc 
King, the Governor-General and Coun¬ 
cil were to obey ail orders iffued by the 
Dircdtorsj that therefore the not ad- 
vertifing and putting a contr.i£l ro pub¬ 
lic auclion, was a breach of their 
ftandine orders. The Noble Eart 
added, that it was highly ncccffary to' 
reprobate every improper expenditure 
of the public money: and then read an 
extract frum a letter written by Mr. 
liaftingv to the Diredturs, in which he 
tells them that the fcrvice is loaded 
with gentlemen of high connexions in 
England, who expedl to acquire rapid 
fortunes, and arc tent out to India with 
that view i'olely. 

After ieveral ftrong animadverfiona 
on the granting the opium contradl fur 
four years to Mr. Sulivan, who nei¬ 
ther poHllTed, nor pretended to poQcls, 
any knowiedge rcfpefttng the I’ubjcft 
of his contradl, nor any Iklll in the 
biifincfs, and who immediately fold it 
at a confidcrable profit'to Mr. Bonn, 
his Lord ihip proceeded to notice thu 
next part of the Charge refpefting 
opium, namely, the Goi'crnor-Gcnc- 
rat’s having diihonourcd the Britlih 
Government in India, and dirgracedits^ 
credit, by lending hrs count«o>nrc to 
the iinuggling trade which he fuffered 
to be carried on in the article of opium 
to China—when he at the fame time 
well knew that the importation of opi- ' 
urn was forbidden, under fevere 
nalti|s, by the Chinefe government; 
tha* the article itfelf ir liable to be 
burnt, if feized, and the velfel tha: 
imports it to be confifeated, and thcL 
Chinefe in whofe cuftody it may be 
found for fale to be pnnifhcd with death. 
The Earl made fome pointed remarks , 
on the whole of the Governor-Gene¬ 
ral’s cotidu£l in this parricular, and re¬ 
probated it feverely. lo order to it. 

luftrate 



«nil fupport his afigOJme»t re- 
iti he rea4 •» letter from tlie 
^j^’Cargocs at China and Cantonj in 
e^iich •th«jy fay, that if the Captain 
l^d ^^yed hu orders, tlie opl'uiTi might 
■ ion fold to great advantage, but 
'OA’afjratd that public ictereds 
fn facriliced to pris-au adva:). 



i&ihop of R«tfh.c{lcr, in reply, 
^thM It* did tile hlobie 

LWbul# has*e drawn an argument 
the tetter of the Supra>cacgue8 at 
lAtoii p; crlinknate Mr. jK^ilVingt for 
Iriving the opium contract ru Mr* Suli. 
van: it fnrely was ex evidence. 

The SupraifCargoes cenfured theCaptain 
eS the iltip freighted with opium to 
China, and attributed it to him, or to 
others, that it did not turn out a much 
TOore b«neiic.ial adventure : the Cap¬ 
tain as loudly ccnfiircd the Supni-c.u -. 
goes j and Colonel Watfon imd, that 
though the bunnefs was new and 
Very much mifm.inaged, it llilJ wfis a 
very profitable cuivceiu for the Com* 


P‘1?* 

Tive Earl of Mansfield faid* be had 
bpc»,)at«ly ton much employi-d to Iur,k 
tnini^tely into the c\idcnce on the difi- 
fereot contra/ls, and therefore (houlJ 
forbear to deliver his feutiments at the 
prefent moment ; but be defirtd to be 
upderfiood. rather as having fulpendt-d 
hb upioi>m, than as not having fornud 
otic upon the fubjedi. Theie was one 
point, however, on which he could not 
conTtientioufly withhold them—a point 
on which his opinion lud never varied 
from the firfi moateut chat it was nicn,> 
tionedr—he m^aiH the cxcra-atlovvanccs 
|[ranted to $ir Evre Coote ; and upon 
chat.Charge he was defirpus and anxious 
§9 comiikunicate his fenttments c# their 
t^sdfiMps. The Esrl declared, that in 
'I'ranti.ng thofe al)owancAs, he not only 
epneeived the ponduA nt Mr. {Jafting* 
tube highly juAifiahle, but firi£tly me- 
ntoi^Dus. . 

..The Lord Chancellor faid, he wiAtrl 
«nl}' t 9 olifcrvc, that Up every iitfunc^ 
lipt the I^uilu^k Cot>tra6l—and there 
he .thought the tetrms tori high-^he 
ei'klchcc clearly pVoyed, that tlu: f>e 
feiid^nt had a£f«d itroFufcly and im* 
ps'ovidcntlv, as well a» contrary to 
thb Cxprels orders of lh« ‘Oire^ors ; 

therefore he was of opinion, that 
the Commuos had made good the 
^Ciia r.ge. , 

The morion* were then feTePBlIy put, 
•nd the Mifi-Cottttn'i had it. 


It was tnbyed, ■“ That- the 

** Commons had made gbod the re- 
** mainder of the linpeacuoiciit agajnft 
“ Warren fJallings, Cfq.” which was 
aifo negittvedi and the Kdolutions 
having been read over pro/amd^e^l 
ordered to be {imported on 


WEDVF.SDAV, ArR?t. t; 

when Lord Walfingham., as Chairman 
of the CoiAlKittce, brought up the 
Report, and tlve. Reruluiioijs were read 
dye*. 

Lord Thurlow then moved, and it 
was ordered, “ That the faid Repott 
*' he t.iken ii)t<> ennitjJc-ratioiy'on Moit« 
“ day fc’nniglu/’ 


M.OXDAY, A I’hi I. ij. 

Lord Walfingham prefented the Rc» 
port, vvh^h having been read a firlli 
time. 

Lord Walfinghatn laid, that not liar- 
iag had ,iny opportunity, as Chairman 
of the CiimiTiwtee, of dclivcrtim: his 
opinion upon thefubjett of the Relolu,. 
tioiis, and as he had no wilh to conceal 
what that opinion Was, h* would take 
the liberty of dating it as (hortly as he 
could. The prineiple upon whi. h 
meant ro aft was this t To acquit Mr. 
Haftings whenever he appeared to have 
afted clearly for the public lervicc, or 
wherever any doubt arofe lb fat in 
point »if law, as that tlic mod learned 
authorities in the Houle diliered in 
their conliruftion of ilic law upon the . 
fubjeft. .r 

Upon this principle he was bound to 
acquit Mr. Hh( lings on the Benares 
and Begum Charges, becaufe his only 
objedt was the Cdin^iany's advantage, 
Without any view of I't-lf-interelt in use 
cafe. His'Lordlhip faid, it could-b« 
proved from the written, and Aid more 
from the parole teltiinoay of aimoft 
every* wKitefs, that they were all con¬ 
vinced at the .time, and even sow con- 
tmucil in the belief, that the ednduft oi 
the Bju^ums was dil'ad'cftedVtowards 
th* Ean India Company during ih* 
rebellion of Cheyt btng. in'Tk^ Mr. 
IJaftitig* ridted himlelf and his^'^wn 
repiicatiun for the gmid of the feiWe 
alone. Had he remained quietly]^ 
Calcutta, he might have faved himlelf 
from me poHibility of blame, but rhe 
V:r.irr vvouid have had no claim to any 
rf thofi benefits to which he was en¬ 
titled by the Treaty df Cii^ar, nr.f 

y w uuid 
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would the Company ever have reco¬ 
vered that debt from the Vuier which 
it wa^> r*i material for them to receive at 
chat time. 

Upon the fame principle he was 
,^und to acquit him upon the Prefent 
Jhren through Sadanund, hecaufe he 
took iwwith a view to forward an expe¬ 
dition which he thought clfcntiil, and 
which the Council objedlcd to bccaulc 
of the cxpeTf6«i> 

As to the Prefent ^the Raja of 
Berar, he thought it inipollilije to pro- 
notincc him guilty of that Charge, be- 
caufc the Commons had (probably from 
mjftakc) charged him to h u e given il 
in the autumn of the year 17^0, where- 
as^tjj'; money that h. gave for th:.t 
'^urpofe and at that time, was the Di- 
nigepcru money, >vhich Was not in 
charge at all; and the P.una money, 
which v/as in charge, was not given 
till March 1781, and thenforc the 
Charge was certainly, literally fpeak- 
ing, not made out—i>iit even if it had 
been proved as the Commons intended, 
it would certainly have fallen, as wouhl 
that from Sadammd, within the Aft of 
1773, liavingbeen carried to the Coin- 
panv’a account. 

He faid, tlic Prefent from Nundoo- 
lol was not made out, in point of evi- 
dence, fo as to warrant him to pro¬ 
nounce it to be a high crime aud uilf- 
demeanor. 

The Prefent from the Vizier, and 
that from Nohkifleu, ftood indeed in a 
very diffccnt light; and although they 
were not illegally taken, yet he fhculd 
\have thought them improperly taken, 
Vven if they hid been taken for the 
foie life of the Company—but ftill more 
fo, if they were taken (as they 
peared to be) with a view to Mr. 
Haftings’s own benefit. That which was 
taken irom NobkiiTcn was net to be jnf- 
tified as with refpeft to Nobkiffen ; but 
that was not the charge. The Prtfint 
from the Vizier was not to be Juftified, 
becaufe he was*at that time in fo much 
diflrefs, ihat his own troops were upon 
the poinl of mutinying for want of 
ay, any he had not credit enough to 
o’rrovti: hundred thoufand pounds, 

whicb.vhc wanted fix weeks afterwards 
for v.ie purpofe of payitig off certain 
efl'mlifliments which were to be abo- 
Hl/ied by the treaty of Chunar, \vith> 
'out making ufe of Middleton’s ailift- 
ance to enable him to complete the 
loan: at the fame time his wl^ole re¬ 
venue, which, by Middleton’s account, 
was noV fifteen hundred thoulknd 
PnaT>i,U. ^ 


V 

pounds a year net money, was made 
over in aflignment to the Company, fgl^ 
the debt which the Nabob ow-ei^hetj^ 
amoiuuing to about five hundred t^^ 
fimd pounds, and for the current claims 
which the Company had upon him for • 
the year 178 tj which ameuijg/ to 
above feven hundred thoufand rounds 
more, cxclufivc of all the Nabobs ar* 
rears tu his own civil and military efta- 
lilidi.iienis. And therefore, as iSgparc 
of Vlr. Ilaflings’s profeiTed obje& 
his dekgation to Oude was to relieve 
the difirelftb of the Vizier, Ills LoniU 
fliip would certainly have pronounceu* 
him guihy of a high crime .-rnd mif- 
ilcmeanor in thus having added to 
tl.tm, if it had not been for the ar- 
gumtiitsuf a Noble and Learned Lord, 

He next went into a difeufiion of 
thofc arguments. He faid, if he un- 
derllnod tliem rightly, Mr. Haftings 
could neither be voted guilty by the 
coinmon nor by the llatutc law for hay > 
inp received them. As to the llatutc 
law, the Adt of 1773 was complied 
with, by his having carried the one, 
and oftcred the other, to the ufe of the 
Company. If the Company had fent 
him no anfwer for above ten years, 
and had neither accepted it thcmfelvcs 
nor ordered him to reftorc it, it was 
the C.mipany’s fault, nor could the 
Adi of 1784 attach upon a crime com- 
mirtf.d previous to thepaffingof that Ail. 

Ir was faid, he could not be con- 
viv't.jil by the common law, bccaufe the 
C'iiarge mull ftaic that the Prefent 
was illegally and corruptly taken; 
wnii h. in the cafe of the Vizier, was 
n It fo Itafccl. ft was faid, it mull ahb 
ftaic the reward or brokage, or confi- 
deraiion for which it was taken ; which 
was not fo ftated, either in the cafe of 
the Vizier or of Nybkiflcn j nor did 
the Charge mention anything of its 
being a Clime cither or extortion or 
opprtllion. 

At the fame time, his Lordlhip faid, 
he was free to confefs that the argu¬ 
ments of the Noble and Learned Lord, 
upon the wooilack‘made a very cuu- 
fidcraole iir.prcflir.n upon his mind } 
but where two fuch learned authori¬ 
ties differed, the fafeft w’ay for a Judge 
was to take the mildeft fide, and 'to 
lean in favour of the Defendant, who - 
from his charadlcr and fituation was 
certainly entitled to all the favour that 
the Houfe could Ihew him, where- • 
ever that favour could be fitewn with 
juilice. 

As to the Contracts, he fincerdy 
L 1 wiflted 
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wiflicd lie could acquit him upon all of 
^hc(|u but it appeared to him, that with 
to the Opium Contract he had 
disobeyed, the orders of the Company 
■ repeatedly, for the purpofe only of 
beAedTing Mr. Sulivan, u hom he muft 
ha^known he was about to benefit at 
the Company's expcncc. 

Ml-. Sulivan was a young man at that 
iimy juft come out to India, and alrea- 
dyi^ppointed Judge Advocate,^ and 

J ad aMo a fituation in Mr. Itaftings’s 
imilv; fo that he could underdancl 
cry little of the culture of opium, nor 
could he refide upon the fpot, which it 
appears the contractors fliould do, for the 
benefit and fccurity of the ryots. He was 
the fon of Mr. Sulivan, who was at 
that tune Ch-irman of the India Houfc, 
and was Mr. Haftings’s friend and pro- 
tedlor, when he flood in need of all the 
proteAion he could obtain, from the 
numerous enemies with which he was 
furrounded ; but that will not juftify 
Mr. Haftings for facrificing the intertft 
of his employers in a moment of fo 
much diftrefs, to make the fortune of 
Mr. Suliran. 

At the fame time ht it be flated, 
that all the revenue which the Compa¬ 
ny have at any time derived, and are 
now deriving, from the article of opi¬ 
um, is entirely owing to Air. Ilaft- 
ings, who refeued it from the hauds 
of the Patna Council, to whom it 
was a perquifite ; and that revenue 
from the year 177*, when it was trans¬ 
ferred to the Comp.any, cannot have 
amounted to Ids than two millions fter. 
ling up to this time. 

But if the contrail had been adver- 
tlfed, as the Direflors had ordered, it 
would have produced to the Company 
at lead ten thoufand a year more than 
it did produce during the four years 
h>r which Sulivan held it: it did pro¬ 
duce a great deal more during the 
fubfequent four years for which Sir 
John Micpherfon advcriifed it; it pro¬ 
duced more ftill during the ne.xt four 
years for which Lord Cornwallis ad- 
verttfed it: and yet in thofc contrails 
a claufc was inferred, giving to the 
Company the power to revoke the con¬ 
trail if they thought fit, which claufe 
did not intimidate the contrailors from 
• * bidding, as it was fuppofed it might 
and ought to haVc been inferted in Su- 
Jfean's contrail;. 

‘ ppon Auriol’s Agency fbr rice, he 

^ t'nic had 

doubts why fifteen per cent, was 


givcn,w'hen Mr. Brodie proved that five 
per cent, was the ufual commilfion to 
merchants, and when Auriol was very 
glad rotake it when offered to be reduced 
to five per cent. ; but in anfwer to ibis, 
B-rrwcll proves that fifteen per cedf. 
was the conll.snt commiflion pi' en for 
every article of fupply by the .Jovern- 
ment. This affertion, tbougn not ap¬ 
plied to this particular -.le, is how¬ 
ever proved by various points of evi¬ 
dence which’^flireclly fupport it; above 
all, it is proved that Fergufon, in Au- 
guft 1780, took the contraft at fix 
rupees and eight annas the maund ; 
Auri.il, in December 17S3, offered to 
take it at the fame price, when Mr. 
Haflings propofed to hiiii to take^TTflyfft.. 
a C(.mmtffion of fifteen per cent.; and 
he cslied upon the Houle to obl'crvc, 
th.ic Jirodie wrote word in September 
that all the rice which was f* 
fent, was not only in general of a bet¬ 
ter quality, bat coil .loovc twenty pei 
cent. I'jfs than tbit which was fiipplied 
by contrafr. ft it is fiid, that this 
only proved that the contr.itt with 
f'ergiiforn was too high, it is to be 
obferved, when the fame article was 
advcrtvfcd in lyRj, the lowcft term!, 
offered were within four annas of wlsat 
Ferpufon hid received. 

As to induence, he did nC't fee with 
what view of influence this Agency 
could be given. The (’harj;;c indeed 
flated, that it was given to Mr. Auriol 
by way of reward for his fen ices ; 
but the moment tlic terms were 
agreed upon, AurioJ left Calcutta fqV 
the benefit of hi* health, and the 
commilfion \v,is executed by his bro¬ 
ther till the month of September fol¬ 
lowing. 

As to sir F.yrc Coote’s Allowances, 
he agreed entirely with the Noble 
Earl (Lord Mansfif.i.d), that Mr. 
Haflings did perfetlly right not to take 
them off, under the peculiar circum- 
ftances of this cafe 1 > for it fliould br 
remembered, that Mr. Croftes's letter 
to Mr. BriSow to pay them.|r was writ¬ 
ten at a time when Sir Eire Coote’s 
very name was a vitbory, arn^ when it 
was of the utmoft confcqtfWlf to the 
Company's affairs that Sir Eyru.ihoul(t 
refume the command of the Aripy in 
the Carnatic, which in point of jitftjcc 
to his family he poffibly might haw* 
refufed to do, in the dangerous ftate 
of health in which he then was, as 
the expcncc which that commend 
would require is known be. con- 
* ' Udenahia'. 
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fiderable. His Lordlhip rhcreforc faid» 
had he been m Mr. Haltings’s Itcuation 
he would have done exactly the fame 
thing. \ 

^ So he would with refpeft to the Bui- 
Contiadk propafed by Sir. Eyre 
CudT^wlto complained, as did the pro- 
vincia^commander ia chief, Gi-ucrai 
Stibbcrt\that the former contract was 
made upols^^ch low terms that the 
army fulfcre^^dentially by it; and it 
would have been a very invidious 
taflt, and Mr. Haftings would have had 
much to anfwer for, had he taken upon 
himfclf to rejeft a motion fo made by 
the commander in chief, in whole de- 
partmeiit it immediately was, and who 
. was himfelf to fee to the execution of it 
in time of adtual fervicc. Nor were 
the profits enormous, as the Charge 
fiated ; for Fergufon’s letter,‘fiipportcd 
by the declaration of his book-keeper 
Farlie, proved that his profits were not 
fifteen per cent, fubjefl to bad debts fo 
the amount of a lack of rupees ; which 
is no very enormous coinpenrationiwhcn 
it is confidcred how great the refponfi- 
bility is of fuch an undertaking, upon 
which the very cxiftcncc of the army 
nnilV depend, and alfo how great the 
rilk is ; for, if the Marattas had entered 
the provinces, as was cxpcilcd, Fergu- 
fon fiiuft have been utreriy ruined. 

Nor did he fee anything to objeft to 
in the Contra6t with Belli, '^Fhc lupply 
of the garrifon with provili.m, Okc. was 
held to be material when it w.as pro- 
pofed in 1778, in which opinion even 
* Mr. Francis luml'elf concurred. Tliat 

was well executed, a^ipcars by the pro- 
vifions haying fold for abo\e thirty per 
cent, mere than they coll Government. 
That the merchants were wrong in fiiiv 
pofing twenty per cent, would be a lul- 
ficient agency, is proved by Johiifon's ac¬ 
count of the ailual profit and lofs, which 
upon feme articles was ninety per cent. 
His profits, he declarts upon his ho¬ 
nour, were but, ten per cent, which 
did not amount upon the average to 
three thc*jfand a year. Though the 
Dire6to|rs intended to reduce his con¬ 
tract to twenty per cent, that ia as much 
again at 'oe actually received.—.~Mr. 
jfcHi’s character is fpoken of in the 
high<.ll term' by Sir Eyre Cgote j and 
atterwards by Sir John Maepherfon, 
and by Mr. Stables, when Mr. B. left 
India. 

Having thus touched upon the prin¬ 
cipal points of the Refolutions of the 
C<>mmittt|£, hi8 Lordlhip ftid, h? felt 
the good te.ifc of an obfervation that had 


been made by a Learned Lord, [Lord 
Loughborough] that the Houfe'. yva/ 
trying the cafe, and not the ma^'an^ 
therefore he would forbear to t/nver/t 
large into the wide field which prcftfntv 
ed jtlclf before them, of Mr. Haftings's 
general merit and fcrvices; but duis 
niuch he thought he might be at lioertp 
to lay, that in a fituation the moft im¬ 
portant, and under circumllanccs the 
moll trying and the moll mortifying ia 
which any public man ever Hood, he 
had, by his exertions and by the flrcngth 
and vigour of his mind, preferved ^ 
empire to the nation, which without* 
thole exertions might have been ioft to 
it for ever. 

Lord Thurlow moved, “ That the 

Refolutions contained in thcReport be 
'* read one by one, and 3 queftion put 
“ upon each.” 

The firll Refolution being read, the 
Lord Chancellor faid, it appeared to 
him, chat the only quctlion which could 
be put in that ftage of the bufinefs was, 

*< That the Report do lie on the table.'' 
He oL'fccvcd, that the Report could not 
pollibly be made' the ground of any . 
clTcntul future proceeding; if however 
any Noble Lord had it in his contempla¬ 
tion to follow it up with any future pro¬ 
ceeding, ituugiit to he Hated to the Houle 
what was 10 be the objeCl of that propofed 
future proceeding, that their Lortlfiiips 
might Ice ihcir way, and know to what 
ineafurcs thi-y were to be induced. For 
his own part, he law nopollibic ufe that 
coil'd be drawn from putting a vote upon 
each Refolution contained in the Re¬ 
port. If by a Rerolutioii of the Houle 
the Report w^s agreed to in i0;o, no prac¬ 
tical end would be anfwercd. A Kefu- 
liition of the Conimittce would not con¬ 
clude any Noble Lord as to his ulterior 
vote in Welltuinllcr-Hall, nor indeed 
would a Refoluciun of the Houfe fo con¬ 
clude him. Nut having changed his own 
opinion fince he had been in the Commit¬ 
tee, he fhoutd certainly be inclined to find 
the Defendant guilty on moft of the 
Charges; and tio proceeding that their 
LordIhipscould inliitutc,would perluade 
him to depart from the line of conduA 
which he had laid down fur himfelf as 
to his ulterior vote on each Charge in 
Weftminller-Hali. if the coming toa 
Rcfolntion upon the Report, would at. ^ 
ail tend to accelerate the ptogrefs of the 
caufe, or aid the due adminiftration of 
jufticc, he ihould have no objeAion ; , 
but confidcring that no further proceed¬ 
ing had been intimated, or, as Ur as tlHi 
Houfe was apprifed, was likely to be 
LI a \ grounded 
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y|[rotinded en agreeing to it, he really 
a lofs to imagine what other 
’^^eCfiAn could be put than, “ That the 
“'Ae^^.t do lie on the table.” He 
hoped theYefore that the Noble and 
Learned Lord would forego his motion, 
ani^onfent that the Report be laid on 

the tlble. 

. Lord Thurlow declared himfeir to oc 
rttber aitomlhed at the lort of objeClion 
tli!ht had been raifed by the Noble and 
Learned Lord to a qneflion which 
might almoft be ftaicd to be s qucftion 
^ form. He feared howevci, if the 
^Learned Lord’s rcafoning had been 
right in every part of it, their Lord- 
fhips had gone fomewhar too far to fall 
in with it withoyt a violation of order, 
and fomeihing like a grofs irregularity 
in the nature of their proceeding;. 
The Refolutions contained in the Re¬ 
port had been read once, and the liiR 
of them had been dift(ft£lly read a I’e- 
cond time, which amounted to the fame 
thing as if the qucftioii had been put 
Upon it. The form of proceeding 
which‘he had moved, and in whicn the 
Houfe had already engaged, viz. read¬ 
ing the Refolutions one by one, and 
putting a queftion upon each, was nei¬ 
ther more nor Icfs than the ordinary 
courfe of proceeding in ali hinil.ir cafes. 
When a Report was brought from a 
Committee, cither on a bill, a petition. 


was open to debate and oppoUtien, anj 
that their opinions, and the mode of Hat¬ 
ing them, were not in the fmalleft de^- 
grtc fettered or embarrafled by theff 
liaving agreed to the Report, which 
went no farther than to indicate 
fort of bill to be brought in. ncy 
were neveithclel's free to objeft to the 
principle^ to any of the claj^fci;, and 
in ihort to every part ofbill that 
they elude to refill. 7'he*L.earned Lord'a 
motion did wliat perhaps lie was not 
bitufeif aware of—it went to counteradl 
the original purpofe for whicn their 
Li'idfliips hati gone into a Committee. 
He thought it had then been under-' 
Hood, that it would be more convenient 
for deliberation to difeui's the eVndenor 
adduced on the yart of the rrofecution 
and Defence in the form of a Com¬ 
mittee than in a Houle, and coufe- 
quently he had no id<;a th.it any Noble 
Lord would objcdl todifpofe <.f tile Re¬ 
port in the uiuai manner mat ail Re¬ 
ports from Committees were dil'pol'edof; 
and in the prefent inllance it was more 
efpccially proper, as tlio fulleft dilcuf- 
fion of every part of the Impe ichinent 
\v,is defir.ible, and no mode (it pro. ced¬ 
ing Could admit of more opportunity of 
free difculiion, than the mode of re.id- 
ing the Refolutions one by one, anil 
putting a diilindl queilion upon each. 

The Earl of Caernarvon could not 


oraiiy other matter fubmitted to the in- agree wirh the Learned J.ord ^Lord 
vcHigation of a Committee, and upon Thurlow"J, but thought direitlly the 
which matter of reference4liey came to contrary. He fpoke from the Lunnied 
more than one Refolution, it was the Lord’s own words, if he iinderftood 
uniform practice,of eiihtr Iloufe of them rightly, that the form of goings 
Parliament to difpofe of the Report in into a Committee was adopted for tlvi 


f.joic mode or other, cither to rccom- 
luit it, to negative fome of the Rcfolu- 
tioiis, and to agree with others, or to 
refolve their concurrence with the 
whole of the Report. Undoubtedly, if 
rhe RcfolAuioiis were all agreed to, it 
would not, as' the Learned l.ord had ob- 
ferved, roncludc any individual Peer as 
to liis ulterior vote in Weftminllcr- 
llall. lie was pcrfeftly aware that it 
did not, any more ihan agreeing to the 
•Rtpnit of a Committee to whom a peti- 
tion had been referred, on which the 
Chairman of ihatCmnniittec was dire^- 
^ed to alk leave to bring in a bill on the 


fake of the more free and ample dif- 
culiion of the evidence. Why then 
Ihould the Learned Lord with to com¬ 
mit the Houfe, by calling upon them 
to agree to tlie Refolutions come to by 
the Committee, and tiiusembarrafs thc^r 
ultimate vote in Wcflminftev-Hall ? 
What end would it aufwer, or what 
fcrvice would it do tfi the caufc ? It 
would mcrjsly fecurc the entry of their 
Lordfliip.s cojiciirrence, if they ihould 
concur with the Refoluti<*s of the 
Committee, upon their Journals, which 
would nccclfariiy throw a thliicuity in 
the vvay of their ulterior decifion, and 


fubjci*! matter of that petition, conclude embarrafs all their future proceedings. 
. any one Member as to his giving l^is Pollibiy iome Noble Lords miglu ihinfe 
free opinion and vote in tbe difeuflton it necclTary to'call for the opinion of 
of fhe |»jnciple and claufes of fuch the Judges on particular pomrs of ,evi- 
bill, when it Ihould come before cither deuce which appeared to be matters of 
HoOft of P^rliatncntl Every Member I&w, and perhaps he might himfelf wilh 
well knew that each Hagc of the bill to have their opinion on o^e or., two 

• ‘ ppints. 
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|)d(nts. The Koufe, pending the trisl 
in Weftmintter-Mall, had frequently 
ti^ought it ueceffary to confuli the 
Judges upon parts of the proceeding 
^which depended upon legal conllruc- 
they had never once been cal¬ 
led u^n or coni tilted by tiic Committee, 
whereH«ir advice fccmcd to be the 
more nec\^ry, as the calc was reduced 
within a compafs than before, 

and the whole ground of dilculfion was 
confined to the evidence. Ilis Loruihip 
further faid, that the judgment to be 
delivered in Wefiminiltr Hall was a 
matter of conl'cienriuus opinion, and 
therefore he conceived that no other 
queftion than that ftated by the Learn- 
-d Lord on the wooll'u k [l.ord Lough¬ 
borough,] viz. “That the Report" lie 
“ upon tire tabic,” could or ought to 
be put. 

Lord Thiirlow, in reply, faid, the 
quelhon fuggefted by the Learned Lord 
on the wooliack was dircdtiy in the teeth 
of Parliamentary ufage and precedent; 
whereas the mode of proceeding he had 
propofed, and which the Houfe had in 
ta£t adopted, was conlbiiant to the uni¬ 
form praftice of Parliament. Which¬ 
ever of the two modes was adopted, was 
a matter of perfeft indififercnce in itfelf; 
but it would be fatal, were their Lord- 
Ihips rafhly to form a pre cdeiu alto- 
geth-T new, and dircttiy in d-diance of 
the wifdom and experience of their an- 
fcltoh, who had I’etilcd a mode of pro¬ 
ceeding I'o iinmcdiatclv the reverie of 
that contended for. The proceeding in 
SachevereU's cafe was Hated in the Re¬ 
port of the Commiticc appointed to 
fearch for precedents, and there their 
Lordlhips would Icc, tint aiih'>ugh 
there were differences of opinion ic- 
fpe^ing parts of the impeachiuenr, the 
lloufc came to a Vote upon each Ar¬ 
ticle before they delivered their vcrdidf 
in VV'cftminrtcr-Hall: He therefore faw 
no rcafon why they Ihuuld not in this 
inftance do tne* fame, clpecially as it 
really concluded nothing that could 
affect thv judgment which each indivi¬ 
dual Peer Ihould think it his cxul'ci- 
entious duty to pronounce in Weff- 
minller-Pfall. 

The Earl of Lauderdale faid, he had 
not attended the Committee, neither 
did he mean to take any part in the 

f irogrcfs of the caufe for obvious rea- 
bus : but the prelent fubjedt of debate 
he confidered entirely to be a queftion 
of form) refpedting which he was at li- 
^irty to* 4 cliver hts opiifion^ withou^ in 


the fmalleft degree interfering with Av' 
Impeachment or the Trial. Hc.coulji-i 
not help thinking that the mode^ pr¬ 
eceding contended for by tlt«Tear«ef 
Lord [Thurlow], viz. to read the 
fol utions>ffl’i»iir/o//OT,and come toa dift^fi^ 
vote upon each, would be to be guilty jif 
tlic height of ridicule and abfiirdity. U 
involved this 11 range dilemma, and pot- 
fiblc injultice to the Defendant} th«ir 
Lordlhips might acquit him of all the 
Charges in the Chamber of Parliament^ 
and find him gUilty as a Court of Juftice. 
in Wcllminller-Hall. Whatever vptC , 
they came to rcipedling the Trial in the 
Houfc would of courlc be entered on 
then Journals; and if a verdidf of a 
different fort Ihould be pronounced by 
their Lordlhips judicially, the Defen* 
d.inr would have juft caufe to complain 
of the contiadiciion and inconliftcnc/ 
of their proceedings. Oii tlic other 
^and, how much more unjuft would it 
be if the Houfc Ihould dilfent from the 
Refolutions contained in the Report of 
the Committee, and their i.ordlhip* 
Ihould ncvciihtlefs individually acquit 
Mr. Haliings in Wcftminlltr Hall f He 
would in tli.ir calc hate caufe to com* 
plain of being Itiit down to judgment 
under prejudice, and ol ft,Hiding cri¬ 
minated on their Lordlliips journals, 
although he had been acejuirted and 
pronounced innocent by tlichi<>heltcourt 
in the kingdom, nod the only court 
competent to decide upon his guilt or 
innocence in refpeft to the various 
matters charged agaiuft him. In fail, 
the folc aim Teemed to be to obtain the 
vote of the Houfe in concurrence wi»h 
the Report for the fake of entering it on 
ihc Journals, and he faw not what ufe^ 
ful piirpofc that was to anfwcr. With 
regard lo what the Learned Lord ha^ 
laid of the ufiial courfe of jirocecding 
with the Reports of Committees on p«<. 
titions or bills, the prelent cafe was not 
to be compared with the iRcport of 
Committee on a bill, or the appeal of- 
any individual even m an ordinary ju¬ 
dicial caufe. It was pcrfcdtly nevv^ in 
itfelf, altogether unprecedented, and of 
the liightlt impoitance, as it involved 
the national character on points tho 
moft Tender, delicate and facred. He 
had as much reverence for precedents.,,* 
cftabltlhed by the wifdom of their an- 
ceftors, and founded in good fenfe, as 
any Noble Lord could entertain j but* 
he was neither aftiamed nor afraid to 
fay that, where a precedent, of hotv- 
tfer long Handing, was pregnant with 
\ th« 
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the.uiiro'V ridiculr »nd ahfnrdity, he 
iThouKlit u high time to m»k-e ai new 
torm a prccedcui eflaulilhcd 
ieiV^ucitionable gruund;*, and on 
founds more reaonciltablc to con.iM-'n 
The Learned Loid had cited the 

g ^tedinp of the Moufe in the cnlV of 
f. Sachevcrtll, bin he law no rtjfon 
\^X implidtly adopting the lame line of 
cpifdutt^ it might be proper ;n that 
(UfCi and altogether improper in the 
j^refent. HisLordfliip adtiedafew rtiorc 
•bfervatious, and declared he (houid 
i^ivc his vote for the cjueftion which the 
Learned Lord on the wooU'ack [Lord 
Loughljoroiigh'] had I'uggcfteJ. 

Lord Thurlow faid, he wilhc-l that 
thofc Noble Lords who were fuch eager 
advocatts for reform on all occalions, 
W'hen they ftated their leiitimciiti in 
applicati ii to matters of judicial pio- 
■ cceding, wo4ld not dirc£t their ideas 
10 burying in their own ruins ml the 
ancient pllabhlhmcnis and approve* 
forms and principles of adipinillermg 
juiiicc, w'rt\io':t at tlic fame time tak¬ 
ing care to be ready to fuggtft and 
build up fomethirig better, more con- 
tfucivc to the ends «f julticc, and more 
likely to proipote the grand ohjc.tt in 
all matters of judicial pioctcdm,*, The 
pa^dc he had moved, and whuh in 
fa£l the Houle had adopted, of read¬ 
ing the Rclblutioixs coiitaiMcd in the 
Report a iVcoml umc ^u^n/aiJn/, w^s 
the mode moll coiilbnani to the inva¬ 
riable pra^dicc of Parliament tor centu¬ 
ries, and it bed admiued of full and 
free diiciillu)n iu the Huii|c of each 
Charge to w Kith the keli'lutions of 
the Commitice rtfpcflfuily referred. 
V'Jth regard toils having ^ny tendency 
to commit their Lordlhips in any fiib- 
femient'ftnge of the huhticfs, it ccr- 
f inly had nott'ie Imallelt elttib <;f chat 
kind, ind he begged tlieir Lortllhips 
recollei'-t th.it they had ulrcedy 
gone 10) III 10 allow them to adept 
the motion of the l.ear.ied l.ovd on ihe 
uioolhick. 

The Karl, f Laydcrdjle faSf ia reply, 
tkat his iocikcd .^ith a& much »evei\nec 
' ilic prec..dcDts cllublillud b\ their 
''Ho^lturs .IS any man. w.om he was 
^,tVM^iied Mhev wetcJ’olunled in wiTJoil) 

'' frnd good lenfe ^ bat l.e was nol emu- 
plHir.ini ontiugii to adopt lU&ir abinrdi- 
'ties, ai'd lopport fwcii as we'ic oj-cn to 
ridu-nh. It Ti d I’ervcd rhe Learned 
Lord'r purpoic better to dwell upon 
■ tlMi jMTt of hfs Iptecfi which implied a 
YUH to Uktroduct a •kf.w‘'p»aA;cc, and 


might admit of the ufe of the wtfrd 
reform, than to anfwtr T^ie arguments 
he had urged. In order, theretorc, that 
what he had Ifatcd might not be loft 
fight of, he would remind their Lord- 
lliips of the injufticc the Dcfcn^^i'^ 
might polTibly have to complait^jf, by 
unnccclfarily entering upon thj^ Jour¬ 
nal- what the refult of theiyropiiiions 
upon the Report of tlK^^cJ’Commjtiee 
wasjW'hich might eientt^lly be contra- 
dieted by the verdid^ given in Weft- 
,minftcr-HaIl. 

The Karl of Caernarvon faid, that 
the precedents on ordinary proceedings 
on Keports of Committees to thcHoiifc, 
couhl haic no analogy with the prefetit 
cafe. V\'‘c have hitherto adapted e 
motle of proceedinsi liable to great ob- 
jecfioii, and the alifiirdity incrcafu 
evci) ucp. The JJoiifc lias referred 
tp the Cummirtec the difculfion of a 
fubjc£t in which the confciences of the 
Committee alone arc concerned, and 
thay arc now inclined to treat the calV 
as one where they had referred to the 
Cotninittce a fubjeft for their examina¬ 
tion and inveftigation, in order to col- 
leift matter to enable the lionfc to a£^ 
upon. In ordin iry erfts, the Coro» 
jnittce take the labour of imjuiiy \ they 
have power to arrange, digell and re¬ 
port materials ^ but they liavc no power 
or ^uthuiity to a£t their proceedings 
nrc incfTtftud without the fanttion or 
HUthoriiy of ilie fluule. In the pte- 
ient cafe the Houfc has no authniuy ; 
its approbation and concurrence can 
hive no more effett than its difappro,/ 
bation and difagrventcnt on the opinion' 
of the Committee. The Lords who 
attended Wtfiminfter-HaU as Judges 
of JMr. Hallings, have dilcufled tiic 
fubjecl in a Committee in obedience 
to the orders of the Houfe ; they have 
reperttd tljcir pioctciiings a^id opinion ; 
if ilic Houfi lliouid difagrec witn thept 
in Opinion (and a tpiLliion put to con- 
cui with the Coiniiii{tee implies thy 
poinbiiity of dilagretinj^J—rjjc Com- 
iMiitee will certAiiuy corihder>that opi¬ 
nion .is mi;.Mt<.ry as rhe uifapjicobati n 
of duv othiv large body of men would 
he, wfmh ntithtr could nfcr ought t? 
pidueiicc iu#ges ni tlu excrcifc of their 
duty, .md the tlifchnrgc of their cor,- 
iVirricts, They will go into Weft- 
miller Hall, and pronounce a judLinent 
which will be an Ltieolual .-nd legal 
difcluirgo or condtmn'aiion of Mr. Haf- 
tiiigs,'however it may dilTer from rhe 
opinion of the Ilouu, eom^'iofej of Petrs 

"who 
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wife.have not attended the Trial: it 
Would therefore be more becoming the 
dignity of this Hoiifc to let the Report 
lie on the table, without making any 
order on it, bccaitfe none can bt made 
iliP^^is confident with common fenfe. 
It IS ^ 4 ^iainty true, that the objcfrion 
would been as valid to going into 
a Commiv(jee ; but the clifcuffion was 
thought of ul'c ; it cannot be 

of life to pulpit to an abfurdity out 
of refpeft to form, cfptciallv when 
an attachment to form will lead us to a 
poifiblc iiijudicc as wt l! as abfurdity. If 
the Houfe dioiiUl be of opinion that 
llie Committee arc miftakin, and that 
Mr. Ilaflings is guilty ; the Committee 
l.eing tonipofed of thofe Peers who 
have attended Wtftmindcr-Hall, and 
are the jiidgi.s in this trial, will never- 
thtlcfs prevail in acquitting him, and 
the Houfe, who are nut his judges, 
will have incdeflually and extrajudi- 
dally (landered his reputation, and de¬ 
livered down to poftcrity a libel upon 
the Defendant, and a cenfure upon his 
judges. I do not know what the pre¬ 
cedents are, but I know that the pre- 
fent trial, from its extraordinary length, 
differs fo materially from every other 
on the records of Parliament, that no 
precedent can apply. The ob]c£lion 
might not have occurred in fliort trials, 
where all the Peers attended the whole 
trial, and the fame perfons decided all 
qiieftioiis on that trial, whether in 
Weftminfler-IIall as judges, or in the 
Committee and in the Houfe as Peers; 
the place and form, not the fubdance, 
was changed ; no difference of opinion 
on the fame points was to be appre¬ 
hended : but in a trial of fo many 
years, where variety of changes by 
death or creation have taken place* and 
many from ilincfs and fatigue have not 
attended the conclufion who attended 
the commencement of the trial j and at 
length the judges are reduced to Icfs than 
thirty-**in fuchjacafe tlic judges bear 
no proportion to the Houfe of Peers 
who arc to vote upon the Report of the 
Committee, and who may, without in- 
confiftency, differ with the judges, 
though i^y cannot influence their 
coiifcience or their conduA, If the 
forms of the Houfe do not admit the ' 
propofition, “ that the Report do lie 
upon the table/' the previous queflion 
iniift enable the Houfe to get rid of a 
queflion not fit to be put. J- lhall there-' 
lure move the^ircvious queflion. 

' .^e-lford Chancellot s fecond time 


left the woolfack to maintain his formet 
argument, and to alTcrt that any fiit- ^ 
ther or different line of proca^ingl' 
would be perfeftly inept and nugator^. 
The Learned Lord [Lord T.'fiurloitr ijl 
could not be ignerant, that whenyfT 
queflion itpun a point of law had 
been folemniv argued at the bar« 
previous to the Judges of the Court 
delivering their opinion J/ngultUim from 
the bench, it was ufuai to hold a con'- 
fultation, when the grounds of the ar¬ 
gument on both ficlcs were difeuffed j 
ebjertions, as they mfc in the mind of 
c.ich Judge, were ftarted, confidered 
by the other Judges, and anfwefsd, aa 
f.ir as reply fuggefled iifelt; and after 
due forfidcration of the whole matter, 
the Judges proceeded to diltvcr their 
optinons in Court : but it was no 
uiiufuaf matter for each Judge to 
adhere to his original opinion, and 
to ftatc it, with the rcalons for h,. 
from the bench. In like manner hia 
Lnrdfliip cnnfldcrcd that ftage of the 
bulinel's. The Houfe was holding a 
confultation with rcfpe 61 : to their fub- 
fcquent mode of proceeding, and the 
more free and unfettered it was, th* 
better in his judgment. The Com- 
miatce had certainly .lifordeJ fcope for 
much valuable difciiHion; ithadbeenthe 
means of throwing a confiderable degree 
of light on the evidence, and had cer¬ 
tainly removed a great deal of difficulij 
in regard to the formation of an ultimaie 
judgment on the caufe : but lo what 
purpofc pafs a vote on the Report,when 
It was agreed on all hands that it would 
conclude nothing .* 

Lord 7 hurlow once more rofe and 
faid, he had heard nothing that weighed 
in his mind fufficitntly to juflify a dtr- 

E arturc from precedent and long efla- 
lilhed cuflom. The Learned Lord 
had aptly eiwiigh compared their pre- 
fent fituation to that of the Judges oF 
any Court in Weftminfler-Hall holding 
a confultation after a fulemn argument 
at bar,, previous to their delivering 
thei r opi nions Jingulatim in Court. H oir 
did their Lordibips difpo&ng of th» 
Report one wav or another apply as an 
objeftion .* Whether they agfetd to 
the Report, or negatived any part of it, 
they were as free to hold a Confultation 
m>on their refpeffive opinions as ever. •- 
His Lordlliip haviog adverted to the 
F.a*i of MtUjltfex's Cafe, ftated in the 
former Report of a Committee of their 
Lurdfhips, mentioned What had beett 
tlta procesdin^ of the Houfe prevK'in 
. to 
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^ kii the giving judgment in Weftminftcr- 
He added further reafo-iing, but 
o^WeftdU^ adherc^d to. i\U nrft argument, 
fccltjV^g that if any queftion wat put 
that wage of the proceeding other 
to agree to the Rcfolution that had 
been read, it could only be the previous 
queftion. 

. On the queftion being put iJy the Lord 
Chancellor on the previous queftion, 
viz. “ Xltat this queftion be now pur,” 
the numbers were, 

Contfnh - - $ 

Not-Conteni^ - 14 

^ ■ The remaining Refolutioiis were 
then, by coufent, read fltort ind agreed 
,to. 

rjirrtAY, apkit. 17. 

Lord Thurlow laid, the next point 
to be adjuftfcd was. the mode and form 
of the, queftions to be put to their 
Lordlhips individually, when they gave 
judgment id VVcftmhiftcr Hall. From 
the moment that their Lordlhips had 
taken the fubjeft into their conrulera- 
tioM, after tha cafe had been doled on 
both fides in the Court bdow, it had 
been fettled that the Articles llumld be 
difeufied fcparatcly, not only Artidc 
by Ai tide, but Charge by Ch<i.g»y as 
tn.any as were found to be cotitainto in 
each Article- His l.ordfhip faul, that 
he had I'uggefted this mode of dif- 
cuiFion, in the firft inftance*, m order 
to remove obvious dlfiiculry ami avoid 
embairalfment, which muit have been 
the cafe, where any difference of opi¬ 
nion was likely to be entertained ; and 
in order to leave earh Ntiblc Lord per- 
fcGly free and unfettered as to tlic 
operation of his judgment upon every 
one diftinft criminal Charge. As far 
as the nature of the cafe ftiouH be 
found to require it, his own opinion 
was,that the fame line of coudutf ought 
to be purfued with regard to the tn.cf- 
tions to be put in Wcftminftcr-Hdll ; 
where there uc.'c fevcral diftimSl: 
Charges contained in one Article, it 
would, he conceived, be proper to put 
fevernl difdndl queftions. He owned, 
however, he had b^en a good deal ft ruck 
with the opinion ftated by the Noble 
and Learned Lord, when difeufling the 
Firft Article, vii. that although it 
conlifted of fcvcral fa£ts averred to be 
matters of diftinA criminal Charge, 
that all of them colleiSliycTy, 
amounted only to one material Charge 
pf High Crime and Mifdemcanor; and 
^B-t , had the Article be^n properly 


drawn, the arreft would perhaps b^e 
been the only, or at leaft the principal 
Charge averred in the Firft. Article. 
It was indifputably true, that the/ 
were but fo many conftituent parts of 
one whole, and were ft far relatively^ 
connedlcd, that though fcparatei^i^r* 
red, they might alt, wiihout^^dsar- 
ralTment or difficulty, be comn^'hended 
in one queftion to this ** Is the 

” Defendant, Warren Jfcftfnigs, guilty 
“ of the Charges of High Crime and 
“ Mifdemcanor conraincvl ^n the Firft 
“ Article of the Iinpcaeliment ?” His 
Lordfhip faid, he vvilKcd tq hear the 
fentiments of other Noble Lords, be- 
fi've he moved it as a queftion to be put. 

Lord Radnor laid, he had fqmc dif¬ 
ficulty in regard ro the Firft ArticleT" 
It confifted of various Charges, with 
refpeft to fomc- of which he might 
thick Mr. H 'ftings criminal, and with 
refpeft to otlicrs he might deem him 
innocent. He thought it might be 
confidereil as tlivifihlo under five dif- 
tinft heads of Charge, m tvhicii cafe 
every Noble Lord, who entertained a 
different opinion upon tlie different 
Charges, might fatisfy his confciencc 
and lii.s judgment, by anfwcring as he 
wn% convinced to the queftion that 
Ibouid be put upon each. He did nor, 
however, mean to oft'erany ruliftance to 
the motion ; he wiffifd, nevcrtlielefs, 
to hear the opinions of other Noble 
Lords on the fiibjedt, with refpeft to 
the law and juftice of the cafe, and in 
refpeft to the mode of delivering judg¬ 
ment. 

The Lord Chancellor faid, that, as 
the Noble and Learned Lord had al¬ 
ready ftated, the Article certainly did 
contain fevcral Charges itparately aver¬ 
red, but mod of them were oot fiib- 
ftantivc Charges, only matters of ag¬ 
gravation, and tending to lead to, and 
Ihbftautiate the material fa£ls that 
were, in the confiJeration of law and 
juftice, the high crimes and mifdemea- 
nori to be decided ufAm- He thought 
thcrcforcthe whole Articlemight be com¬ 
prehended under the finglc queftion of—• 

1 5 the Defendant guilty,or not guilty, 

“ of the High Crimes and^Mifdcnica- 
** nors charzed in the Firft Article ? 

L''rd Thurlow faid, the opinion of 
the Noble Earl was certainly of weight, 
and entitled tog^rcat refpeff. If it was 

G enerally the wifli of their Lordlhips to 
ubdtvide the Article, and put live dif- 
tindl queftions, he had no clfieffion j 
but be realty faw no oct.-'fton for it, as 
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I the arrcftf ai>d the depoiition 

of Cheyt Sing conftituted the e^ential 
Charge, and the other fa£ls averred as 
rrfatters of crirtitnal charge, were ei¬ 
ther to be deerticd matters of aggrava- 
^ tion or inducements to the material 
Cha?k^(j. His Ltirdlhip having further 
explaitiH the grounds of argument 
which haV Jnduced him to entertain the 
opinion he'^ad before Hated to their 
Lordihips rct]^fting the Benares Ar¬ 
ticle, moved the quedion in form, as 
he had firft propolcd it; which having 
been unanimottjty agreed to. 

Lord Thurlow moved, “ That each 
** Peer give his anfwcr to the (|Uc{lion 
“ by laying his right hand on his bread, 
** and faying, Guilty or Hot Guilty, up- 
** on my honour."—Ordered. 

Lord Thurlow next obferved, that 
the Article concerning the treatment, 
of the Begums certainly confided of 
two parts : the violation of the Com¬ 
pany's guarantee was one, and the rc^ 
fumption of the jaghircs, and I'cizing 
of the treafures in poffelfion of the Be¬ 
gum, the other ; but as one led to the 
other, and both were connefied, he 
thought both might be comprehended 
under one quedion, and dinuld move 
accordingly, unlcfs fome Noble Lord 
'fhould objeft to if. No objection being 
offered, the quedion was fo put and 
agreed to. 

The next Article, being the Sixth, 
coiitaiiying the leveral Charges rcfpeCl- 
ing'the PrefentS, being read ; 

The Earl of Mansfield rofe and faid, 
he thought that the Charges contained 
in that Article dood on fuch diderent 
grounds from each other, and were fo 
diflindt in thbir nature, that they could 
not be comprehended under one .gene¬ 
ral quedion of Guilty or Hot Guilty, 
becaufc, if that was thd' cafe, how 
could thofe who thought the Defendant 
guilty of any one Charge of taking a 
Prefent, acqnit him upon the whole 
Article } Or, on the other hand, how 
could thofe who timu.ght him innocent 
of fome, but .guilty of others, condemn 
him upon the whole .* Until he was 
better adviled, he tbould think the fc- 
vcral didindtChargcs required as ina-iy 
diftinfl quedions to be put rcfpedling 
them. 


Lord Waldngham laid, he felt exact¬ 
ly in the fame manner rcfpeiting«rtc *. 
Article relative to the ContraiQjk; ii^' 
fome indances he might thinh^fJJ 
Hadings criminal; in dthers-'not re 
arid therefore ht felt the ncccflity 
prirting didindl Quedions wn eacli head 
of Charge contained in the Forirth Ar¬ 
ticle. 

Lord Thurlow faid, it was enough 
to incline him to agree to put feparate 
Quedions, to hear that any one Lord 
detired or felt it proper to meet the 
rcfpc£tivc Chargefpmontained in the 
two A nicies of Preiertts and Contra 61 s^ 
with didmSl and I’ep.irate Quedicftis. 

Didtnft Quedions were accordingly 
agreed to be put and taken ^ngulatim 
on the Six Charges contained in the 
Sixth Article. 

Stven didinflQuedions were ordered, 
in like manner, to be put fingulatim ori 
the Fourth Article, 

It was then moved, and agreed to, 
that the Quedions to be put be printed 
for the ufc of their Lordfhips*. 

Lord Thurlow concluded with mov¬ 
ing, That their Lorddiips proceed 
“ further in Wedminfter Hall with the 

Impeachment of Warren Hadines, 

*' Kfcj. on Thrirfday nexr, and that 
** notice be fent to the Houfe df Coiu- 
“ mons.” 


THURSDAY, ArXIJL£3. 

The Lord Chancellor rofe, and de- 
fired that Further dirc^ions might be 
given concerning the further proceed¬ 
ing upon ihe 'rill of Warren Hadings, 
Efq. in Wedminder Hall. 

It was moved to leave out in the 5 />- 
trentb ^ejlion f, agreed to be put tj the 
Lords in Wedminder Hall, after the 
words “ not guilty of," th.c following 
words, “ the refidue oF,^e.*’ The 
fame was agreed to, and ordered *c« 
cordingly. “Phen it was'moVcd to 
out in the fame 0.uedl(m«' after ** raif- 
“ demeanors,” the words ” or any of 
“ themthe fame was agreed to, 
and ordered accordingly. It was next 
moved to infert in the fame Q^edino, 
after the-words “by the," trie fol¬ 
lowing word®, viz. “ the refidue of 
“ theagreed to, and ordered ac¬ 
cordingly. 


* As the mly variation made by their Lordihips from the Qprdions thris agreed to ani 
ordeied to lie printed from thofe that were afterwards put by the Lord Cliancellor will by 
found in the next Day’s pioceedings, it is thought unueceffary to infert them in this place. 

+ The SixtecKih ^vj^^jawas printed as follows ; 

“Is Warren H^r(fegs,'*Efq, guilty, or not guilty, of the refidue of the High Crimea 
i' «.^d lUUfiittMMors, or any of them, charged upon him by the Impcacbiuvni of tho 

CoiTunons ?'* - . 

PaatVIH. Mm \ Pha 


M m 





. .Tlic Esrl of CiicrncrTOB ohfervtd, 
^ Sixtienih Q^ucftion ordered to 
jte the Peers in Weftmiufter 

nmvithiisnding the alteratidn it 
mid reetived, Ufe him in considerable 
embarraiTnnent, as he doubted whether 
it was pofllble to give to it the fitnpic 
anfwcr of Guilty nr Not ginhv, and the 
order of the Houfe prohibited a quali¬ 
fied or fpecial verdict. 

The division of the Articles of Im¬ 
peachment into fcvcral Queilions to be 
put to the Peers as judges, has not been 
• done with, fu^cient accuracy ; fo that 
fcvcral'matters (contained in* the Four 
ArticUs particularly difculfed in the 
Committee) which are criminally 
charged in their rcfpe£livc Articles, 
have been in the fubuivifion omitted, 
and will therefore neither meet with 
acquittal nor condemnation, except un¬ 
der the lad fwceping queilion. Any 
perfun who will compare the Articles 
di Impeachment exhibited by the Com¬ 
mons, and anfwercd by the Defendant, 
with the evidence adduced, will fee 
that the quefiinns do not cover all the 
matter criminally charged in the Arti¬ 
cles ; and confcqucntly if no more ac¬ 
curate fubdivihun is made, or more 
comprchenfive queftion put, as in the 
Firft and Second Articles, much crimi- 
' »al matter will efcape judgment. As 
for indance (amongd many others), in 
<he Article relating to Cnntrai^ls, the 
exorbitant fiim given to Mr. Fcrgulcn 
for the rclinquilhmcnt of the Bulicck 
Contraff, which might have been ter- 
miiiatid by notice wiihont any expcncc, 
n charged criminally by the Commons, 
and is neither comprehended in the 
terms of the Fleventh nor Twelfth 
Q^icQions. Several Articles exhibited 
by the Common!., and aiifvvercd by the 
Defendant in his reply at the bat, and 
opened generally by the Managers, 
have been fupporttd by witneffes and 
evidence, produced in the courfc of 
the difctiihon of the particular Articles 
fpecially opened ; as in the Second Ar¬ 
ticle, much evidence was produced, 
and fume admitted as applicable 
toparts of theFlrnth, Tenth, and Elr- 
veidb, and other Articies, and yet no 
.QpeHion, except the laft or Sixteenth 
, jQpeftinn, comprehends thofc matters 
^ich, whether Aifitctenily proved or 
FuiCciently refuted, remain itibjeft to 
the judgment of the Court; though 
ihe Managers did not think fit to open 
them particiVlarly, or dwelt further on 
them after the 'evidence they had al¬ 
ready given. The Sy :ond Article on 


involved in alt thofe matters which 
fpedl the treaty of Chunar, and the 
conduA of Mr. Haftings towards the 
Kabob of Oude, that the evidence ti- 
fcntial to one could not in polSbility be 
iiidilTerent to the oilirrs Th^«Six- 
tcenth Q^ieftion fuppofes a rejjdue of 
matter criminally charged j fy if there 
Is no fuch reridue,[thc queftio^ idle and 
nugatory •, if there w^nfljre than one 
Tingle faA criminally charged in that rc- 
fidue, the Queftion ihould fo framed 
as to enable thofe who are to decide to 
affirm Guilij or Hot Cuiltjf^ not only of 
the whole but of any part. ' The terms 
of the Sixteenth Queftion, as now al¬ 
tered, Teem capable of an interpreta¬ 
tion by which the anfwer of Cn/V/jT" 
MVST be fuppofed to apply to all the 
refidue charged in the original Arti¬ 
cles of Impeachment > and the phrafe 
of Not Guilty may feem to imply that 
he was guilty of no part. To neither 
of thefe conclufions docs the evidence 
permit me to fubferibe, and confc- 
uently 1 ihould be obliged, in difobe- 
icnce to the order of the Houfe, to 
give a qualified judgment to the Six¬ 
teenth Queftion, which might occafion 
an adjournment to the Chamber of 
Parliament, an event produftive of in¬ 
convenience and ill cneA, to be avoid¬ 
ed if pofflhle } and the alteration of 
the words, or a< lead an explanation 
from the Houfe that the anf«;er of 
Guilty XO the Sixteenth Queftion is to 
be u'ndcrftood to mean that the Defen¬ 
dant is guilty of high crimt* and mif- 
demeanors. charged in fome part of the 
refidue, will remove all the £fficulty,and 
no more minute fubdivilion wtk then 
be neceffary, tinleft the Defendant 
Ihould be found guilty, in which cafe 
alone a more accurate calculation of the 
nuatitum of guilt muft precede .any 
poflible pi'fiinunent. 

JHIis J, ftiip’s obfervations gave rife 
to a fiiort converfiition between Lord 
Thurlow, the Lord SThancel lor, and 
other Lords *, when it was explained 
and generally underftood in what fenfe 
the laft or Sixteenth Queftion was to be 
taken. 

The Lord'ChancclIor, had firft 
fiiggcftcd the preipriety of thofe amend¬ 
ments in the Queftions which the 
Houfe had adopted, next ftared the nc- 
ccifity of decitfing that he ought to be 
at liberty not to ftate to each Lord the 
whole Queftion, .vc i*; would lead injto 
great length, and no ui'cfdl 

purpofe, fince ftating it ftitiTSr'kgrgtt 
previous to hk beginning to put the 
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‘^efilon it to ««cli 'in(iiyidu9l 

jPeer* beginning with the jiint^ Baron^ 
yroulH as efTe^ually anfwer the cnci^ 
atu^Tave their Lordfliips much time 4 
but Tt^as nccelfary to make an order 
to this literal import of 

the order already made required that 
jtit ihould repeat eaeh Quellion to every 
peer, oi:^ defiring hint to fay whe* 
tber the lic-feitdant. was Guilty or Net 
Guilty of each particular Charge. 

Lord Thurlow and fcveral other 
Lords expreired their approbation of 
■the propoied amendment. 

A few words paiTed as to the conduct 
eventually to be held, if the Managers 
for tlie Commons ihould infifton fpeak- 
iiig; hut as it did not appear probable 
that the Managers would urge any fuch 
claim, nothing was fettled on that 
point. Had the Managers therefore 
jclaitned it as their right, the Lords, in 
all probability, would have retired to 
their Chamber of Parliament to deV)ate 
.the propriety of the claim, and adjuft 
their deciilon upon it. 

Then it was moved to amend the 
folution touching the manner of put* 
ting the Quedicins to the Lords in 
Weftminiler Hall, by leading out the 
>vord “ put ” after the word feve- 
“ rally,’* and inferting in,ftcad thereof 
the word Rated *.*' agreed to, and 
ordered accordingly. AU'o in ;thc fame 
Kefolution, after the words “ Weft- 
minl\cr-Hall,'’ to infert the words, 

“ and the following queftion put 
the fame was agreed to, and ordered 
accordingly. Alio in the fame Refolu- 
rion, after the words “ junior Baron, 
to infert the following words, “ Is 
"barren Haftings, Elq. guilty, or 
** not guilty f ” The fame was agreed 
jco, and ordered a^ccordin^y. Then it 
was agreed by the Houfe and ordered, 
that tlic Lord Chapcelloc having taken 
the votes upon each of the faidQiieftions 
Ih^II declare the majority to the Ijouie, 
and affo tp the ipefendant, as fooa as 
he fhall be brought to the bar. 

The Order of the Day being nevt 
read for the proceedii^ furthefr on the 
Trial of Warren Haftings, Efq. the 
Lords wore*called over by the ‘Clerk 
the tabic. Then the ^o\\(e was ad¬ 
journed into Weftminfter Hall, and the 
Lords proceeded there at half after 
twelve in the ufual form. 


Proclamation having been made in the 
ufuaiway, Warkkn Hastings, Efof 
and Iris Bail were called intjT'Coi'iL 
and the Defendant having Irneny^arfl 
been direflcd to rife, was ordered /Jd 
withdraw. 

Then the Lord Chancellor Rood up 
and faid^ 

*' Your Lordlhfps having fully heard 
“ and conftdcrcd of the evidence and 
“ arguments in this calc, have agreed 
** upon fevcral .Queftions, which are 
^ fcvcrally to be ftatedto-yourLordAips 
in the ufual mannej/jv..^ 

The Lord ' Chancellor held, in his 
hand a lift of the titles of the Peers 
prefeiit, who had taken their Ceats in 
their robes and proccc,^cc! to put the 
Firft Queftion to each individual Peer, 
beginning with the junior Baron, in 
the following terms 
1. 

Is “ Warren Haftings, guikv, 
“ or not guilty, of Htgu Crimes and 
“ Mifdemcanurs, charged by the Com- 
mons in the pkft Aniclc of Charge 
George Lor it Douglas (Earl of Morton 
in Scotland), how fays your Lordlhip, 
Is Warren Haftings, Efq. gujhy, or 
not guilty, of the faid Charge ? 

Whereupon Lord Douglas ftood up, 
UBCovere*!,' and laying his right hand 
on his breaft, pronounced— Net Gniltyt 
upon my h.cnour. 

The Lord Chapcejllor then put the 
fapic queftjon ,to all t^ie Peers in robes 
as follows : 

James LordBifef howfaysyour Lord¬ 
lhip ?— Not Cttilty, upon mylhonour. 

Charles Lord Somers, how fays your 
Lordlhip ?— Not ^uUiy, upon my ho¬ 
nour. 

Francis i^d fiaicdon (Earl of Moira 
in Ireland), how fays your Lordlhip? 
—Not Guilty, upon my honour. 

Thomas Lord Ifaljingham, how fays 
your Lordlhip i—Not Gtdlty^ upon my 
honour. 

FdzvardLord Thurlow, how fays your 
Lordlhip I—Not GMlty, upon ipy ho¬ 
nour. 

Martin Lord Hawke, how fays your 
Lordlhip }—Not Guilty, upon my ho¬ 
nour. 

Frederic^ Lord Bojlon, how fays your 
Ikirdlhip ?— Not Guilty, upon my ho¬ 
nour. ' 

Eihpin Lord Sandys, how fays your 


* The reft of tb&jSai^e, who^ cither from hav’mg been created Peers, or fuccccdrd to 
S^ielr titles iinceaM^mimncemencof the Trial, or who from other motives did not chufe 
40 ftood unrobed about the throne, fpcRators of the folemnlty. 

Mm a % 


Lord 
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Guilty^ upon my bo- 

* r, 

Z^i JM’ddlfJon^ how fay» your 
Gutity, upon my ho- 

&»«(«<'/ Lord Bi/bop of ^ochfier (Dr. 
Horfley), how fays your Loidihip ?— 
^Of Gwltf, upon my honour. 

y</bfi Lord Bijhop of Sungor (Dr. 
WSri'or')* how lays your Loidlhip ?—r 
Not Giiiilty, upon rny honour. 

fhomos Lord Vifcount ^idiiry^ how fays 

? rour Lurcbliip Cushyf upon my 

>pnmir. ^ ^ 

Georgi Lord Vifcount Falmouth^ bow 
fays your Lordlbip ?—pfot Cushy, upon 
fny honour.’ 

f/cniy Ear( of Caernarvon, how fays 
yourLnidlhipf—upon my honour. 

’ Jofef>b Earl of liorchefler, how I'ajs 
your Lordfhip f— Not Guilty, upon my 
honour. 

Algernon Earl of Beverley, how fays 
your Lordlbipf— Not Guilty, upon my 
ttonour. 

Jacob Earl of Badnor, how fays yojir 
Lordihjp \-^Cailly, upon my hpnour. 

* Wilham Earl Ftizwilltam, bow fays 
yourLcrdlhip > ■—Guilty, upon my honour. 

George Earl of IVarivitk, how fays 
vour Lordihip i—Not Guilty, upon my 
[lonour. 

George iVilliam E'lrl of Coventry, how 
fjyi your Lordihip I—Not Guilty, upon 
njy honour. 

‘ John Earl of Suffolk, how fays yopr 
I,ordftiip ?— Guilty, upon my honour. 
George Marquis ’fo'tvitjbend, how fays 

J pur Lorddiip I— Not Guilty, upon my 
onour. 

Francis Duke of Bridgwater, how 
fjys your Grace ?— Not Guilty, iipoji my 
h'onouVi 

Francis Duke of Leeds, hjow fays yojir 
Gmce \-—Not Guilty, upon ray honour. 

Charles Duke of Nurf/k, how fays 
your Grace }—G'iilt\\ upon my honour. 

David F.nrl of Mamfcld, how fays 
your Lordihip r— Not Gmliy, upon my 
bonoui. 

fViltia:n Lord Archbijhop of fork, how 
fays your Grace i—Not Guilty^ upon my 
honour. 

Alexander Lord I.ou^bhorougb, ihe 
Loid flhapcellor, pronounced— 
,..i}oo<vmy honour. ' ' 

p(X>n ^hc reniaiuing Fifteen Qiicfliops 
file Peers voted in the ioiluwlng manner s 


Is Warren H.iflings, Efq. Giii}tv, or 
l^ot Cpihys’ cf High Crimes and Mifdc> 


meanerSy charged by the Comnnons in 
the SecondiArticle of Charge l—Guthy 6. 
—Not Glhlty zj. > 


Is Warren H ^^f?, -Guilty, or 

Not Guilty, of High Crimes and Mif- 
demeanors, charged upon him by the 
Commons in the Sixth Article Charge, 
in fo far as relates to thp faid Warren 
Hailirgs having in the years 1773, 
and 1774, corruptly taken the level al 
fums oi money charged to l\ave oeen ta> 
ken by him in the faid years, from the 
level al perfons in tlie faid Article parti¬ 
cularly iiieutioncd i—Not Guilty z6. 

Js Warrpn Haliiugs, F-fq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, ot High Ciuiiesand Mif- 
demeanpis, chargtil upon him, by the 
Commons in the Sixth Ai tide of Charge, 
in fo lar as lelates to hi$ having, on qr 
before the zQth of June 1780, curiuptly 
received and taken iioni Sadanund, the 
Biixey of the Rajah Cluit Sing, the funt 
ol twu i.icks of I iipecs as a Prclent or gift i 
Gmhy 4.— N<tl Cuilty^i, 


5 * 

Is Warren Haftings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Crinies and Mif- 
dinieinors, charged upon him by the 
Commons in the Sixth Aiticle of Charge, 
in fo lar as rehites to his having, in Oc¬ 
tober 17)0, taken apd received from 
Kelleram, op behalf of himleif and a 
certain perfop called Culliap Sing, a flip) 
of money amounting to fopr lacks of lu- 
pees, in copfideratioii of letting'to then) 
certain lands in the province of Bahar in 
perpetujty, contrary to his duty, and to 
the injury of the Eaff India Conipany f— 
Guilty i.—Not Quihy a^. 

6 . 

Is Warren Ballings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not- Giidiy, of High ' Crimes apJ Mif- 
demeapprs, charged upon him by the 
Commons in the Sixth Aiticle of Charge, 
in fo far as relates to' hi$ having in the 
year 1781 received and taken as a Prefent 
from Niindoolot, ihe fiiin of fifty-eight 
thoufand rupees 7 —guilty Guilty 

Z3. 

7 « 

Is Warren Haftings, 'Ffq. Guilty, or 
not Giiifty, of High Ciimes and Mtf- 
deuieuBors, charged upon' him by the 
Commons m the Sixth Article of CWge, 
in lb far as relatf«<'»v.''48 having, on or 
about the month of SeptB^nher 1781, at' 
Cl'.uuar, in ih; Province 

trary 
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trary to his duty, taken and received as 
a Prefent from the Vizier the I’uin of ten 
iacks of jupecs ?—QuUiy 3 .—Hut G^sUy 

' g . 

Is fq. Guilty, or 

^ot Guilty, of High Ctimcs and Mil* 
demeanors, charged upon him by tlie 
Commons in the Sixth A'tide of Charge, 
in fu far as sglates to his liaving fir'ft 
fiaiululcntly foltciled as a loan, and of his 
having afterwards corruptly and illegally 
taken and retained as a Prefent or gift, 
from Raja NobkiiLn, a Aim of money 
amounting to 34,000!. fterhng; and of 
iiis having, without any allowance from 
tite Dsredors, or any perfon autlioiized 
to giant iiich allowance, applied the iaine 
to his Own uf;, under pretence ot dif- 
charging certain expeiices f.iid to he in 
ciirred by the laid Wuiren Haliings in h s 
public capacity 5 .—Not GmUj 


9 - 

Is Warren Haft.ags, Efq. Gtiilty, or 
pot Guilty, of High Crimes and M f- 
demeanors, chaiged upon him by the 
Commons in The Fourth Aiticlc of 
Charge, in fo far as relates to his having, 
in the year 17S1, granted a Contrail lor 
the Provifion of Opium for four yctrs, 
to Stephen Suliivun, £lij. widiout a i- 
vertillng for the fame, and tipun leinis 
glaringly extravagant and wantonly juo- 
fufe, for the piiijKiA of oivaiin:; an in* 
ftant fortune to the faid Siephcn Sullivan i 
r—Guilty ^.—Not Guilty 1 ^. 


10. 

Is Warren Haftings, Efq. Guihy, or 
Not Guilty, of High Crimes and Millie* 
tneanor^, charged upon him by titc Com* 
mons in the Fomtii Article of Charge, 
in i'u far ns rdites to his h<tving borrowed 
money at a large interell, for the pur* 
pole of advancing the fime to the Con- 
tra^or for Opium, and engaging ilie Raft 
India Comp3r.]bin a Smugg'.ing Adven* 
furc to China ?—Not Guilty *5. 

I !• 

Is Warren Haljings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Nor Guilt^f of High Crimes and M'f* 
dpmeanors, charged upon him by the 
Commons ip tiie fourth i^iticle u|' 


Charge, in fo far as relates to the Qoiy- 
traft for Bullocks gniiucd Cha*fe«‘ 
Croftes, Efq. i—GuiUy 

Is Warren Haftings, Kfq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Ciinies and Mif- 
demeanors, charged upon liiin by the 
Commons in the Fourth i^iticle of 
Chaige, 111 fo far as relates to liii hailing 
granted the Provifion oT Bullocks to Sir 
Charles Blunt by the mode of Agency f 
•—Gmlty 3 .—Not Guilty i \ 



Is Warren K tftiiigs, Efq. Guilty, or 
not Guilty, of High Ci n.fs and IVAf- 
dimeaiiois, cli.uged upon him by the 
Ccinmuiis in tne Fourtli Article of 
Cliaigc, in fo far as 1 elates to the ieve> 
ralAIfowaiices cha'g.d to have been made 
to Sir Eyie Cuote, and dircfled to be 
paid by the Vi?i‘r for iheufe of the laid 
Sir Eyie Coote >-~G.!tliy 4 .—Not Guilty 
f.z» 

. > 4 * 

Is Warren Ilafiings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Ci lines and Mif* 
dcm£ai)u..s, charged upon him by the 
Commons in the Fointh Article of 
Charge, in lo far as relites to the Ap> 
pointment of James Peter Aiiriol, to 
be Agent for the purchale of Supplies 
for the relief of the Piefidency of Ma¬ 
dias, and ail the other Pielidencies in 
India, with a Commilllon of i; per cent. 
-^Qmlty i^,—-Not Guilty zz. 


IS¬ 
IS Warien Haifings, Efq, Guilty, or 
Not Gudiy, of High Crinics and Mif- 
dtiiieiiiors, chaiged upon him by the 
Commons in the Fourth Auitle of 
Charge, in fo far as lelaies lo the ap¬ 
pointment of John Belli, Efq. to be 
Agent for the Supply ot Stores and Pif,* 
vilioiii for the Garrifon uf Foit Wil¬ 
liam in Bengal, with a CommilEon of 
30 per cent.—Ca/Z/y 3 -—Not Guily 

16. 

Is W'arren Haftings, Efq. Guilty, or 
Not Guilty, of High Crimes and MifJe- 
ineanois, charged upon Turn by the rjfi- 
due of the Inipeacnment of the Com- 
mons f— Guiliy z .—Noe Guilty z$. 


PIS. 
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biSXINCT SUMMARY OF THEIR LORDSHIPS VOTES, 
PRONOUNCED ON THE DEFENDANT. 
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^Mavinc thos collefted the Judgment 
•f tlieir Lorcllhips * on each of the Six« 
4een Charges, the Lord Chancellor de> 
that a large majority of the 
Lord^^orefent had anfw crcd the faid 
feveral q%»4ic3ti^ ?‘S!iP'1'(cgative j—and 
then declared, *‘That Waruen Has- 
V TINGS, ECq. is ACQUITTED of 
** the Articles of Impeachment exhi* 
*' bited a^ainft him for High Crimes 
** and Mifdemeanors, and all things 
** contained therein.” 

Then the Defendant was ordered to be 
called to the bar, and kneeling, was bid 
to rife. 

Then the Lord Chancellor faid, 


** Warren Haftihgs, Efq. 

** 1 am to acquaint you that you arc 
« ACQUITTED of the AR,1'ICL1» 
« or IMPEACHMENT, &c. cxlubtf- 
‘‘ ed againE youby the Houfe of CortV- 
" mons for High Crimes and Mifdcmeat' 
“ nors, and alt things contained thercjlny 
“ and you arc difeharged, paying your 
“ fees.” 

Mr. Haftings bowed rcfpc£tfully, and 
retired. 

The Lord Chancellor then put tW 
queftion, Is it your Lordfliips plea- 
“ fure to ad !ourn.t^tytr.^r Cham ber of 
“ ParliafI18fii?"-^!)raerci! ;-a\hljJiejr 
Lordlhips adjourned accordingly to 
their Chamber of Parliament. 


* The Hall was much more crowded when thr Peers pronounced their opinions fcveraily ca 
each Charge, and Judgment was given, than it had been on any preceding day of the TnJ« 
•r perhaps on any tbrmer occahon. 


END OF THE TRIAL. 


WE annex another List * of the Changes in the High Court of 
Justice in Great Britain, pending the Trial of Mr. Hastings, as 
a matter that may gratify the curiofity of a future Age f. 

DUKES. 

Cumberland St. Alban’s Montrofe (Earl Newcaftle 

Chandos Leeds Graham) Bolton 

Mancheftcr Montague Soinerfet 

* See the former List in P,i»t VI. Page 69. 

f The greateft number of Loids that fat at any time on this Trial was one hundred and 
fixry.eight; but this number only aflembicti on Mr. Bvske's opening Speech, Mr. S;iR> 
rioan’s Sttimnary of the Begums, or on fome extraordinary occallon. In general the 
Court confided of from thiity to Afty Lords. By this Lift the reader will fee that there 
have been one hundred and eighty changes in the Houfe of Lords pending this Trial i » 
circumftasce that muft occadon fenous and awful redeftion amongft all thofe who vene¬ 
rate the Britilb Conftitution. In all common Criminat Trials the prucefs cloftS in one day. 
But we are well aware that circumftances may arife in which a Criminal Trial muft Lc pro- 
trafted to a later period. Yet upon all other occafions t'tan the prefent, the pri/vr^/e of the 
Law of England has been clofely adhered to. The Legiflature patTed a law in 17S6, in 
the trial of perfons acc^ed of having committed cn'mtt in India. By the proviOons of 
that Law, when t Criminal Trial hZl tmmmctd, the Court was to ft ewiy day until the 
concluAon j Clirlftmas Day, Good Friday, and Sundays excepted. Fifteen was the greateft 
number of the Court. ’ If cue of this number was abfent me day^ he was incapable of fit¬ 
ting anylengcrat ayuigtm tb& Trial. Abfence, unlefs occafioned by Acknefs, might be 
punilhed by^no or imprifonment Ten Judges might compofe the Court, but if one of, 
She ten was to be Incapable of attendance, then the whole proceedings were void, and the 
Trial muft begin de Neve. By this Law the Legiflature wifely provided for two important 
points s The Arft, that the Judges v>tc heard the Trialflxuld proaoutite JiidgmiM . 

fecond, that when the Trial kod ecmitemd it fliould be continued, day by day, to its clofe } 
Sundays, Chriftmas Day, and Good Fridays excepted. But in this Crim.ml ^rial of Mr. 
HASTZNce, One generation paflM away, and Noble Lords, who ytm boys at Eton and 
Weftintnftcr wheri 'Jie Trial began,Jud an undoubt»l right to ptonoa^nce Judgment when 
the proc eeding^ weie cluj'e'dlr Thefe remarks are offered foiely m the hojje that independent 
men ^lOnfSa the fubjefi ititoudy into eonfidention, in order that a Cmibr evil may be 
avoided lit Asture. a i-. 
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!^ARQUIS. 
Marquis of'Hertford. 


(lantingdott 

?errers 

Paiilett 

£flingbatn > 
Francis Earl of 
Guildford 
Darlington 
Fomfrec 


EARLS. 


llardwicke 

Oxfoid 

Frederick Rarl of 
Guildford 
Abcrcorn 
Digby 
Clarendon 
Sandwich 


Strafford * *»-• 

Cow per OrfMU 

Waldegrave Talbot 

Kinnoul Mansfield 

Mount Edgcmnbc Exeter 


Catnden 
HilKborough 
Bath ur ft 


Bucl?ingham (hire 
Macclesfield^ 
Exeter - 


. VISCOUNTS. 

'^Montague Courtenay Montague 

Bolingbroke Dudley and Ward 


BARONS. 


le Defpencer Hcathfitld Dover 

Say and Sele Craven Mulgrave 

Grantlcy Romney tolty 

Boringdon Rodney Elphinfton 

Berwick Gage Camclford 


King 

Dacre 

Sondes 

Ponl'onby 

Hare wood 


Dr, Shipley, of St. Afaph. 
Hanfnx, of Su Afaph 
Bcauclerk, of Hetcfoid 
Harley, of Hereford 
Law, of Cariific 
Thurlow, of Durham 


BISHOPS. 

Dr. Rofs, of Exeter 
Horiic> of Norwich 
W'llibn, of Briftol 
Thomas, of Rocliefter 
llinchliffe, of Peterborongh. 


SCOTS PEERS in the Uft Parliament, but not in this. 


Marquis of Lothian 
£atl of Calfilis 

Aberdeen 

Selkirk 


Earl of Galloway 
Hopetown 
Diinmore 
Kinnaird 


PuVa of Clarence 
Lord* Healhfield 
Kenyon 
Dover 
Malmfbury 
Fi flier wicK 

Fife 


CREATIONS. 

Lords Gritnftone Lords DouglasLord 


Mulgrave 
Dundas 
Curwen 

Douglas, Earl of 
Morton 
Harewood 


Douglas 
Gage 
Grenville 
Auckland 
UpperOffory 
Clive 


Lords Lyttelton' 
Mendip 
Bradford 
Sclfey 
"yarboroagh 


NEW BISHOPS. 


Dr. Douglas, of Saliftiury 
Cleaver, of Chefter 
Stuart, of St. David’s 
-Bcadon, of Gloucefter 
H'jrne, of Norwich 
^ Verne^ of Carlille 


Dr. Boiler, of Exeter 

Maclan, of Peterborough 
Sutton, of Norwich 
Horfley, of RochcftcT 
Courtenay, of Briftol. 


NEW PEERS of SCOTLAND. 


Earl of ICerry 

Ladderdale 

Dumfries 

Elgin 


Earl of Glafgow 

Torphiches 
Baron Son'.,rv die 


PEERS. 



- . PEERS 

■m 

Duke of Manchcftcr 
Newcaftle 
Muntrol'e, Earl of 
Graham 

bo.-i'rlV^ .t 

Marquis of VVinclieftcr 
Hereford 

Earls Ferrers 
PduieCt 
Clarendon 
Sandwich 
Pomfret 
Hardwicke 
Or ford 

Marquis of Abcrcqrn 

EiSrls f^innoul 
Stanhope 
Oxford 


[ »7 1 

who have fucceeded by 

Vilcount Moougue 
Bulingbrokc 
Courtenay 
Gage 
Earls Str afford 
Effingham 
Hilllborough 
Exeter 
Mansfield 
Bathurfi 
Guildford 
Darlington 
Biickingliamffiire 
Macclesfield 
Mount Edgeumbe 
Camden 
Digby 
Aluemarle 


Ddfcent. 

Vifeount Dudley' •’ 
and Wari \ 
Barons Craven 

Montague of 
Boughton 
Clinton 
Rodney 
Camclford 
Foley 

Say and Sele 
Grantiey 
Ueathfield 
, ' Oinevor , 

• "-TtwiTicy ^ 
Sondes 
Ponlbabjr 


Total Peers dead, or Scots Peers in the lafi but not in this Parliament 87 

Total Creations, new Bilhops, and new Scots Peers 44 

Total Peers liiccceding by delcent „. *t 

Total changes fince the Impeachment »lo 

N. B. Two Dukes of Somerfet, two Earls of Guildford, two Vifeounts Mon# 
tagiic, two Bilhops of Hereford, and two Biffiops of St. Afaph, have died fincc 
the Trial of Mr. Haftings commenced. 


MANAGERS out of Parliament; 

Mr. Burke Mr. Adam Mr. Montague. 

Dead : 

General Burgoyne. 

On FOREIGN SERVICE, out of the Kingdom* 

Sir Gilbert Elliot Sir J. Erlkine St. Clair, 

Succeeded to PEERAGES • 

Lord North I-ori Maitland 

9 out of 20 changed. 


H n 
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ACCOUNT 


O F T H S 

PROCEEDINGS 


AT A 

^GENERAL COURT 

or THE 

HON. UNITED EAST-INDIA COMPANY, 

ON FRIDJr, M. 4 r 2(), X705, 


OK THE 

MOTION MADE BY Mr. ALDERMAN I.l'SIilNGTON for that 
COURT’S GRANTING WARREN HASTINGS, Efq. an INDEM- 
'NIFICATION for the LEGAL EXFENCES or his TRIAL} 
AS ALSO AN ANNUITY or 5C00I. per Annum, from Jan. i, 1795* 


EAST-INDIA II O U S E, 

G li N E R A L. COURT, 
IRIDAY, MAT 29 , 179 ^. 

A t a COURT of the lionoorable 
UN ITED EAST-1ND1A Co .M. 
PANY, convened at the dciirc of Nine 
Proprietors, 

1* R E S F. N 

SIR STEPHEN LUSillNGTON, 
Chairman. 

DAVID SCOTT, Efq. Deputy 
Chaikman. 

With nioft of the Direftors, and a 
moft numerous appearance of the Gene* 
rality. 

The Chairman informed the Court, 
that this Court was called at the dcfire 
of Nine Proprietors, and fubmitted that 
their Letter ihould be read, which was 
as follows : 

To THE HONOURABLE the 
COURT OF DIRECTORS, &c. 
Cenilrmen^ 

VVK requell tlwl a General Court 
may be called, tn take into confidcra- 
tion the lon^. fjithful, and important 
- 4 ^-tfices of Warrf,n Hastings, Efq. 
latp Governor General of Bengal ; and 
Rgreeably to the 4 Sth By law, we dc- 
iire that notice may be given that a 
pecuniary compenfation will be pro- 
'polcd, liiiiable to the importance of 


thofe I'erviccr, and the prelcnt fituation 
of j\'ir. Hiitlings. 

V> t- havt the honour to remain. 
Gentlemen, 

Your ciy obedient humble 
Servant;, 

l.on Ian, i \ih .Ifiy 1795. 

(SiFni-d) W. LUsHJNGTON, 
A.M.l'RENCHCHlSWELL, 
RD. i WINING, 

ROBERT PRESTON, 
P.DWARD BLACKbTT, 

V I ELI AM BLAAUW, 
KINNAIRD, 

ROW. STEPHENSON, 

DON. CAMERON. 

The following particulars were called 
for and read, viz. 

Extras of a ftparaie Letter to Btngalf 
datetiSept, zi, 17S5. 

Wlun we confide'r the alarming 
*' decline of the Sail Re-enui., in the 
“ year 1780 , and for which no i LUit 
“ Icemed tot lorac time to prelcni ii- 
“ fclf, we acknowledge ourfehts m- 
debted to the abiiiiies and /cat of 
“ Mr., Hadings, for a plan fuggefted 
and :oinplctcd by him, which not 
“'only ivtrievitd that branch oM'rade 
and Revenue, but produced an ef- 

Yeilive 
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^cflirc Tjencfit to the Company, be* 
“ yond our moll laiijuijie expcdla* 
“ tions,” 

2t'x'rufl of a Li'tfer from Mr. Cah'rrt, 
th-' Salt^ &,m;hoU^fy to Gio'rrftor 
Gt-ntral m Gov n-i' /'>- 

irvnr\ ijZ'), tnt')td on ih - 
fvhitc Conjrli'inQfti, of x'y.h Match 

Tr \v3s tlieii moved, and on the Quef* 
tion being pur, 

Rcfolvul uiia.iimoufly. That this 
Court IS hi<^hly fenfinlc of the long, 
f.mhtul, and important fer\ ices of 
VVarteii Hailiiigs, Efq. heretofore re¬ 
peatedly aekmnvledged by this Court, 
and tl't Court (if Direftors. 

The following Motion was alfomade, 
viz. 

Refolved, That the Charges made 
againft Warren Mailings, Efq. having 
been founded upon the public a£l» of his 
Government m Bengal, and he having 
been acquitted of all fuch Charges, ic 
is highly realuiiablc that the faul War¬ 
ren Hailiugs, Rfq. Ihould be indeni- 
nihed fur the legal eapcnccs incurred 
by him in nuUmg his Defence. 

An Aniciuliiient bong propof'ed 
thereto, leaving out tlie wuiJo after 
the word “ tu n,” in order to intro- 
dnee the folliwing, viz. “ It be rc- 
“ commended to the Cuurl^of Diree- 
tors to take lino tlicir tuiifideiation 
the fervues uf Wainu H.ilhngs, 
“ fdq. late Governor Goiier.ti of 
“ Bengal, and to report 'heir ('jo- 
*• riioii to tills Court, m what m>'de, 
‘‘ and to wliat extent It may be c\- 
“ pi diem to grant a pecuniary compcii- 
“ liiuon tor tiic fame 

A Debate took place, in the ruurfo^ 
of which, Sect. 17, iS. and 1:5 *, of 
th. Act of ilu- 3jd Geo. lU. Cap. 52, 
a. .lifo the Opiiiiou of tile Company’s 
Siandmg Couiilel, ts to tlu coiiipeteiiey 
of the- CompJtiv to make the aforefnid 
Indemnities, without the approval and 
Coniirmation of tfiv Coiiuuiifio.ieis lor 
tne Atfaiii of India, being called for, 
was delivered; 

And the qiicftion bemgpot, “ That 
M the wofids propofed to be left out, 
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“ Hand part of the Qucftion,”th« fame* 
palled ill >he affirmativK. It was then, 
on the Qiiefiion, 

Refolved, That the Charges mad' 
agaiiill Warrej? ll.tsxjNCS, Efq. 
having been founded upon the 
public aCds of his Government in 
Hengni, and lie having been ac¬ 
quitted of all fucb Charges; it is 
highly resifonable that the faid 
W A R R K N H ASTIN GS, Elfq. (IlOUld 
be’ indemnihed for the Legal Ex* 
fences incurred by him in making 
,.is Defence. 

Tile folliji’vjLng Mot:<\ 9 ,_was made; • 
viz. ’ * " . / ' 

Refolved therefore, that .this Courts 
do recommend to the Court of 
Diredlors, to apply to Warren 
Hastings, Efq. tor a flateroent 
of the faid expences, and that after 
' having eftablilhcd the^famc, bya 
full and facisfa£tory iiivcfiigatioil, 
they do difeharge th|f ^amount 
thereof. 

The Chairman fubmitted to the , 
Court, whether the faid Motion (hould 
not goto the Ballot. 

And it being propofed, that the 
w<,rds “ not exceeding 71,080!.” be 
added to the foregoing Motion, the fame 
\vd.. agiecd ru be added accordingly, 
ilniidiiig as follow : viz. 

Refolved therefore. That they dif¬ 
eharge the amount thereof, not exceed* 
ing 71 , 0101 . 

An Amendment was propofed to the 
faid Motion (provided the lame can he 
legally done). And the queliion diere- 
01; being put, it paffed m the negative. 
It w'.is then 

Refolved, That the above Qiiicftioa 
be put by the Ballot at this Mouf , 
on Tiicfdjy ni-xt, the zd of June. 

The following Motion being thca 
made, viz. 

kt.folved. That it is the opiii.on of 
tills Court, that, in coniidcrarion 
of ihi long, faithful, and nnpur- 
tam fervicijs of W A Ru hs H AS- 
INGS, Efq. and to mark the grate¬ 
ful fcnie entertained by this Com* 
pany of the exteufivc benehis 
which they have received from 


* ScAion 17 provides that the Board of Commiflioners ihall not the Increafe 

ef ellablithcd fohirics, unlifs propofed by the Dire^ors, and laid before 
Se^n 18, tlic Board (hall not direA any gratuity, but foch as fliaU be propofed by the 
DiieAora, &c. ScAion 125 dtre^ th|it po grant of pCW Uaities,; Uc, 9 bo\e a««l. BuUt be 
rood, unlcfs cooforiTisd by tne B/ird, 

’ y N* » theft 


N« t 
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thefe fervicesi a Grant of an An< 

‘ nuity of joool. front the ift of 
f January i79S> to iiTue from the 
territorial revenue.during the term 
of the Company’s preient exclu- 
iive trade, to Warren Hast- 
IKGS, ‘Efq his heirs, executors, 
adminiftrators, and afllgns, be pre¬ 
pared by the Court of Directors, 

, and fubmitted to the Board of 
Commiflionefs for the Affairs of 
India, for their approval and con¬ 
firmation, purfuant to the A£t of 
parliament 

And.-the Chairman fubmitting to the 
^ourt, M Whether the faid Motion 
'** diould not go to the Ballot,” 

Rcfolved, That the fame be put by 
the Ballotat thisHou(b,on Wednefday, 
the 3d of June. 

The Court then, on the Queftion, 
adjourned. 

The preceding Mikotes ftatc the 
fubjefi: and mode of proceeding adopted 
in the Debate, of which the fubtUnce 
follows : 

Mr. Alderman Lulhington, in a 
fpeech of coniidcrable length, reviewed 
the public life of Mr. Haftings even 
ftom hi8‘*boyilh days.” Mr. Uaftings, 
he faid, went out a Writer in the year 
1749, many years prior to that period 
when an opening was given for the 
foundation of that immenfe Empire 
which Great Britain poifedes in India 
at this moment. Before the capture of 
Calcutta by Surajah Dowlah, in i7s6, 
Mr. Hadings had diftinguilhed hinifclf 
b.y his accurate knowledge of the Ian- 
gu ge, manners and cudoms of the 

f icople of Bengal, and it was this know, 
edge which recommended him to the 
con6deni.e of Lord Clive j by whom, 
after the Revolution of 1757, he was 
^pointed Kefident, or Minidcr at the 
Court of the Nabob, Jaffier Ally Cawn*. 
In that iituation he continued from 
1758, until he became a Member of 
the Government, in 1761 { a dtua- 
tion in which, if money had been an 
obje^ to him, he might have acquired 
a fortune almod to any amount. He 
continued a Member of the Govern, 
ment Bengal until February 1765, 
wh£u he retigned the (cfvice, and re¬ 
turned to Bi^Und. Mrs Haltingscon* 
tinued' ii)"^gladd from February 
1765 until March 1769, when he xvas 
fent out as fecond in Council to Fort 
It was known well, that fo 
very '|kMarate a fortune did he bring 


home with him in 1765, tliat bt.tiro 
the profpeft opened to him, of re. 
turning again to India, he had, in 
concert with the late learned DW 
Johnfon, formed a plan for cftablifhing 
a Profcfforfl»ip*T?- the Univerfity of 
Oxford for the ftudy of the Perfian 
language.—Fortunately, however, Mr. 
Hauings was again called into public 
employment, and was appointed fc- 
cond in Council at Madras, and to 
fuccecd Mr. Dupre in that Govern, 
ment. In Augull 1771, the'' Direc¬ 
tors removed Mr. Haftings to his old 
ellabliflimcnt Bengal, and ordered that 
he fhould fucceea Mr. Cartier. Du¬ 
ring the two years and a half Mr. 
ings remained at Madras, his conduct: 
as fecond in Council received the 
marked approbation of the Court of Di- 
re£liWs, and be was in the higheft de. 
gree of efiimation with his feliow-fel'- 
vants, and with the Nabob and his 
fubjefts. In April 177a, he-became 
Governor of Bengal, and quitted it in 
February 1785. If the whole hiftory 
of his (jovernment were to be com¬ 
prized, it may be laid, in the feweft 
potfible words, that in that period he 
preferved our Empire againfl the moft 
formidable combination ever formed 
for its deftruAion ; that he confulc-' 
rably extended its bounds, and nearly 
doubled its annual ^cfoui'ccs. Tbefc 
were fadis of I'uch general notoriety, 
that perhaps it would be wafting time 
to expatiate more fully upon them— 
it might however be afferted, that tlie 
prefent profperity of Bengal, and its 
advantageous conne£lion 'with foreign 
States,originated in the mealures adopt¬ 
ed by Mr. Haftings in the i[wo firft 
ears of his adminiftration. Before 
is Government commenced, the in¬ 
come and the expenditure of Bengal 
barely balanced each other; but by 
his arrangements, he was enabled to 
perform the above important fervlces, 
of which that Couft had declared 
its fulteft lenl'c.—He was forry to fay, 
that in anotherplace a difference of 
opinion did at one time prevail. By 
two Committees of the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons very firong dirappA>bation \tfas 
undoubtedly cxprefTed of all thofe 
a^s frUm which To many advantages 
were derived by the Company. The 
fa£t was this : That the mtafures 
cottdeityied by the Reports of the 
Commitvees of the Houfe of Commons, 
and whtll^ furnifhed the grounds for 
the ImpcacWfient of Mr. Haftings, didl 
a£lualiy produce to this t^or^auy. 
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lading the intereft to t}ie principali 
the fum of Thirty-four Millions Se¬ 
ven Hundred and Seventy Thou land 
Pounds, and will produce in future an 
annual revenue of more than j wo 
Millions llcrling. It .ir» well known, 
that when Mr. Hafllings left Bengal in 
February 1785, he had every rcal'on to 
believe, there would not be a fecond 
'opinion as to the importance of his fer- 
Vices, or the neward which they merit¬ 
ed from his employers. By the na¬ 
tives whom he had governed, he was 
undoubtedly fo well beloved, that their 
powerful voice attended him in the 
hour of his trial, when the charge 
againft him was, luving plundered and 
oppifU’td them. By the Army-and his 
fellow-fervants he was fo highly rc- 
fpe^ted, that the witnelVcs felcitcd to 
appear in fiip-port of the profecution 
have given him as high a cliara£ter as 
man could receive. By His Majetty’s 
India MiniAcrhc was declared in Par¬ 
liament to have been the lavtourof In¬ 
dia. By the Gentlemen behind the bar, 
he was gratified by an unanimous vote 
of thanks fur his long, faithful, and able 
ferviccs, and theCtmt of Proprietors 
had invariably fupported him. Wot- 
witliftanding thele concurring circuni- 
fiances, he was necufed as u criminal 
before the late lloufc of Commons and 
fo cxtenfivc was the original Charge, 
that it included every aft of the Go¬ 
vernment of a great Empire for thir¬ 
teen years, civil, iniliury, political, and 
financial. Such an accufation of courfe 
included all ihofc me-alures by which 
Bengal has been raifed to its prefent 
profperous lituation, and Mr. Haftings 
has aftnally been eiglit years under 
trial for being the author of the prof- 
peiitv now enjoyed by the Company. 
The end is we-ll known ; many of the 
original Charges we-re* abaiulonid, and 
after a trial of eight years in duration 
he has been ac(|uitted of the whole.-— 
To defend himlelf agarnft fuch a mafs 
of acculation,*no piivate fortune could 
be fufficient, unlels indeed that of Mr. 
Haftings were of a flic whicli fome have 
imputed it to be, and uiiUis the ac- 
tufkiion tff the Commons were- true, 
that in all his meafurcs he was aftu- 
ared by the bale and fordid view of ac- 
quiring for himfclf and his dependants 
exorbitant wealth. lie was ready to 
admit that fome of Mr. Hadings’s 
mealures were ftroiig and ^cilive, but 
wt^e UQt Cq ineafuref^lcu'atcd to 


preferve the affairs of the Companf 
from utter ruin I The length of 
trial could not be imputed as a crifie 
to Mr. Haftings : it was furcl^ his in* 
tcreft to have terminated it in feveit 
months inftead of feven year*. He held • 
in his hand a ftatement 01 Mr. Hailings*e 
affairs, which he was authorifed todap 
would.be verified upon oath, and from 
which it appeared' that at no period of hi* 
life was he worth' One Hundred Tlfou- 
fand Fbundvy and at this moment hik' 
debts amount to more than Eighty-five 
Thoiiland Pounds, and his effefts, his 
eftate at D.iylesford, and, g^^lJiarfi h^"' 
two Indiamcn; fo that in truth, wiA- 
out this Court Ihafl pay his law cis~ 
pences,.hc muft give tip all he has in 
the world, to enable Inni to pay his 
Cl editors ten fliillings in the pound. 

But it had been often obferved, that 
though Mr. Haftings' pofTcfTes no for¬ 
tune, Mrs. Haftings has a very con- 
fulerable one.* Her fortune, which 
arifes from a fcttlenient made upon iier 
at her marriage, and with additions 
“which (he has made to it, by the fate 
of fi me jewellery, amounts to 3o,ooot« 
and a honfe in ParR-Hane^ whirii is 
valued at io,oool. in all, 40,090! ; and 
tills, to ihe beft of Mr. Haftings ’s 
knowledge and belief, is the full ex¬ 
tent of her fortune. Thefc circum- 
ftanccs he ftated as grounds in fup- 
port of his Motion for an Annuity. 

With refpeft to the payment of the 
law cxpencis, he deemed that to be « 
mtic aft of juftice, wliich would not 
be refiifed to Mr. Haftings, btcaiife 
the Company had been in the haoit 
of paying the law expenecs incurred 
by their fervants in the difiliarge. of 
ilieir public duty. It was done- everw 
d.iy, to Captains of fliips. It ww 
done in the cafe of Mr. Verelfi, who 
was filled, and had both his fme ai^ 
cxpences paid by the Company. It 
was impulitbic, therefore,' to refufe it 
in the cafe of A'lr. Haftings, who had 
been acquitted, and whole condemna¬ 
tion mult have involved in it the ruin 
of thcEaft-India Compai^'. 

Jn regard to the fccond 'Motion, 
Mr., Lulhington faid, it appeared per- 
feftly clear, from the ftatement of 
Mr. Hafiings’s fortune, that after the 
payment of his law expenecs by this 
Court, Mr. Haftings would owe i5,oool« 
with property to anfwcr ir, unuuubt-' 
ediy, that is, his (hare of rvvo Jndia- 
meii, and the eftate of Daylcsfurd, 
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if fold for this purpofe, would 
l«ave him without a tuhliAciice; at 
ImA, with a very fcanty one indeed. 
He would theremre proji<»f to give to 
Mr. Haftings a fum of money aii» 
Dually, atnuunting to the inteielt on y 
of a fingle Prefent made to hiniltlt, 
and gtven to the Company. I'lie 
amount of the Prefents gncii to Mr. 
Jiafti ngs, and accounted for by him to 
the* Company, is zjc.oocl. Of this 
ifum, »©o,oooi. was to him by 

the'Nabor) and hts MiiiiUers 
Mr. Haitinks immediately rxpep.t'.'.u it 
ftt she pw of the troop*;, an 1 in orncr 
^^J.c l^vlces ; but lie applied to 
Dirt tor this fim lo be giv^n 
to h'm at a futun. period, o.viiig to 
the iiarrowiif,r> 'jf his fortune. The 
applic-ition was muiia talked of, both 
in parliament and here, ac the 
time, lySi ; and 4 very leatling Pro¬ 
prietor, afterwards a Director (me 
late Governor Johni+one), ’Itci.ired.ihat 
though he would not give iVlr. ilalt- 
ings that Preknt, becaufc it might 
form a bad precedent, yet he wr-.iid 
vote for making.up i\lr. Hafti;)i;s’s 
fortune io,o-ol. a year. Mr. Lu.U- 
inijton did not with to go fafir. He 
did not wiflt to propole giving birn 
cne per cent, upm the adduionai in¬ 
come lie had created for this Company, 
as that would produce 25,000!. a year i 
but would propofe that the Court 
Ihould vote Mr. Hartings what had 
been voted to his fuccelior, the Mar¬ 
quis Cornwallis, 5000I. a year, to 
the expiration of the Charter. He 
knew this vote would not bv conclu- 
Ijve j but as the public fervicts of Mr. 
Haftings had been fo fully acknow- 
Icd ged by his Majt fty’s India'Mini- 
Jlers, he trufted that they lyould ho¬ 
nour this mark of the Company’s 
feiife of Mr. Haftings’s fervices with 
tiicir approbation, as they had done a 
limilar grant to Lord Cornwaliia. 

He then dcfircd the icpcaied thanks 
jf the General Court and the Court 
>f Direitors to be read, as alfo a letter 
'lointhe ^ireftors, u.'. icr the appib- 
Kttion of the Board of Controul, to 
lengal, in which tluy acknowledge 
bis Compiny to bo indebted to the 
cal and abilities of Mr. Haftings, for 
plijin, by which the revenue ariftng 
•om Silt ‘*’ 5 ’'’ fro'i'jccs a Miilion ftrt- 
■,jj a year. 


Thefe papers having been read, 
Luihingtott read tlte four folio.vir^ 
Motions : 

KeloU'cd, “ That this Court is 
“ higniy fcnhile of Uic long, 
“ faithtul, and nop.iriant fei vices 
“ of W'AilKfcV Hasitngs, lifq. 
“ heretofore ttpraudly aeknow- 
*• Icdgfcd by this Couu and the 
“ C.iiirt of D'.crl ■r'-.” 

•' V.ei'oived, I'n-ii rlie Cliargcs made 
“ EgailUt VVaK.KL.N’ ilASXINGS, 
“ blq. having been feundt-d upon 
“ tlte public acts of his Govern- 
*' mtnt HI Bengil, and he having 
“ bi.cn acquitu-d of all fuen 
Clijrgth. ir w liigii'iy re.ift nable 
*' tliai the fiid V/ahrhn Jd ^s- 
“.TiNG-s, i.‘.rq. ih'juhl be imJein* 
“ nificu for ihc Lrgai Exptncts in- 
“ cm red .iy him in nu.ving his 
'* Deltnfr.’’ 

Ile!olv(.d, therefore, “ That th's 
" C<;urt d'j rtcoinmend to the 
“ Court of Dirtftors to apply to 
“ \V A K K E N H * S I 'tN G S, Elq. for 
“ 3 ft'tcmmt of the (aid expences; 
“ and that, after havingafeertatn- 
“ cd the fame, they do difcltarge 
“ the aiiiiiunt thereof.” 

Refolvcd, “ '1 hat tc is the opinion 
“ of tins Court, th.it, in tonlide- 
“ ration of the long, fa.tiiful, and 
“ important fervicds ol W.arrvn 
Hastings, Rfq. ami to mark 
“ the gr.iteliil I'eiilc eiucrfai'Kil 
“ by this C,.iuiMi)y of the ex- 
“ tenfive bcneriis uhichthey have 
“ I't-cciveii h'oiii theie Itrviccs, a 
“ Grant of an .innuiry of 5000!. 
“ from the time of his riti.rn, 

' “ to iffue Iroin the ttrriioiial rc- 

“ venue, during the term of the 
“ CiifTipany's preleiic exciulive 
“ irade, to WAKRhN Has TINGS, 
“ Kiq. hi, he rs, i.xecutiir.s ad- 
<• tiMiiiiirators, and .illigi>s, bcprc- 
** paiedby the Court or Diri6lcirs, 
“ .u,d lubm’tt'.d to tiic Board of 
“ Con.r..iirn)tn.isfwr the Affair, of 
“ iiiiHi, tor llieir approval and 
“ eO(itirmaiioii,)v.irfuai'.ttoihe Adt 
of I’arluiiieiit.” 

ATfcr this, he delivered his fifft Mo¬ 
tion i.vrr tiie liar, and was fecomled 
by Mr. Chiiwcll, who, in additip 1 to 
whii had bcfuic been ftated, obierved, 
th'i* iiwi one litiglc conipiaiut had come 
i..rA iriiij 'g,inft tlu nwdfures of 
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^Months, perhaps in as many wceks^— knowlcdgcmcnt of the important fer- 
It was a grol's and fcandalous violation vices of Mr. Haflingd, it was fubtnitted 
of the fundamental maxims of the law to the Court, whether it would Ubt be 
•and the Coiillitution, and one of the better to put the Queilion upon that, 
deareft inherent rights, with yhich and before they proceeded to di^ufs the 
to which cvcryBriion was born, namely, merits of tne fecoud 1 • 

the fpcedy sdminiAraticn of jullice. Jt This being agreed to, the Itrft Mo« 
was m vain that fome men were eter- tion was voted unanimnufly. ’ * • . 

nally pronouncing warm eulcgitlms up- Mr. Alderman Lulhington then ttife 
on Liberty, or glowing panegyricks to move the fecond, which >yas as foi% 
upon the Cpnftituciun, while fo fla- lows : 

grant an indance as a feven years trial’, “ That the Charges made againit ■ 
at an expence of 70,000!. Itaincd the ** Warren Hadings, Efq. having been 
page of their hi dory. Every diferimi- “founded upon the publick a6ts of. 
nating foreigner would laugh them to “ his Government in Bpn||al, and^W * 
fcorn, and a(k, Is this ;^our Liberty > “ having been 'acquitted ^ all...Ach 

and is fuch your Conditution f l.et Charges, it is highly reafonabteihac 
Mrf Hadings, then, firft apply to his “ the laid Warren Had'ings, Efq. flioultl 
Country, to which, with‘i’o much jui- “ be indemiiillcd for thcLegalExpences 
tice, he might prefer his claim. It he “ incurred by him in making his JOe- , 
milfed of indemniheation, his Country “ fence,” The Motion being handed 
would lol'e its charafler ; and if fuch fo the Chair, and read in form, 
diould be the cafe, and Mr. Hadings Mr. Jackfou rofe again, and ntoved 
meet with a refulal, he would not by way of Amendment to the iecond 
deny but that If he came back to that i^efolution, that after the word M Re- 
Court, as to his old friends and em- “ folved,” the whol»of the words of 
ployers, and candidly told them, that that Refolution Ihould be left out, and 
witliout their further kindnefs he mud the following inferted in their dead, 
link, he Ihould feel as anxious as any viz. 

man, to adminider to him every con- “ That it be recommended to the 

folation which great minds are fuf- Court of Direftors jp take into their 

ccptible of, as far as was confident “ confideration the fervie'es and litua- 
with the cirtumdanccs of the Com- “ tion of Warren Hadingl, fifq. latef 
pany. “ Governor-General of Bengal,'’and to 

Mr. Jackfon then noticed how much “ report their opinion to this Court, in 

the honour of the General Court was “ what mode, and jo what extent, it 

concerned, in abftaining from a Refo- “ may be expedient for the Proprietors 
lotion which could have no iega;^etfedt. “ to grant a Pecuniary Gompettfation 
He reminded them how iMccersfully “ for the fame;” . 

the argument of bally and tumultuary This- Amendment being feconded by 

Refolutions, and their contravening bot^ Mr. Bryan Trdughton, 
the Government. and their DireftorsT' Major Scott rofe anti faid, that 
had been ured,’whcn an attempt was nothing would have induced him 
made, under’Mr. iWs Bill, to anni- to have offered himfclf to the at-' 
hilate General Courts altogether, tentiou of the Court on the ore. 
though, notwithdandlng lome indanccs fent day, but the circumllance of his- 
of abult^ they liad proved the wifea being well informed of Ibme fadls, 
check that could have been-contrived, which perhaps were not fo accurately 
and did, upon that very occafion, fave known by other Gentlemen,and which 
the Company.* Under thefe inipref- it was very important to date on this 
fioiis, h« faid, and from bis great occafion. It feemed to be the 
anxiety to prevent a precedent which mo/ts opinion of the Court, that the ex¬ 
might at fome futur«5.,tjlnxe!' be fatally pences incurred by Mr. Haftifl-gs in the 
perverted,# be Ihould mqye, by way courfe of his trial ought to be paid ; but 
of Amendment to the Second ReXolu- the Learned, Gentleman who Ipoke laft, . 

tion, - _a- A . and another Learned Gentleman'who 

Here he was interrupted % its being preceded him, had both declared that 
obferved by feveral Gentlemen, that n was unfair and unjtiLl to make fuc^ 
the fecond Refolution was not yet be- a denund upon the Company, unut. 
fore the Court; and as ther^af|^red Mr. HaflingS-had firft tried the Houfe/ 
to be no difference of opini/Aiiwut the of Commons, who, in juftice, ought to, 
firft, that which went toi generai ae- P»y the legal cxpences. Major 

Via. o o 



thofe Gentlemen fpokc the 
(entiments of Mr. Haftings mod cx« 
nftljr, and in hia own words. In every 
i^Ucyrion'npon this fubjc{^ atnongft his 
Iriendsy.M often as it was mentioned, 
that, ht;i1retorn iot the great benefits 
whh^we Cam|iaAy had received from 
Jito; Admintftracion, there could be no 
of their indemnifying him for his 
'expences, and rewarding him for hia 
Mr. Haftings replied, that he 
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intention! until the fourth year of hU^ 
Trial That the total legal ci^ence of 
the Trial exceeded Seventy Thoufand, 

> Pounds, of which more than Sixty 
Thoufand Pounds were ftill unpaid ; 
That as he had been fully acquitted of 
all the Charges, and as he was con> 
vinced it was not the intention of the 
Houfe that had impeached him, to 
ruin him by the necelTayy expenccs 
in making his defence, 'even if he' 
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'tauntration as they -might think him! 

all the pircumft .nces of the cafe, 
enmed t^for his fewices} but wirh 
refj^A to his expenccs, he conceived 
chat he had not the llighteft claim 
Upon the Company, until he had tried 
th<L Houfe of Commons, becaufe Gen> 
ileinen of all parties in that Houfe 
had recognized tire juftice of his claim 
to indemnification at various ftages of 
rin Trial, in the event of his acquittal. 
Major. Scott fdid, that notwithftanding 
this bad been the language of Gentle- 
men in the Houfe While the Trial was 
pending, yet there was hardly one 
member to whom Mr. Haftings ap¬ 
plied, that-did not ftrongly dilfuadc him 
from tr^ng the Houfe of Commons, 
aSiiringthiin at the fame time chat he 
had not the moft diftanc chance of fuc- 
cefs. Mr.flallings howevcr,whowainot 
deterred from doing what-he conceived 
to be rigbc, even the almoft unani¬ 
mous diftent of his private friends in 
the Houfe of Commons^wrote a Peti¬ 
tion, couched in the molllnoderatc lan¬ 
guage, in which he let forth that he 
nad been thirteen years Governor 
Govcrhor-Gcncral of Bengal,in times of 
great dlflicuity and danger :That he had 
formed a fyftem for the internal Go¬ 
vernment of Bengal in the tirft period 
of his Adminiftration ; had repelled the 
attacks of eur foreign enemies in the 
fecond period; and finally had left it, 
with its relburccs confidcrably aug¬ 
mented, and in a ftate of great proipe- 
rity :) That to'hjs misfortune, how¬ 
ever, the late Houfe of Commons 
fought differently of his conduct, and 
hi tiie end he was impeached; twenty 
Afticies were preferred againft him, 
which included every important aft of 
his Government for the fpace of thir- 
- tfen years. Civil, Military,-Political, 
dnd PinaUcial: That'to dcrend himfelf 
agatn'ft fuch a variety 6f Charges, a very 
ffvtt cxpcnce was neceffltrily incurred; 
mc^'-tboiwh it was true, that the Houfe 
:xl 3 idftcly relied the caufe upon foUr 
points, yet he was uninformed of this 


the intention of the prclcnt Houfe to 
leave him involved in ufttir ruin, after 
fo complete aft acquittal. He therefore 
humbly prefumed to lay his unprece¬ 
dented Cafe before the -Houfe, praying 
for fuch relief as lb their 'juftice and 
wifdom they might think'him entitled 
to. Major Sedtt (aid, that he had not 
a Copy of the Petition in his pocket, 
but he believed he had with tolerable 
accuracy detailed its moft material con¬ 
tents to the Court. His Honourable 
Friend (Mr. Cbifwell) had already 
flated that the PctitNin was (ubmitted 
to the Minifter, and unlefs Mr. Pitt 
fignified his Majefty's -confent to its 
being prefent^, the Petition, con- 
fiftenily with the forms of the Houfe, 
could not be prefented at all. Mr. Pjtt, 
as the Court already knew, had faid^ 
that he could not with propriety advil'e 
his Majefty to allow him to lignify 
fuch alfcnt. What then could Mr. 
Haftings do ? The door of the Houfe 
was--barred againft him. He was not a 
Member himfelf, and as the fentiments 
of the Oppofttion were all'o .pretty well 
known to be hoftile to the' Petition, 
what individual Member, would hazard 
a Motion, with an abfoiute certainty of 
its being negatived ? Every Member 
would act upon ,his own feelings, but 
Mr. Haftings was left vvithout a choice. 
The language of many Members had 
certainly-been, that the Company bjid 
benefited by all thofe adls of Mr. Haf¬ 
tings which the laft Houfe of Commons 
had condemned ; conlequently the 
Company was the proper Body to ap¬ 
ply to. The Minifter Hopped the or- 
reA mode of application, f^r reafons 
which doubtlefs would fully juftiFy him 
for aftingjmhe had dom:. Mr. Haf¬ 
tings,' thdl^re. bad no refource left, 
but an iq>plication to that Body, in 
whofe fernice be had been for fo many 
yeaTS,.||ndL vy-bo had fo repeatedly ad-> 
mitted^hcValoe and iinportaoce of fils 
fervfees.—Major Scott uid, that after 
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Honourable Gentleman who opened the 
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kufinefs, it wtettld indeed be fuperfluou$ 
to‘add a fingle wordt unlelis as it ap¬ 
plied to the obfervations of thofc Gen- 
tlbmeny Members of the Houfe of 
Commons, who conceived that the 
Company, and not the Nation, ought 
to pay the law expences.* In truth, the 
Major faid, the Eaft-Tndia Company 
had been tried, for feven years, in the 
perfon df Mr. Ifaftings j perhaps he 
might carry k ftill higher, he might 
lay, that in the perfon of Mr. Haflings, 
the Britilh Nation had thought proper 
to inquire whether it could, with any 
regard to chara£fer, honour, or morals, 
continue to enjoy the immenfe ad¬ 
vantage which llie annually drew 
from* India, and of which the Ring's 
Minifters annually and loudly boafted. 
The refute of the meafures of Mr, 
Haftings certainly was this, that above 
two millions fterling were tdded to the 
annual refources of the Bengal Govern¬ 
ment ; that is, ^^-hen Mr. Haftings 
came to the Government of Bengal, 
the total annual refources were three 
millions one hundred and thirty-two 
thoufand pounds; when he quitted 
them, they were five* millions two 
hundred and eighteen thoufand pounds; 
^and by the continued operation of iht 
fyftcm cftabliflied by Mr. Haftings, they 
were increafed to five millions and a 
half. The Major then defired the 
Court to confider for one moment—for 
what had Mr. Haftings been impeach¬ 
ed ? It was hardly nccelfary to tell 
them, that he was impeached for all 
that fyftcm of foreign and domcftic po¬ 
licy, which coiiliderably extended their 
empire, preferveJ it from foreign ene^ 
mies, and which added two millions a 
year to the refources of the Baft-India 
Company. But they were not merely 
to confidcrthejuftice of paying expences 
incurred in defending the propriety of 
meafures by which had fo highly 
benefited ; they were alfo to confider, 
that in the exent of the condemnation 
of Mr. Haftings, the Company muft 
have been utterly and irretrievably 
ruined.—He would not take the large 
ground on which the Impeachment 
originally refted, but confine himfelf 
to the three points on \jj|kh evidence 
was given, tnat jointly^Kfflcd Mr, 
Ifaftings and the Company 

-r-tbefe were, Benares*the Begum* and 
{he Picfeuts. In the charge of Be¬ 
nares, Mr. Haftinga was accufed of un- 
Iwftly oxpeHing Cheyt Sing, aUd cri¬ 
minally « 3 lto|ting un %<ldvipii«i^ reni of 


two hundred thoufand pounds a vear 
from the prefent Raja. That additi'pna|; 
rent has been paid ever fince 17S1'; c^n^ , 
fequcntly, with the intereft, the e)c« 
pullion of Cheyt Sing has brought., 
above five millions into the public tiva- • 
fury. The Begum’s moiety, with in* 
tcreft, it one million eight hundreijl ' ' 
thouland pound's ; and the Frcfenrt'. 
received by Mr. Haftings for the Com* / 
pany, with the intereft upbn thbm. 
would now be nine hundred thoitran4 
pounds. A total of eight millions, be* 
lidcs a diminution of »oo,oo«l. a year ' 
from the future rent of Bi;nares. ‘ 

Major Scott faid, that up^ no prmw 
cipic of juftice, honour, or commoa 
fenfe, could Mr, Haftings have beei;^ 
found guilty, and the Company lef^ tij^ 
enjoy the fruits of rapine, oppref&pil 
and plunder. Indeed ir there wereanir. 
Gentlemen in the Court, as he had no 
doubt there were, who wete in Weft* 
niinfter Hall the laft day of Mr. She*: - 
ridan’s Ipeech, they muft recoiled,that 
that Gentleman, m the moft diftinA 
and unqualified terms, declared, thaj; 
the prolecution of Mr. Haftings was 
undertaken for the exprefs purpofe ^ 
doin^ Jufiitt to India. Topunifh the 
oppreftor was certainly an objeft, faid 
Mr. Sheridan, but trifling indeed* 
when compared to the more importai)ji^ 
one of re<(r(J/in«' the ff'rottgs of the 0/-’ 
p.ejftd. He adipitted it to be true* 
that many millions had been acquired 
by the ails of Mr. Haftings. But thf 
Lords, as J^^cs, were not to look tp 
any confeqiflKes that might rcfulk 
from his condemnation. Cheyt Sin|^ 
if Mr. Haftings were found guilt^ ‘ 
muft be fought out, whether fie we^, * 
in a Mahratta Camp, or with TippM 
Sultan. He muft be refiored preciielp 
as he ftood in tySi * and the intereft of 
the additional rents received muft be 
repaid to him. The Begum muft alfipi 
have her money back, with intereft. 
ThePrefents muft likcwrfe be reftoreft 
tothofe from whom they were received. 
All this muft be done by the Com* 
pany, if its funds would anfwev 
for fo many millions f if not hy the 
Houfe of Commons, aeccuiomieal m 
they were. ' To funpofe that the Nm 
tion would puniih Mr. Haftings for be* 
ing an oppreflor, yet meanly enjoy the 
fruits or his eppreflions, was mdlB 
bafely to libel her. Such, the MaiM ; 
faid, wastlie concluding Speech of > 

Sheridan, when reprefenting, in Wlftv 
minfter Hall, aU -the ?cob “ “ 
a «4 
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Isnd. Si.al it tlitn be faul, that Mr. 

only wab tntd > impoHible ! 
Ills acquittal is a matter ot inruiite 
Clement to the Eaft-Jndia Cuniji.sny in 
a pecuniaty point of view j but, faid 
the Major, it is of infinite iiicirieut in¬ 
deed, in points of much greater confe- 
qtiencc—tt has .preferved puie and 
cnftiUied the honour of the Cotnptny 
and. of the Britifh Nation, it has 
cleared both from thofc vile and dc- 
teflable calumnies which have been 
circulated againft the Company, and 
.ogaieft the Nation as connefttd with 
'*§18 Company for fo many years. The 
world svill now believe that folemn 
truth, fo often afferted by the King’s 
Jndia Miniftcr, and by every m.an pof- 
feflingany knowledge of the fubjeft, 
that the Government of Great Britain 
has been a bleffing, and not a curfs, 
to the millionji under its rule : That 
our fubjcfls are the happieft and the bell 
protefted people in India : That Bengal 
has been in a progreflive flate of im- 

£ rovement from the firft period of Mr. 

laftings’s Adminift ration tp theprefent 
day. By the acquittal of Mr. Haft- 
ings, the juftice as well as tlie wifdoiu 
of thole meafurcs are fully ellablillied, 
by which fums were received, amount¬ 
ing, with iiuevcft, to above Thirty- 
Pour MilUons ftcriing, and additional 
JRevenues actually created, exceeding 
Two Millions ftcriing a year; and 
we may now be fa;d to hold lecurtiy, 
what prior to the ac^iitul of Mr. 
Mailings we held by a Hky precarious 
tenure. In tliis point of view', and fo 
it'muft be confiderfd, his acquittal is a 
molt important fubjcdl for triumph, 
both to the Company and to the Na¬ 
tion ; after having done fo mtuh for 
both ; leaving India as Mr. Hiiftings 
did after a rhirttcn years Adnunilira- 
tion, with its Revenues fo greatly iiw- 

f irovcd j piefcrving it, as he <,lid, in the 
aft general War againft the iiioft pow¬ 
erful rotubiiiation ever formed for the 
deftiu 6 lion of a fiuglc State. Beloted, 
.^efpefted, ajid regretted as be was 
when he left India, and retairdng to 
this moment, as he has done, all the af- 
. feilions and efteeinof the people whom 
* he governed fo long, and the general 
■ regard of his countrymen who have 
ferved in India, after having gone 
'•through an oyJeai of feven years, will 
this Company, adopting the fentimrnts 
of, tjaw Learned Gentlemen, fay to 
Jyfir,*ji|ftings, “ ^fe think you have 
" moft profitable and .^ble lei*- 


“ vant to us, we always thought Pi, 

“ you ought to be paid your txpenecs, 

“ you ought to be rewarded j but wtt 
“ did not profecute you, it was the 
“ Houfe of Commons, it was the Rri- 
“ tilh Nation-r’let them pay, as they 
*' ought to do.” Mr. Chairin.in, this 
Company will not hold fiieh language. 
They know that Mr.Mailings thougiit, 
as the Learned Genclepiin do, that 
in equity be had a fair claim upon tl'ie 
Houle of Commons ; but had he the 
power to enforce his claim I Could he 
compel thofe who tlio\jghc dilTerently 
as to the juftice of his chum, to ch.inge 
their opinions }' . No—he could not 
Pic had no means of bringing his'icafo 
even before the Houfe of Commons ; 
for no individual Member, knowing 
the fentiments both of the Minifter and 
of the Ojipcfition, would be very fond 
of moving the queftion. Was he then 
between two ftools to fall to the ground? 
Impoifiblc ! Mr. Chairni in, 1 have 
the fulleft confidence both in the jufthe 
and the,gencrofity of the Come to a 
fervant whom they have repeatedly 
thanked for his exertions, and tp 
w hom the Court of Dircftors, after all 
his afts were before them, returned 
unanimous thanks for long, faithful^ 
and able fervices. 

Mr. Jackfon in reply to Major Scot; 
obferved, that the Major had uiule- 
ligncdly, he was furc, but palpubh, 
mifreprcftnted his argument; he had 
charged him with an intention to put 
Ml. Haftings betwixt two ftools, by 
fending him from that Court to tlie 
Houfe of Commons, where it was now 
certain he would obtain no rcdrels.— 
Mr. jackfon appealed to the recollec¬ 
tion of the Court, if he had not ex- 
prcfsly faid, tiiat if the Houfe of Com¬ 
mons Ihould be to loft to dcctncy and 
juftice, as to refufe indeniuification to 
a perfon who had been kept feven 
years upon his trial, at the fuit of the 
Country, then would be the time for 
Mr, Haftings to come to that Court, 
and throw himftlf into the arms of his 
friends, and fairly Hate his fufferings 
and his lituation. Did the Ijon. Ma 
jor fear that the Court would grow 
cool in a l|||k weeks ? W’as it likely 
that the lH||Brietors, who on that day 
had ftiewn fo much fenfibility ahd 
warmth of aflfcdlion towards Mr. Hai¬ 
ti nga, who- had not fiilFcred a fpacc of, 
fight or ten years rcfidence m this 
cepntry to deaden a fiogle imprelfioQ 
of fen’ices pef4>rnled even feveral 
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yoars bcForo lii* return ; but on the 
contrary had (hewn theinielvcs as much 
ajivc to tbur merit, aS if Mr. Haftings 
had landed but ycllcrddy c<> give an ac¬ 
count of tlKin ; was it coiiftftent, be de¬ 
ft icd to a(k, to fupjjol'e that the fame 
pcrfoin would fay to Mr. Haftings 
when he came b.ack to them unl'ucccfs- 
ful (torn the Houle of Coinirons, “ Oh ! 
“ no ! you Ihoiild h.ivc taken us while 
“ we Were warm—you Ihould ha,vc in- 
“ Tided while we weic in the humour ; 
** that period is now pdfl'od.and we will 
have nothing to do wiihyour indent* 
nificdt'ou.” Sure he was,, that no fea¬ 
ture of the charaHer of that^ourt jufti- 
fied^'uch a fuppofition. 

Mr. J-tckron-fiid, he could not hear 
without cxtreti'e concetii Gentlemen 
who were or bad been Members of the 
Jiritilh Legillaturc Tpe.tk of ihu-anTwer 
of the Miniftcr as the Refolution t'f the 
State. Much as he rerpefted his talent.; 
and h's virtues, hcthaiiKcd God,that the 
Miniftcr of the Country was not yet the 
rarliament of the Country, though fuch 
muft be the Hon. Major’s conclufion, 
when he faid the doors of P.irliamcnt 
were fliut. Such a declaration he 
thought did not become citlicr the cha< 
fadfer of the Legiftaturc, or the dig¬ 
nity of Mr. Haftings’s claim upon it. 
The Hon. Gentleman mull kooiv, that 
though no ]*ttition of a pecuniary na¬ 
ture could be laid upon the table of the 
13 oul'e without a mcfl’dge from thtCfowii, 
yet it might be introduced, its merits 
might be opened and diTciiired To as 
to bring the fubjedt before the Country 
without that form. If the Commons 
of Great Britain thought proper to 
Tubferibe their own fliame, to place 
upon their records, and to chronicle to 

f jofterity, that a Britiih fubjctl had 
peon feven years upon his trial, and ac¬ 
quitted without concellion or repara¬ 
tion from the People, his acciifers, 
then he was pcrfuadcd, that not only 
would Mr. •Hartings experience the 
kindiiefs and munificence of thatCouH, 
but every generous heart throughout 
the country would fympathi?e with 
iiim, ligtiten his forrows, and even de¬ 
corate and dignify misfortune, by bring¬ 
ing to it the tribute of djjjk'erfal afitc- 
tjpn. 

■' He had been ^old,tbat certainMem- 
bers of Parliament ibduld fay, that it 
was the affair of the Company, which 
^ad derived the profits from Mr. Haf- 
tings, to indemnify Him.^ 2 f Parliemcnt 
Vi’oald ^irly fay fo, therr end of 


their dlfticulties; all objedtions as totW 
want of concurrence on the part o*'^the 
Directors, the danger of the precedent, 
or the illegality of the meafure, would 
vanilh before the will of Parliament = 
but at prefenc thofe objedtions remaioetf 
in full force. 

He inurt however declare, fhougk 
he knew it would be offenfive to 
many that heard him, that, in poin^ 
.of law and ftridl jufticc, IJdr. Hafiines 
had no claim upon the Company for m't 
tndevttuJk'JLllon ; ^nor could he (Mr. J.) 
fufFtr chat kina of dodirine to bcjiel^ 
wichoutaircrtiiig his opinfonXo the ran/, 
trary. Mr. H.iftings had everything 
to'lit'pc for, fioni their perfonal regard 
for him, and fiom their known muni, 
ficente, but lie rnuft objcdl to an adf of 
Ipoiiiaiieoiis mu'iiiicence being created 
as the mere dilcharge of a debt. Mr. 
J'lckfon faid, he cmifented cheerfully to 
the Annuity, and admitted that to be* 
debt of gr'ititude. bscaufc he thought 
that all men wh.5 I’erved the Publi^ 
*(and in I'trsing tlie Company Mr. 
Haftings had ferved the Public) wereji,> 
entitled to liberal reward ; whether it 
might be lb j>rtvioufly fti^julated or not, 
the nioni obligation was the fame.— 
The man or body of men wlio could 
accept of public ferviccs without indi¬ 
cating a difpofirion to revvard them, 
muft pojfcfs minds of the moft fordid 
and diminutive del'cripnon. Men of 
h'gh ipirit, talents, and honour, were 
apt to confide ; they could feldom (loop 
to make a ba'lljlain fur their /eafiorcon-^ 
dcTccnd to claim the confideratioa 
which it defi rved. Perfons in power 
knew well this temper, and daily nrac. 
tifcd upon it: they found thcmielvea 
(erved chcapeft by modeft merit; they 
knew that the ncible mirftl could never 
be imp! rtunate ; and thtiy held it time 
enough to be liberal when importunity 
came, or when unblulTiingrcnaiicycame 
boldly to the point, and convinced them 
it muft be purchafed. 

Such was faid to be the wrctch «4 
policy of Courts, and .to obtain among 
men who were callousto thofe joft prin¬ 
ciples which form the facred rules of 
private life, finch a policy, however, 
h 5 d nut yet infefted the Eaft-Indu| 
Company ; the hifti ry of that Court 
was but one unvaried tilTue of genero» . 
fity and jufticc towards thofe who bai^ 
promored their interefts. 

A Noble Marquis had recently ex* 
periencpd this faH, and he hoped MlC* . 
was about to do 
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But betAveen eempenfation and iiidfin- 
nifieMio$ty he (hould ever contend there 
ivas*a wide difttncUon. Mr. Hafttngs 
had ferved the Conapanyj let the 0<m- 

E any compcnlatc him. The Country 
ad outraged Mr. HaAings, n< t by ac- 
cufiilj^ him, but by the protradtioo yf 
trial , let the Country int'cinnify 
hlM for his enormous expciicts. Upon 
the s^holcjMr. Jacklbn laid, convinced 
aa he was that Mr. HaAings had no 
lelfal ctaifi) for his indemnification upon 
the Company, but tliat it ought to pro-_ 
teed from the I’ublic 5 and liiiuking the 
|^cfdfntioa,rJKHV propnlbd moA dange¬ 
rous as to precedent, d'lVefpe^tful to. 
the Direflors, unjiiA towards Govern¬ 
ment as interfering with its jiiA de¬ 
mands upon them, and impolitic in it- 
felf as (lying in the face of the Iloufc 
of Commons, he fliould conrUide with 
once moreeariicAly prcAiug it upon the 
Court, to refer the whole matter to the 
conAdcration *»f the. Court of Direftors, 
who emdd examine every bearing of 
the ■queAioUi'vho periiapsmight be able* 
to remove couAituiional e-bjt.ftions, to 
avoid legal difficulties, and wbofe wifli 
and inipuifc he knew it would be, 10 
convey to Mr. HaAings every c-mfort 
and alliAancc, confiAint with the ptcu- 
aiary circumAanccs of the Company.-^ 
If Gentlemen prtffcd the original qucl- 
tion, they might indeed highly gratify 
their warm ft clings, but he thought 
they ran tome riik of f.iilini> in their 
main (>bje£l:, which he prci'umcd to be, 
to render I'ubAantial furvice to Mr. 

jHaAing**’ 


The Chairman informed the Court, 
"that the Opinion of Mr. l^ous, the 
HCompanv’s Cuunfd, had been taken by 
the l>ireft«rj, upon the legality of the 
Jjropofiiion, w'liich he would order tube 
■jfcatl. Jt wts read accordingly, and 
iia^d thafiyir. Rous coiu-eived the Mo¬ 
tion'’was'lcg-.l. under tic words of'the 
oFPaiilamcut, which were read as 
.^llows 1 

33, €eo, IIT,( 7 n/. 52. And 

‘it further enafted. That during the 
, Continuance of the Esclufive 1 rade of 
The faid Company, the Jiett prnaeds of 
.neir Sales of Goods at home, with the 
^llnti^s and allowances ariAng by private 
^»de, and all otbir profits of the faid 
tompany in CJreat Briiain, .after pro- 
y^iding fur the payment of Bills of Ex¬ 
change already accepted by the faM 
Cotrpa-ny, 'ns the fame fiiall become 
for the current p-iynK-nt of 
dvhe^l^ti’, intcrcA, and 


cbarprfSy and expences of the faid 
pany, &c. &c. * 

_At Mr. Jack Ton’s requeft, the fol¬ 
lowing C'laufc of the A£l was read*, 
which Mr. Jackfon contended was iU 
UiArativc of his argument, in oppoAtion 
to the toiiAruiSlion put on tlio A£t of 
Parliament by Mr. Rous, the Company’s 
Coaiifci. 

33. Gro. Ilf. C>ap» 54. Sec, 1*5. 
And whereas for protcfliug the funtis 
of the (aid Company, during their 
further term in the faid Exclufive 
T r-ide, from being burtheued with 
any imhinptr chatgcsy .lt is expe¬ 
dient thsu the faid Company (bould 
be put undtr reaConable limitations, in 
rc(pc6b to .the granting of PenfioxTi or 
tnirrii/iHg the Sulaiits nf then Officers 
and Servants, or creating new Ejlahltjb- 
m^nls : Beit furtlier enabled, that no 
Grant or Rclolution of the laid Com¬ 
pany, or their Court of Diraflors, to 
be made after the flailing of this A£f, 
and during the continuance of their 
right in the f,.id KxcluAve Trade, 
whereby tlie faid Funds may become 
chargeable with any tic’tv Saiarv, or 
inn cafe of Salarvy or any nenv or ad~ 
thlionul ejlahlijbtne.nt of Officers or Srr- 
•vants, or any ww Pinjion, or inertafe 
of Penjiony to any one Perfon exceed¬ 
ing t-wo hundred pounds per annum, 
fhali be available in law, unlcfs fuch 
Grant or Refolution (hall 4 }e, approved 
and conArmtd by the , Board of Com* 
miliioncrs for the AA'airs of India, at- 
tcAcd under the hand of the PrcAdcnt 
of the faid Boaid. * 

, This ijjth ft6Uon, It was contended 
by feverai gcnrltniL'n, referred only to 
the grant of Ptnfions, inercaft- of Sala¬ 
ries, oi the creatioVi of new EAiblill)., 
ments, and confetjncntly no hearing on 
the import of the rjropofition for an in- 
, demnification of Mr. HaAings, which 
was to be conAdcred as a mere outgontg^ 
charge, ard cxp.'KCe of the Company. 

Mr. J.ickfon’s Amcndqie-nt was then 
fubmitted.to the- vote of the Court, and 
negativid. 

Mr. Alderman Lulhington propofed 
to vote the iec6ad and third Refolution 
together, 

A dcmur^rofe.as to the Irofenrfs of 
the word,in^Pmc latter pirt of the Retli- 
lution, and if was deemed neceAary 
to limit the indemnification to a fpc.j 
<ific fumj it became therefore a Q^utf- 
lion, what fitm (hould be fpeeiAed h 

Major Scott fakl,theaccounts of Mr- ^ 
HaAings'y li,w charges were at rhi^ * 
tjui^t tlie uvdit pf ttyo Msi,Aej^ 

¥V 
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In Chancery, and that an nearly as could 
be afcertained, the amount was 7 a,oSol. j 
part of which wa, paid, and the reft 
remained as a debt due from Mr. Haf- 
tings. 

Some converfation here took place ' 
upon the fuggeftion of a Proprietor, 
that it Would be proper to appoint a 
Committee to infpedl the account, and 
report the amount. 

Lord KitTnaird thought it would be 
fiifitctently fafe in the hands of the 
birc^ors, and that no Committee was 
necefTary. 

Mr. Jick'foH faid, that Mr. Haftings 
had had one conlolation under his miC- 
fo.r^ncs, namely, that cf falling into 
legal hands of the moft honourable 
kind. The gentleman who, as bolici- 
tor, had condu£lcd his defence, was 
known not only to have arranged the 
aftonilhing ma(s of matter which he 
had to coiled for tfw occafion, with 
wonderful accuracy, but to have cun* 
duded himfelf throughout with the 
uc'moft.fairnefs. Mr, jackfon thought, 
however, that Tome I’um fliouhl be 
Anted, and (uggefted the Ailing up the 
Rcfolution wuh the fum mentioned by 
the Hon. Major, vi/. not, exceeding 
71,080!. 

This idea was immediately adopted, 
and the Chairman was about to put the 
Quefticin, when 

Mr. Serjeant Watl'on declared, he 
could not I'ufFer the Queftion to go to 
the vote, without Hating that he enter¬ 
tained very ferious doubts us to the le¬ 
gality of the Rclolution, and the 
the Court had to pay the money under 
the authority of the Claufc in the Ad 
which had been read. The iiith 
Sedion of the Ad that authorized the 
payment of ali ou!^,oi;i^s, ihar^r', f^c. 
could only be conhrued to mtan cr;/{- 
riary and *ci/jlornaiy ibaf^c^ and not an 
item of fo ixtraoiiiiHuiy a n.iture .as 
the charges in queflion, Ilut .u any 
rale, the pplTibility of error in a mat¬ 
ter of I’o much importance, he thought 
was a fuflicient-rcufon for the Court’s 
adiflg with great caution, and there¬ 
fore he propofed' to divide rlie Rtfo- 
iution, and vote the firft nait of it .is aii 
inArudion to the Diredors to int'pedf 
the accounts, and lake ”the opinion of 
the firft Law Authorities, as to the legal 
power of the Company to difeharge 
the amount under the words of the 
Ad of Parliament. The Learned Ser¬ 
jeant enforced this objedion by argu- 
meat, and fold, if it fttuiild tuiu out 


that the firft Law Authorities enter* 
tamed the lame doubts on the matter 
that very ferioufly impreffed his (hiiid,. 
the Proprietary might apply to Parlia«» 
ment' fur a Btll to fancUon the mea* 
furet if, however, the Proprietors 
lent did not approve of this propoittioq« 
he hoped at leaft that they wquld fo' 
far guaid the Refblution, as coaddthp 
words, “ if the fame can be legaitf 
“ done.” 

Mr. Tolfrey faid, that having beeih 
aware that an u'ujedion of this nature 
wuuUl be ftarted, he begged leave juft 
to ftate what had occurred |o biitifcJf da 
an anfwtr to it.—The power is con¬ 
tended for under the iiith Claufe of' 
the late Ad of Fftrliamtut, which au¬ 
thorizes the payment of ail migoingst 
tbjrges, £ec. even antecedent to the 
disidend. But this, the learned Judge 
fays, muft be conftrued to be ordinary 
and cuftumcry charges, and not an item 
of this extraordinary nature. In hit 
opinion there wusnotliing extraordinary 
in the nature of the charge, whatever 
there might be unufual in the amount 
of it i it w»s luch an outgoing, as th 4 
Company had on many occalions dif- ‘ 
charged, and the quantum would make 
no tliifertnce in the argument} or if 
it did, it would be in tavour of Mr* 
Haftings ; for ihe,more enormous thcl'e 
colts are, the heavier they fall on aa 
individual to pay, attaching to his ho.- 
nourable acquittal all the pecuniary 
pcnalt^, -ihoitgh not the ftigma, of a 
condemnation. 

Mr. Alderman Lulbington thought 
the adding the words propofed b}^ the 
learned Serjeant would only embarrafo 
the Proprietors, when they came te 
b tlfi t i as the Queftion lo amended 
woiiki (brow a douot on the face of it, 
that nught ff^rtle th«)fe who would 
othcrwiie'iie inclined to vote for it. 

Mr. David Scott (the Deputy Chair¬ 
man) concurred with Mr^ Alderman 
Lulhington, and laid, they might b« 
ailured that the Dircdtors would take 
care nut to dot anvehing that was illc- ' 
gal. ' : 

Mr.'Owen faid, he lamented, as. 
every, man who was nut loft to hu¬ 
manity muft lament, the late fiiuadon i 
of Mr. Haftings : he was anxious that 
Mr. Haftings ftvould by ftnne m^sttd 
be reimburled the cxpences^of his pro,% 
fecution } but being luinewhat apetd- 
toiTicd to the confidcration of 
O^eilioRS, and having heard 
tiiun read Rous's) to whicb^ 

'cam 
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(ouM not fubTcribe^ he felt himfelf 
hound (however uopleafanu the talk.) 
to deliver his feniiments. Mr< 0\Wii 
clearly th^Hght, that the latter part of 
the learned Counfel’s opioiou w^s er« 
{ojacous,. and that tbeintended meafure 
fix’- tud^ctmifying Mr. .Haftings, was 
dire^ty contrary to thc- fpirit and to 
the expr.efs letter of the Aft of Par^ 
liament.’ The only power which the 
Company had to vorc Mr. Haftings 
70 oooit was under the words- “ out- 
goings, charges, and cxpenccs,” 
mentioned in the III. Ch/. 

When different Aft* of Par¬ 
liament wdre founded •»«•/«>■/ ma- 
f^r/a, it was ufual and fair to expound 
cne of them by another j and on the 
prefent occaiion, Mr. Owen begged 
leave to call in aid the Aft of the i ^th 
Cea.Ill, Ca 4 >. 64.. There a necef- 
lity for the moll rigid ojconomy was 
recognized, and from the i \tb Sdil. of 
that Aft it was apparent, that by the 
words “ outgoing^, the Legi- 

flaturcmeant*' npedfary payments and 
** deduftions’’ only. Then’ what are 
neceffaiy payments ? If a min is pio- 
fecuted and acquitted, he cannbt re¬ 
cover damages from the profecutnrs, 
unlcfs he proves that the prolecution 
was founded in m.alice, and that the 
fame was Lnflitiucd without probibic 
caufe. f f a fervant 4s pi'ofecutcd cri¬ 
minally for an aft done even by t!ie 
order and with the approbation of his 
maftcr, yetthe law- will n«t allosv that 
fervant to recover from the mailer the 
Cplls wluch he has incurred in his de¬ 
fence. The mafler would certainly be 
bound in honour to indemnify his ler- 
vant, though not in law. Ilut ad¬ 
mitting (for the lake of the argument) 
that there is no difference between the 
ordinary cafe of maftcr and IVrvant, 
and the relation that cxiftod between 
the Company and Mr. Haftings at the 
time of his profecurfftn, and fuppofing 
that this, undoubtedly, was-a debt of 
honour, could the pireftors place fuch 
»-debt of‘hono»|fi,sh»dcr the head 
®f*‘ outgoings, chides, and expences?” 
Jjdr. Owen centcjli^ that tncy could 

' 

, Could the Company do jit- b* way 
of gratuity for pan fcrvices f , To fay 
they cuutd, woirid be a m^nflr nts 
fiondraftion of the Aft j fosf-by S^ 4 f. 
145, the Company was fo/reftrained, 
thtt they cduld not grant t;o, Mr. Haft- 
.nge en annuity or pcafton. of xod. 
ter annutn, without the approbation 
coD&rjnatian of the Board of Com. 


m-lfioners. If however the Compan)# 
could vote, tb^ Mr, Haftings yo.ooe!.... 
they might ctr^uimullyJgrant'him a 
penfioB to an‘ 'untimi'ced amount. W 
the Company could giant Mr.Hdftings 
the grots fum of yo^cool. by whi^ 

■ he might probably' procure an.aRnuity 
of io,ooof. they, might iu'Iik^ manner 
create to liim at| annuity or penfion to 
any extent. Mr. Owen repeated his- 
anxious .wiih that Mr. Hidings ihoutd 
be reimburl'cd hi$ expeoces of the pro- 
rccutioa,if poiiibic } but declared him- 
felf decidedly of opiniem, that the 
mode then under conlideration was il¬ 
legal. 

Sir Francis Barin.g faid, that the 
principle of the Refoiiition ' dras by uo 
means n novelty. They had various 
precedents on. their books of indem¬ 
nifications 10 their fervants, tli£ only 
difference was tlie extent of ihcamdunc; 
but if the princ^e was right in itfelf, 
the magnitude or thc fum could uot af. 
feft it. 

Mr. Jackfon recommended it to the 
Court to take the opinions of the At¬ 
torney and Solicitor General. 

After farther flight couverfation be- 
rwetn Mr^ Jackfon, Mr. Chif.vell, 
Mr. ileiichman, Lord Rinnaird, and 
one or two other Proprietors, *the 
Qjeftimi was put on Serjespat Wat- 
foii’s .Amendment, and the fame was 
negatived. 

The I'ccond and third Refolutions 
conjoined were then put to the vote, 
and carried with the Amendment, as 
follows r 

Rcfolved, That the Charges made 
again ft W a R R i-. .s H A s vinos, Efq. 
having been founded inpun the 
public afts of his Government in 
Bengal, and he hasing been ac- 
quifteJ of all fuch Charges, -it is 
highly rcafonablc thac - the faid 
VV'’.m{uen Hastincs, Efq. (hould 
be indcmniiied for.thc Legal £k- 
ponces incurred by luni.,.in making 
his Defence. 

Refolved, therefore, that this Court 
do recommend to the Court of 
Direftors to apply to WAjR&£if 
Hastings,. £iq. for a ft^cement 
of. the .laid expenecs, and that af-. 
ter having eftabliihed the fam'e, by 
a full and latisfaftory in vcftigatlori;, 

’ 'they 'da dtfeharge the .amoiinb 
thereof,not.exceeding 7i,p8ol. 

It was agreed, that althougjh thia 
(^eftion had paffed'by a great majprity 
of the Proprietors prefeat, ,M: ought 
to be referred to the decifton of a Bal- 

lot. 
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and a BaPot wns accorilingjy de« 
-nfdhded by Mr. Alderman Luflungton, 
and eiglit other Proprietors, in due 
form, anti fixed bv the Chaiiman, with 
ihcappri-bit'.i'n of the Court, for Tnef. 
day the zd of J une. 

^ Mr. Aiderir<.in Lufliingiuii propofed 
his^ laft Rtfolutioii, Iriving firll amend¬ 
ed it, by leaving out the words “ from 
“ the period of the rctui'n bf Mr. 
Haftings,” pt^ inieinng “ from ilie 
ift of January lyj;, to the cxpi- 
“ ration of the Coinpiny's C’l^rttt for 
“ an cxciutive Tr.iuL,” in order to 
obviate Mr. Jackfon s objections to its 
being retrofpeCtivc, and to meet whole 
ideas, and pj^fit by wiiol'e- I'uggeftions, 
Mr. Luliiington pruftlfeil Iniiiit-ir to Le 
at all times extreintly anxious. Jt flood 
therefore thus : 

Rof'dved, That it is the opinion of 
this Court, that, in confideration 
of the long, faithful, and ititportant 
fcrvicts of* Wakhkn HAsiioOi, 
Efq. and to mark the giatcful 
fciii'e entertained by this Com¬ 
pany, of the extenfue benefits 
which the-y hiivc received from 
thefe fervices, a grant of an an¬ 
nuity «'f 5000'. from the I ft of 
January 1795, toifTuefrom the 
licoridl revenue, during the term 
of the Coiaiyiany's prefe-nt cxclulire 
ir.idf, to Wailhi.\ Hasi'jncs, 
Efq. his heirs, executors, admini- 
ftraiors, and affigiis, be prepared 
by the Couii of DireClors, and 
i'ubmittcd to the Board pf C«m- 
miflioners for the affairs of liidia^ 
for their approval and coiPiim- 
ntion, purfuaiu to the ACl: of Par¬ 
liament. 

The Refoliition was agreed to, and 
a ronverfation arofe, whether the Quef- 
tion ought, like the preceding one, to 
go to a Ballot j I'evcral gentlemen 
thought that it flood on pretty nearly 
the* lame grounds with the Refolution 
for the indemnification, others iiiain- 
taiiied a contrary opinion. 

Mr. Tolfrcy laid, “This Queftion ap¬ 
pears to me, to Hand on very dif¬ 
ferent grounds from the laft, and that 
a Ballot upon it is by uo means necef- 
fary or proper. The former Refolu¬ 
tion was to be definitively decided by tjie 
Company. The prefent, after it has 
palTed this Court, rnd the Court of Di- 
recurs, is to be feiw to the Board of 
Conir<ml, for their approval and con¬ 
firmation. In offering a remuneration 
to Mr. Mailings, hu feelings fhould be 
■ Part Vlll. 
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confulted ; and as there has vety pro¬ 
perly beet] no diflindUon made, cither 
in the amount or the nature of tlfe 
peiifion now propofed, and that re¬ 
cently granted to Marquis Cornwallis, 
neither fhould there be any in the 
manner of bellowing it. The penfion 
to the Noble Marquis, was decided On 
in a (general Court, and did not go to 
a Bailot—a Ballot may be iftrucd to 
imply a di.ubt, and a difference of opi¬ 
nion. 1 beg leave to fubmit it to the 
Pioprictors, that After the h.n-liame 
and uii.iiiimuus teilimony they have 
given as to Mr. Haftings s merits, they 
ought riot to leave /.le Court without 
coming to a dccifive vote, as far as it 
rclls kvitii them, on the Refolution for 
his penfion. 

It being ftill contended, that the Re* 
foluiion ought to be referred to the dc- 
cifion of a Ballot, Mr. Alderman 
Lnfhington, and the Gentlemen who 
had flood forward as the moft flrenuoua 
fupporters of the Motion, confented 
that it fhould be fu referred. 

T he B.allot on the Refolution to grant 
the ANNUITY was fixed for WcJ. 
nefday, the jd of June. 

AT A GENERAL COURT, 
Held at the India Houle, on the id of 
June 179;, to determine by Ballot 
the following mieftion : 

*■ That this Court do recommend, 

** thatrheCoun ofDireilnrs fhould 
** apply to VVakren IIasttncs, 
Efq. fora ilatcment of the legal 
“ expcnces incurred by him in 
" making his defence ) and tltat 
“ after having afeertained the 
“ f.imc,by afulTand fatisfattory iii- 
“ veftigation, they do difeharge the 
“ amount thereof, not exceeding 
“ the fum of 71,0801.” 

On calling up the Votes, the numbers 
wcic, 

For thi-C^eftion, 554 

Againft It, 354 

Majority for the Queftipn, 30^ 

AT A GeI^ERAL court, 
Held at the India Houfc, uii the 3d of 
June 1793, determine by BsIIoe 
the following Queftion: 

That it IS the opinion of this 
“ Court, th.tt in conftdcrciiion of the 
” tong, faithful, and impotMtic fci vices 
“ ofWARRrN HAstiMCs, niq.aiid to 
“ maik the grateful fcnle entertained 
*• by this Company of the extciifive bc- 
r p ** nefits 
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•** Befits which they have received froiri 
•* choCe feevia&s, a grant of an Annuity 
of 56'ool. from the ift J,.in«ary t 
“ toiffuefromtheTerrUonal Revennev, 
“ during the term of the Coin|)any*s 
*“ prcfent eacliifive trade, to Warren 
** ila(ling>, Efq. his Exe-cntoii, AJmi- 
nifirraiors and Alligns, he prepared by 
“ the Court of Dirertnrs, and Inbniit- 
** tod to tlie Heard ot Commiliioners tor 


“ the Affairs of fndia, for riierr ap-j 
“ proval and conit! mationj purfuant to 
tlie A6t of Parliament.” ' , 

On calling up the Votes,* the tium- 
bers were. 

For the queftion 5-8 

A'gainll u tto 

Majority at>8 * 

• ' The 


* On th-" f.me rvenin-t Mr. M. A. Taylor rofe, in the Houfe of Commofls, and faid, that 
lireing the- Rish: Hon. Scae-aiy Dundas in his^dac?, he willied to f.lk him a quellion, and 
lioptd he won't! hive no ohjtrtion to give an anfwcr, afltiri g the Houfe tiat he was not 
aQnated in it hy any niv't.ve of fpitc or m.tlevttlfnee. 

The Iloufe knew lii.iC Mr, Haftings had been acquitted ; he would not {)ftfun\£ to fay 
hut he vv.ts innocent, or at le.ilt legally ?a. But a propofal had been made at the litdia.. 
Houfe, that that Cmtlc.nan's expences in the pr-afecutlon lliouid be paid by th« 
Company j and y-ftir.i.iy 71,000!. had bten voted as L.iw Charges, but not fubjtfl to 
the Board of Controul, v/h le on the Annuity to he granted to him, a- queftion remained, 
whether it was rot fubji^ to the will of that Board? He Wilhed know whether die 
Right Hon. Gcntlenian agreed 10 tiie propofiiion tliat the Board of Controul had no power 
over the fuRi vo'.cd for Law Charges; and if none, whether it had over the Annuity.* 
Tt was, he fa d, a fcrioui pufbe confideracion, for they could look for refponfibility nowhere^ 
if not in t'le Bo..rd of Con.ioul; andtftheCo.npany hadfuth a power independent of it, th* 
fbciier the Houfe took it the better. 

Mr. Secret.Mry D indas faid, that though little entitled to fpc.ak on the authority of 
an Aft oi Pailiamcnt, he would give the belt .anfwcr he could to tlie Hon. Gentleman’* 
qurllion. By the Aft of the year 1793, tliei* were two diltinft appropriations; one,. 
rchC.vc to the Revenues in Indii, the other t« the S. Vs at home ; and the terms of them 
were difftrent. A'$ to the Revenues collected in India, the Brit piovilion wa^ for payment 
f>t Military Charges ; the Itcond Ibr payment of Debts ; the thiid, for the Charges of 
Covcmnient ; the fourth, lor providing an Invcltmeiit ; and by the filth, after pay¬ 
ment of the soOjOcol. to C>.>vcrniMent, the Surplus was to be d.ipofcd of agreeably to tho 
•idersof the Dirci'-tois It was the 1 fv<ie, he conceived, out of the power ol the Court of 
Uireftors to apply it on ary areount till tho debts were entirely latisfied. 

to the appropuatiun of the tales at home, alier the eutguirgs and the charges of 
tlvvjljompany, tiivri. v.„s peovifion fur tlia inteieif of all debts - the payment-of bills of 
Jndia.in way of 11 —c'-'-.oocL t. tlie pubi.e,—and, UlHy, the guarantee to accumu¬ 
late CO twelve miii.i'.as for lor the Company, as public propeity. He would fay- 

then, fince it 'va.i merit one-d, that lie was clear the payment alluded to by the Hoii. 
Gentleman coald nut fa” ') tin fe.—The queifiontherciore was, whether Mr. Haftings’a Law 
Charges couKl be hiought un-ler the head of UurguiOgs ? The I'ropuetors had no power^ 
and the l)<t ftois iiiauld be cautious; tor untefs they could juRity the propoiition, Uicy were 
peiibnalJy liable. 


OX I tiday May 2Z, a moll rnagnifleert fmertainme-rt was given at Willis’s Rooftls*.by 

tile Ben.’.il 1 luh t€> Mr. H.iftings, in celebisciOu of lii^. acquitmt. It partook more of th^ 
tpknJor (>1 the.li.sfl than atoy thinu ts .x cier was K en m this country. Upwards of five 
liundr.d pe<ibns were prtftr.t, and Mrs. HaftinRS puhded, to whom the company w’ercre- 
ij.cctivtly if'iu'ckiccd. Loid Thurlow was cne of this .VJlbnibly. ^ 

And on Timday, July ar,si Fete Champetie wai given by Sir John and LadV D'Ortay^ 
at their cottige iu Mamplh.re, lo a vtiy nunuioiis and fiilh.onablc company. ’ ’ 

^ The day was ufturcd in with ilie ringing ol bills, .and other demonlliations of joy. The 
Company alfemblcd .at twelve o’clock in a large open P.w.lion, furrounded with wood, ex¬ 
cept .11 Hunt, which opened to a lovtly lake, the banks of ivhidi weie IV.nged w.th wcep- 
ii.g w.ltows, l.al>uino.in, lofcs, The eight piliais which fupporu d tlie roof of the Pavi¬ 
lion, wtie criuniented with wreaths of natural flowen, winding to the top. In the centre 
( f the roof, in front, Mr. Haftings’s arms, placed like a mcriall.cai in a wrc.ith of flosvers,.. 
idadc a vciy baiidtbme appearance. Wieatlis of tlovrers and Iturels hung ffo.n the reof in 
, Lgls* 
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The following Opinion of the Com* 
*pany't landing Counfcl was laid before 
the General Courts at which the Refo- 
Ititions whereon the abov^e ballots wccc 
taken were pro.wfed. 

CASE. 

A rpccial General Court of the Com¬ 
pany, called at the requeft of iimc 
i’roprietors, is to be held to take into 
conuderati^n the luii|r, fairkfulan^l im* 
.portant ferviues of VVariMi Haftinj^s, 
Efq. late Governor General of Bengal, 
with a notice, th^c it is iiitcmled to 
^ffar to the Gcncral^ouri, a prnpof lion 
for a pecu^niary comptnlaiion fiiitabl«,iro 
the importance «)f Air. H.ifii gs’s IW- 
vicf.s,g^d4s g. prefent fituation. 

The KeColutions intended to be pro- 
pofed at this Court have .(Incc buen 
handed to the Cuuit of Direftors; a 
xopy whereof you have herewith. 

Vour opinion h» defirtd—Whether it 
is, or is ntrt, compctenc to the Cninpany 
tfj make the in>,emui y piopofttl, wich- 
•out the approval an>l conlimiaiii.n of 
the CotnmilTioiU'rs for the aifairs lor 
India ? 

OPINION. 

The pention of 500G 1. per annum is 
within the cxprelii word', of the Ail, 
and the grant of tin; Coiiijiiiiy cannot 
be available in law iinlels fuch. grant 
Ih.ll be approved and conlirmed by the 
Board of (Jontroul in the inauncr pre¬ 
fer tbed by the A6V. 
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With refpeft to the proposed indem- 
nit\ fir t.ie cxpenCkS i.,Mirred “b’ Mr. 
Hahings under titc impt^chment, the 
power of the Company to dd'charge 
fucri'cxpenctj >'( pends on the queft'on^ 
uhtther this pavmcnt may be claiTed 
under the general deferiptiun of out* 
goings-, charges, and expenoes of the 
Company ? In tin ordinary cafe of 
protecting their Servants under jvrofe- 
riitions, no man conUl cUitibr it, efpt> 
cially when the event of r tprofecution 
proves th.ft .tiieie aCts done in their 
fcrvice wi.rc really innoccnC, perhaps 
in the difc'.iarge of a ntcctFary duty. 
With all due rcipuil to the Houfe of 
Commons, i cm elifcaver no ground for 
a legal diiiiniliou between thur im- 

{ leachnient and the ,prolc.kiition of the 
tnvert inei'obcr of >she community, nor 
bcrwoeii an indi^lment, the defence to 
whicU iiuy coil a very fmall fum, or an 
impe<i hir-ei'.t, v. hleli iiny involve the 
Jiec'ifv d III the moft enormous Cxpcnce j 
the principle of l:i'.v nmli be the fame, 
1 t.lurcfore do thmk it comp: rent for 
the Company to pay the cxpeiicm Mr, 
Haftings mr.y have incur>r*d in his de« 
fences 

G^okck Roi'^ 
Temple, May ijrh, 

* 795 -* 

The Court r/f Direilors altertvards 
received the iulluwing Opinions upc-n 


light feAoons: the infide-of itlie Pavilion w.is bung •with i>iftures applicable to the ocea/ion J 
Mr. Hading.*s occupied the centre, cl«gaatly dccoiatcd wnli a wreath of white liUies amd 
lilacs: on one iide was tliat of Lord Thmlow ; on.the oth«r, die late veneiable Lord Mens*' 
Add; the remainder .coniittecl.of the artiiswfthej-iad-India Company and the City of Lon* 
don V the print of the Judgment.ofRiitannla and tiu .td.niraliie caricature of The 
Laft .Scene ot the Managers’ Faice,’’ by Sn>er. A cuit.ain ot while fiIk, with goM fiiage 
and Ipdcls, hung mifclloons .above the pidtiires. On a fm.all wooded ifland in the lake was 
placed a martial band, over whefe head, waved a (ilk banner. Btlides the Havilicm there 
were many tents ercAcd on the lawn lor the cntert.iinmcnt of the company. 

All elegant breakfaA, with fruits, ices, &c. was laid out in tlie Pavilion; in .'the centre 
of the table was a very beautiful temple, in wluch was aAguce of JuAtce holding in her 
hand a pair of golden fcale,. In one fcale were tlie Charges that bad been exhibited againll 
Mr. Hailings ; i» the other, on a fmall ibroll of white ftik, in letters of gold, the names of 
all thofe Noble Peers who fo honourably acquitted iiim. 

The Ladies and Gentlemen wcie pnfciiird with bouquets tied with white xibbons, on 
each lide of which was the motto of “ Virtae Triumphant,” in JvUtrs of ^id. T/icfc 
■bouquets were prefunted by clvldien drelTed alike in white. 

Dancing, miidc, and various other amufemints, filled up the tours till dinner was ferved 
in the Pavilion. 

After dinner the following .toaAs were 

“ King and ConAitut.on.*’ 

'* Mr. and Mrs. HaAlngs } and ngay they live long to enjoy the triumph of their merits !’** 

« Lord Thuilow and Peerage of fingiand, for,their firm and conftirutional fuppoa of the 
bonoar and juAice of the Country. 

“ The £aft-lndia Company, for their uniform and liberal patronage of opprefled merit.’* 
were followed by the ufual public toaAs. 

P p a tl" 
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the following Qua ft ions arifing oxjt of 
the* pcecciluig Kefolutions, frojn the 
fevcral Ccunfel \'hofe names ate fub- . 
joined tp cachOpinton. 

* CASE. 

* Firft.—Whethtr it is competent to 
them to carry into execution this Relb- 
liu on oF the General Court conliftent 
with the ftvcral p-ovilionu and rcftric- 
tions above recited, with or without the 
fonfent of the CorainiflTioncrs for the 
Affairs of India ? 

Second.—Whether the Court of Di, 
refVors arc refponfiblc thcmiVlvts, fup- 
pofing thi*' direct the payment agrec- 
abl. :oth' faid Refolution of the Ge- 
ntr . Court, without tlie confenlof the 
Commilfioners for the Affairs of India ? 

Mr. Sfci. ;FANT*An4rR’8 Opinion. 

This Cafe is by no means free from 
difficu ly ; tlu r.tgiflature having fo 
Ininutely dirctKd the application of all 
the Eaft-lndia Company’s fund.;, re¬ 
venues, and profit?., both in Europe and 
India, and fo ftren.tly rctlrifted rhi.ni 
to the fpecific modes of applicarion 
pointed out bv the btatutc of the 33d of 
rhe prefent King. 

J know of no legal authorities, nor 
clearly cfiablilhcd principles, which lan 
ftrre as land marks to guide me-to a cer¬ 
tain and dicilivc opinion upon the fjm.f- 
tion above flaicd, ind I can, then fore, 
only ftate the relult of the bed confule- 
raiion I have hern able to give to the 
feveral j iovifions of the Ait of P.-.rlia- 
ment referred to, as applicable to tlic 
' (vtijdion of the Company, and the Rt- 
folutions of the General Court. 

The vvholc of the Company’s funds 
and revenues /« httiia. feem to be fo 
appropriated by the Ait, as to leave no 
part of them applicable to the ]iurpurc 
itated in ihe Kefolutions in ijueftii.n. 
And the “ net proceeds of their fales 
*' of goods at home, with the duties 
" and allowances arifing by private 
“ tr.idc, and other prohis of the Com* 
paiiv in Great Britain,after pro¬ 
viding for certain payments mentioned 
in the (lift part of iiith Sic. are in 
like -manner completely tied up from 
any fuch applicat'on of them. It ap- 
jieais therefore fo far clear, that the 
i objeft in queftion cannot be legally car- 
b-ried into effeit, unlefs it can be fairly 
brought within fomc of thofc claffts of 
p^vinen;' which arc allowed to be pro¬ 
vided for, antecedent to the fpcv-ific ap- 
,propnations The words “ current 
V ** of other debts, Imercft, apd 


other OHigoingty charges and expencfti " 
“ of the laid Company,” are in tbem^ ** 
[elves large enough to extend to almoft 
any dilburfement; -but, I think every 
found principle of conflruflion will re¬ 
ft rain them to fuch “ outgoings, 
charges, and cxpcnccs,” as were ufttal 
priMous to the palfing of the -Aft, and 
might property l>e filled the “ cutunt 
“ of the Company#* Among!! 

thtlc, the proper and'ncccfl'ary law 
charges of the Company fiem to me to 
be clearly inchulid. The true queftion, 
tlurifore, appeals to be, how far the 
law chrtrgcs of dt[nhUng ih^e. who have 
been fued or proftciitrci for a6fs done 
bviheoriltj, dneliiy in dfF'ft m/rce of 
tile Company, may be coniidered as 
w iiliin the fame principle.—I could wifli 
it had been expnf'h Jlmed, whether or 
not it hfs been vfnal for the Company, 
tiihcr/’ iw/waV to undertake the de¬ 
fence of ]ierlons fo cirenmft.inced, or 
to rtp.iy them the cxpeiices 
th« v liave Icgaliy iiinirrcd by rtalon of 
fuih fiiits or prof< cvitif.ns. 

I rather courcne that bath have been 
ufi't'l, and tlie only diftcrcncc hetwetn 
thoiV two c 'he kmis to he, that in tlie 
laittr cafe (,is the pirty has cmiduftcd 
hi.i own eltfi net) it is open to the en¬ 
quiry, how far it li ;s h. e 11 piol’nlj con- 
timfti d, and the c.xpciices niLiffarily in- 
ciiiird. Stippofing therefort(.v/.<»/wfiVo 
I (I'Jiie to be undtrjlood a< giving no 
opinion of wv ovfv) “ the clir.rgcs made 
'• agaiiift Mr. Ilaftings, of which lip 
“ has been acquired, to have been 
” fi.uiided upon the pubhr a£ii of iitt 
“ giiverniTK I't, »• the aHtf:<ori:\\ or 
'• dircltiy in the < niploy anti ftwice of tbs 
“ Cempany” the inciinatiuri of niy 
opinion is, that the Company arc not 
I'cilr.iinad, by the fair conftruttion of 
the Statute in qiiefti. n, from remibiir- 
fng him fuch i harm s as he has ncctJTa^ 
fiiy and legally inttirred in coniluiting 
his defence. 

If this can .be legal!* done at ally I 
am of opinion it may be done vdthoM 
afkingthe confentof the Commiftioncrs 
fur the Aflaiis of India) becaufe I 
think the payment cann^it be mide 
even nvith their ronftni- urlefs it comes 
fairly within the difeription of the 
“ inrrent outgoings^ charges and ex- 
“ pences” oi the Con.p ny, for which 
no fuch confeut is rcquircel. 

If my opinion on this fiibjeft is mif- 
taken, the rcgulaiions of the AO. are 
fo llri£f, and the public have fuch an 
iptcreft in the uk.matc furplus of the 

C. 
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_,ompkny’s Funds, as well as in fome of 
the (pccific .'pplications of them, that 
not only the Company coileAively, but 
' cvjjn the Direflors pcrfonally, may be 
held to be refponfiblc to the Crown, as 
truftecs for the Public, for any mii'ap- 
plication of thofu funds, 

ijthjune 1795. J. Adair. 

Mr. Mansfiei.d‘s OpiNio.'t. 

Firft.—.WhAher it is competent to 
them to carry into execution this Refo- 
lution of the General Court, confiilent 
with the feveral proviiions and rettne- 
tions above recited, with or without 
the con fent o f the Commilfioncrs for the 
Affaira^frttedia ? 

This queftion depends upon the 11 irh 
Sc£fion of the A£i of Parliament which 
provides for the appropriation of the 
profits of the Company in Great Britain, 
by which, before that appropriation 
takes place, all the outgoings, charges, 
ail'd expellees ot tlie Company are to he 
paid. Arru ugfl the outgoings, charges, 
and expencos of the Company, any iii- 
dcmnilication which the Comp my ihirk 
proper to give forexptnees which they 
i'uppofc to have been incurred by their 
Servants in the difeharge of tlieir 
duty, or ailing fer the intereft or be¬ 
nefit of the Company, or any rciiaid 
which they think they ought to con¬ 
fer upon a meritorious Servant, arc, f 
think, to be included. If tins be a fair 
corflruilion of thofe words, then I 
think that no iliftui^ion can he made 
betwcin the propufed indemnification 
ot Mr. Haftings, and that of any Other 
Servant proftcuted for afts done by him 
in his ftatioii or employment in India. 
'J he largcntfs of the fum, aiiJ the pro- 
fccutionagainUMr Haftings having been 
inftituted and c.irried on by the linufc 
of Commons, may beget doubts iijion 
this queftioii i hut ftill f think that the 
Company miift have a power to indem¬ 
nify him, if tlicy have a power to in- 
dtinnify any S«'vant againft the confe- 
quenccsor a profcciition ; and the Com¬ 
pany alone inuft be the judges, whether 
they arc called upon in j'lltice or ho- 
nuurto give Inch an indeinrnriration. 

The conuruttion ivhibh I give to the 
I nth Section is, I tliink, ftrongly fup- 
ported by the provifion in the 125th 
tie< 9 ion ; fur the latter fiippofes, that 
without the reftriCHon which is there¬ 
by put iij'on the Company, they might, 
in their diferetion, grant ann.iai pen- 
fions, and if they migl i grant annual 
gcnro.uis, wheu tiuy thouglu tiiey were 


merited, fo they may give futn» 
money to perfons who appear to th^m 
to he entitled to their bounty. 

I am therclorc of opinion, that it is 
conipcteiit for the Court of Direflors to 
carry into execution tlie Reiblution of* 
the General Court withourthe confent 
of the Commiflioncrs ;'or the Affairs of 
India. 

1 iidecd, if they could not do it without 
fneh confent, they could luit do it wit h 
it ; for jf the Ad of Parliament <an be- 
fo conftrued as to reflrain the Company 
from doing fueli an it rcftiains 
them abfoliitely, without anyreference 
to tht approbation or confent of rhoJ« 
Commifiitmers. 

.Second.—Whether the Court of Di- 
redors arc rcfponfible tliemRlves, fup- 
pofiiig thcydiri d the j)ay ment agreeable 
to the faid Rcfolntion of the General 
Conn, witiiout the confent < f tiie Com» 
niiffioncis for the Affairs of India ? 

J am of opinion ilim tlie Court of Di« 
redors cannot be jicrfonully refponfiblc 
for carryinii into execution the Rcfolii- 
tiun ot ihr Cf>.neral Court. 

Temple, Jiinc 15, T. Manxficld. 

• 79 V 

Mr. Ill arckoft’s Opimo.v. 

I'lrlt.—Whether it is competent to 
them to carry into execution this Relb- 
liition of the General Court, confifteiic 
with the fevcidl proviftoiis and rcftric- 
tiniis above recited, with or without the 
coi-.fent of the Coniiniffioiiers for the 
Alfaiis of I ndia > . 

f <im of opinion, that the Dircdor^J^c.. 
not iegallv .aiitlionfcd to carry into exe¬ 
cution tliis Rcfolution of the General 
Court, and that they cannot do fo con- 
fifltnilv with the provifion.s and reftrtc- 
tions of iIk Statute. For it feems to mct 
that this grant, both with regard to the 
occafion and the Urgenefs of the fum, 
cannot with propiietv be confidered at 
falling under the general words of the 
Ad of Parliament, “ other oiugoings, 
“ charges, and payments of the Coni- 
“ pany,” which words, as I conceive, 
only mean the current, iifual, and ret- 
foiia'.ilc expcnces of carrying on the bu- 
fintfi. of the Company. 

Second.—VV'luthcr the Court of Di- 
redors are refponfible thcmfelves, fup- 
pofing they direft the payment agree# 
able to the faid Rcfolution < f the Gene 
ril Court, without the confent of the 
Co.iiniillioners for the affairs ofindia r 

It is more than 1 can vcniare to fay, 
that the Diredors will not be refpon- 

fib*' 
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(fible ihemfeh’c^ if they direct, the pay- 
incHt propofed. 

It is true, an .iftinn at law, or a fuit 
in equity, could hardly be framed or 
mainlined agaiaft them in fuch a cafe j 
> but it is by no means clear, that tliey 
might not be liable to a crimiii *1 pr <'c- 
<utioii by way of indiftiiicnt or i' lor- 
maiion, inafmuch a', .he Public at large 
may be ultimately intcrefVed in the ap¬ 
plication of the profitf. of the Company ^ 
not to fay any thing of a polfiHle notice 
by Parliament of a trail faction of this 
nature. 

. Edward BF.aacROf r. 

Lincoln’s-Inn, i6th June, 

* 795 « 


Mr. Eit-SKiNt’s Opiniok. 


I Have confidered the different A£ts 
«f Parliament with fovery ftrong a \\'i(h 
that the law might be found to vindi¬ 
cate a ine iluvc which apj^carv to me to 
be fanttioned by every principle of 
public policy and piivate juhicf, that 
perhaps I may have overlooked difli- 
cultirs which have occurred to others, 
or which may really belong/ to the lub- 
jeft. 

The Afts of Parliament, tak.cn to¬ 
gether, prefent to my mind bat one fen- 
lible or legal ronftniflion. 

The public force of the Nation having 
at different times been employed in ex¬ 
tending the pofrcfllons, revenues and 
ceAtmcrcc of the Conipanv, exclufuely 
^■^wwted to it by charter, claims of (>o- 
vernment were upon fcveral occafiens 
advanced, whiih ended in compafifs of 
participation confirmed by the autho¬ 
rity of the Arts of Parliamciu in tjuef- 
tion. Thefc Arts mark out in what 
proportions, and lubjcdl to what qua. 
Jifleations, this participation of the Pub¬ 
lic in the Company’s propcity is to 
attach. 

With regard to the Territorial Re- 
. Tenues, they are devoted in the firft 
place, before any participation of the 
Public, to the dclraybig the Comp iny’.s 
Military and Marine Eftablifhments in 
India:— Second,Tothc Intercft of their 
debts incurred inliuli.t: and —Third, 
Cwhich is iTiate.ial to the prefent en- 
fjouiry, to the dtfnving of tiv expencet 

their Civil and ('ommerciatfill iLliGi- 
rot'ius at tiieir Icveral Stitiiovcnt^. 

No rati.ma! C(inllru«''fion rja be put 
s.^upon thefe members of the Suitutc, ex¬ 


cept, that the Territorial Revenues btjf^ 
fore any title to public participatioa* 
accrues to Government, arc to be ap¬ 
propriated to all expenditures boua 
incurred by the Company in, fupport of 
the Military and Civil Governments of 
the Kail. 

I am aware tjiat the Hoard of C<?n- 
trowl has a fupeiiniendencc of tl;c exer- 
oife of thefe authorities, ^a»d that it 
would not be a legal ‘cvpenditurc to 
create cftabl'lbmcnts not l. i-lioncd by 
that body^ nor to carry intoeffert men- 
fures wtiich it bad intcrdirtcd j but 
liibjert to that controul in the jBXcrcif'e of 
their goveriiKicnts, the revenues %re m 
the firft pl.tcc exureiflv ra*- 

thcr appropriated by P.irii'mcnt to .the 
cspcnccs of their fupport.. I 

Now it feems to me ii«polQ,b!c to coii> 
hue this expenditure to the mere fixed 
er calculable cxpenccs ef eftablilbments; 
for if this were fo, the Company could 
neither reward nor proiert, nor in¬ 
demnify their Servants, nor provkle for 
the inniimcrablecontingcnciisof taemoR 
I'a'cnfivc and inipurrant govcrnmchitii. 
Nothing but the .magnitude and fiugu- 
hirity of •the occafion can occafion the 
doubt; fur it mult be remembered^ that 
tr' the conftrurtion of the Art were tu 
be narrowed to Axed cftahlilhmcnts ca¬ 
pable of previous,calculation, the Com¬ 
pany vvyuld have as little^ right tob in.^ 
demnify a CivLl or Milita.ry Servant ' 
who h.id loft his baggage in a river ia 
the cau-rfe of fcrvice, as Mr. Haftinge 
for the cxjpenee of his impeachment. 

Hut the Art itfcif jn another part of 
it flicws that tile nor-row conftrurtion is 
not the true one ; bcc.iuiV it htnits tl>e 
power of granting pcnfions to *ooJ- 
vvhich is a'recognition that the j>o\ver of 
rewarding merit from the funds of 
the Company was before th^t time a 
legal approjViat.ton of tUem tpiaiiy ex.- 
tent. 

Indeed, if the public participation i« 
only to commence a ft ci^ defraying the 
cxpenccs of the fiaft-fndian GovcrniT 
inents, no rational conftrurtion can be 
put npoii fijcb a compart, but that every 
expellee honafitiv incurred by the Com¬ 
pany in the juft and politic cxercife of 
thrir authority in India, is tocQnftitute 
the firft appropriation of their revenues, 
which brings the queftino ^0 this, viz^ 
Whether the propoied indemnification 
of Mr. ll.iftiiigs is a fair and kona fidt 
expenre arifing hom tbeir chararter 
aaid fitu^cijR as GovernoraofIndia ? 

. Every 
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P ifrrcry man acquaintecl with human 
le muft admit that it is inipoflible to ‘ 
eacry on the rtioft infignificant htilintfs, 
•KucU Uds the mighty truft of did ant 
and cxtcnfive empire, without the 
means of giving llcitrity and indLinuiry 
to thofe who arc engaged in the per¬ 
formance of complicated and perilous 
duties;—The atls lor which Mr. Had¬ 
ing* wis imp^acjicd were the public 
adts of the Company’s Government, 
and now appear by the acquitting judg 
jttent to h'avc been afts vindic^ed by 
his obitgation of fervicc to his d>arters 
ft appears therefore to rACr ^hat if Mr. 
Hadings itiftf l neceHarily be charged 
with tht^SR tif jQ.'jOyOCO' for' the cx- 
pences of hi« trial, without any piwcr 
in the Halt-India Company to tax their 
revenues with ids tndcmnidcation, as 
»» expence tneident to (heir Plftablilh- 
’ ments in India, the very cxidcnce of 
their Governments is endangered, be- 
etiifc no Government can be adminif* 
tered with vigour and firmutfs, and 
eofnfeqticmly not with faftry, unlefs its 
Minifiors and Officers, whilft tl'.«y are 
honed, are iiide.mnifTed and prote^cd in 
the cxcrcifc of their llitions. 

When 1 find, therefore, the partici- 
Jihtion of the Public in the Compiny’s 
TSvenuts pollponed until the cxpences 
ju the Settlements abroad arc defrayed 
bd pAiviJcd for, I cannot but conlidcr 
B&m as legadly devoted to every iona 
cxpence which wife policy or pri- 
judirc may call upon men who 
lire Governors r)f diftant provinces lo 
incur. And I am moft clearly of opinion, 
that the indemnification' of Mr. Halt- 
"iin^ falls within both thefe ptinciplcs. 

The condruiftion which I have ven¬ 
tured to put upon the Statute, as it re¬ 
gards the Territorial Revenues, is am- 
confinhed by the Sec. iif. reUtive 
S the Company’s profits in Great Bri- 
r.nn, where the p^rtlcipatlon of the 
Public is poftpontd till every outgoing, 
barge, and ex'peficc is provided for. 
fliefe Words, which are of the largeft 
atnpled fignificatton, would bt luf- 
tnt tocarry the dcciflon of this qitef- 
loOkuig vniy to the funds which 
Sedtion had in view, and flanding 
jjjiglv lipon itj but I am of opinion, 
th'S I i;th bee. does moth tfiorc than 
ibdantivc'y fupport the aft of the Di- 
pftnrs as far as it relates to that fund ; 

; rettcdls a ttrowg lighr upon the an- 
ferror* trtembers of the Statute, which 
whole hrftofy of the regulations 
W^etmn^ India oault confirm to every 


man who is acq^uainted with them*.' 

With regard to rcrponfifaility, fups 
pofing the appropriation not to be juf- 
tified by the Adt, the Company jyould 
undoubteiBy be ohllged to refund to the 
Public, ri-prcfented by the Aitoyiey 
General in an information filed for That 
purpof't; but 1 have not materials before 
me tor judging wheiber the rerponfibi- 
lity would extend to the whole Com¬ 
pany, or be confined petfonally to the 
Divcdlors. 

Scrjeant’s-Inn, June. T. ElisKiNCa- 

Mr Gibus’s OpinionT 
I Am of opinion, that it is competent 
to the I>ireftors to carry into execution 
the RtfoKition of the General Court 
whhout the coiifent of the Coinmif- 
fi oners for the A Hairs in Tndia. The 
indemnifying an Ofiiccr «f the Com¬ 
pany againft the cxiu nce'! of a profecu- 
tion founded on adts done by him in the 
execution of his office may, 1 think, 
fairly be r*i.k ncd among thofc out- 
gejings, charges, and txponces which’ 
the Company aic dircft.iJ by the iiith 
See. of tiie StatiUf to pix vide for. Jt is 
highly icafoDdblt that tiuj Pioub] pof- 
Icls a power of fo dointf, fd,’ m inaiijr 
cafes the txt.. il'e oi ii iiinft be tll'enijalii 
to the c.iir' ng on of tlieir ftrvici j the 
words of ' ' Statute ate, in iny opinion, 
large cne > ,11 to give it to ilicin, and- 
the Lcgiflatiii'e luuft, 1 think,have fop- 
pofed that the Statute iiad given it, for 
by the la.yh Sec. the Ctiiipany are 
reftra-hiC'' from granting i r incruafinr 
any iaiary or pi nfion beyond £.zon 
inn. witho'.it the eon fen t of the Ct>m- 
miliioners j which fiis-.vs that the Ltgif- 
l.itufi; tlioiighc they \aoi.!d have been 
impowertd witli this reflraint to re- 
w-aid their Servants by {lenfions aiu! 
f.ilTiies to any ameuiit ; and if they 
aught reward, it fee ms to follow, thaV 
they nught indcmn'fv them againll; 
lofies am! exp,.-nets arifing m t!;e courfe 
of their ferrioc. Jt is o'dervablc too,- 
that ti c C mpiny has Uiil under the 
125th Sec. d power of rewarding by 
penfion or faiary, to any amount, with 
the confent of tiie Co.um llioncrs ; hut,, 
if they have not a power ol indemnifying 
under the wor,!i aboie referred to in 
the itiiU Seftien, they have it not at 
all, not even with the conlmt of the 
CommWlIoncrs, and in noenfe can the 
]• fs or expellees of a C'-inpany'i Str- 
va’it be legally difchaiged out of-rhe^ 
funds of ti.c C‘ mp:.i>. J 
that '«=■: 'lie ii.e.uing of 
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framed tUe Statute; the words of the 
si^fih Scd:ioii I'ceiii tu me capable of a 
eonflru^iop more conform ible to the 
intcht of the Lrgiflaturci as I colIeiSt it 
from tlfc 125th Section, unci therefore I 
think that they ought tu receive this 
CQhftuu£tioii. 

, Neither the mode of nroftcution 
a|ainft Mr. Haftings, nor the amount 
«i his exptnees, can fn my opinion af- 
fedt the qutftion upon the Company's 
right to iiulemnify him. In what cafes 
and to what extent they lhali cxcrcifc 
this right mull be left to their clilcre- 
f tton; winch cannot, as 1 think, be qucli- 
tioned, unlefsthey aft corruptly. 

Second.—It follows from my anfwcr 
to the hril gucllion, that 1 think the 
Direftors will not be rerponfible for 
direfting a payment agreeable to the 
Relplution of the General Couit. If 
luch payment \'-erc prohibited by the 
Statute, I fliould incline to think tliat 
the Diredtors would be pcrlbnally rc- 
fponfib'.e for making it ; but I am not 
luftkKiuly acquaiiUct) with the coiilli- 
tuMon of ihc j^ft'liiuiH Compaov, and 
the pciwtis veiled in the Oiredtois, to 
IpeaK pofuively on,ilu'' lubjetl. 

Ttiuple, June i+ih, ir95» 

\. Ginns. 


Mr. Rous’s Oi'iNioN. 

'’'he firll qucllion propolVd is nearly 
the i’lme on which I have Jlicadv given 
an opii.ion. Af^er resolving liie fubjidt 
in n'.v mind with attention, I 

jeui'i my former leniiinents. 

<ji'* , he funds of the Rall'liidia Com¬ 
pany are sppropriated hv conipift with 
the State, conuiir.ed Uy Aft of Parlia¬ 
ment. and this Aft mull dotibilefs ob¬ 
tain a iiberal conliruftion to cffcftuate 
the intention of the partivS. The qvicf- 
lioii if, whether under I'uch a conftruc- 
lion, ‘‘ The payment of the cxpenccs 
of a Governor Ciciicral, defending hiin- 
I’elf agaiitll a criminal ci.aree of which 
lie is not guiltv," Can be n inpnh-d un¬ 
der the general d*.lcMption tf Jiiyjoings 
and expenets of the Company, which 
by the terms of the Aft are to be Jtl- 
eharged b-fore any apprvpiiarbn takes 
place. 

The firft view of the I’ubjtft which cc- 
'.jcurs is. Can ihtfe words receive the 
t confined and limited coithtuftion of 
Jl-Pcbts or duties wbii-h a Court of Law 
w’ill infbrcc t This, ii appears to me, 
'''vv:<mld be an incoircft courtrwft ion of 
•i^n^ngs iuau ...pence., as p 5 edic.aicd 
•f w liikltituaal, for U.V.- It all 


duties, which moral writers diftinguir^r 
as duties of imperfeft clbligatfon, mitiei 
obligatory on the Confcience, the ptr. 
formance of which cannot be cotnpelletr.'’^ 
Tilde terms, like all general terms, 
mull be expoundedi with reference to ^ 
the I’ubjeft matter to which they are 
applied. In the great atid complicated 
concerns of the Rail.India J^ampany, 
political and comthercial, L«:annot con¬ 
ceive their juft cxp^ncetf fo limited as to" 
exclude the protcftion of the it Servants, 
whom the event of a trial has piuved to 
be innocent. How can ft be expefted 
that the Servants of the Eart-India 
Company, in the arduous duties tii 
which they are cilled, ffc-w'.' forget ' 
their o wn pcilbnal hazards, if the Com¬ 
pany have not the means of affording 
proteftion to innocence, and even to 
error f 1 doubt the poliiliilitjkft^anag- , 
ing tilde important interells^tnout an 
expenditure direfted t-' I'uch objefts. t 
am the more inclined tu think mine the ‘ 
found conilruftion of the Aft, bb- > 
'J-iilb Seftion I’l; provides that no 
grant of a penlion, exceeding a limited 
lum made by the Company, lhail > 
valid iRvLavv, without the conlcnt of 
the Hoard of Commilfioncrs for ihcS 
Affairs of India ; by which provifion,,, 
theLegilhture fecini to affume, that out^,? 
goings and cxpcnces would, wlthont| 
furb a rertriftion, comprehend indef tiit |^ 
rewards to the Sirvants of- the Comtif 
p^ny ; and by nccclT.iry implication a^l^ 
tirin, iliat theie grants even of ptnfiohjj^ 
within the prd'eribed limit, will be 
gai, under the general defeription of^ 
c.xpentes of the Company. ^ 

The ch.irafter of the accufers of Mr.’.. 
Halliiigs, and the magnitude of the fum« 
app.-ar tome to have created the doubts 
With all (kie idpeft to the llouf^e 0^ 
Commons, I cannot diilinguilh betweeq 
their impeachment and an indiftmenf 
by the iowcfl member of the Coatpu* 
nitv, or between a piofecutiou whict}^ 
coils the party a fmalj, fum, and on?.;,^ 
which involves him in the moil enoi^^ij 
nious expence. Thefc circumdanc^^.- 
may have their influence in the cxcrcii^ij 
of the diferetionary truft, but afford 
principle of legal diilrn^ion. Th^^.j 
power mull extend to both cafes or 
neither. ' • r, 

1 hive afTiimed, as one of the ter 
of the propofition, the innocence of 
party accufed i and have thought n- 
rcl'nvft due luthe decifion of the Houf^ 
of Lords warranted me in fo doing. Nv 
that I think (jbis faft effcaual, Ucau( 



<. QUESTlOJf.— Whether it fee com- 
pi^Hcnt to the M^nAgris for the Commout 
TKex»m»iie the witncfs lo any account of 
[ff|^lebate whxh wjs hud on the 9th day 
MM^ulyi 778 . previous to the v^riuen mi* 
notes that appear upon the confultaiion of 
tbfit’datc ? 

1794, Feb. 25. Lords Minutes. 


.—The Lord Chief Juftice of 


t^e'^iiit of'C^omnion Pleas deSivrted the 
' opint'«>^ of the Judges upon the 

“ That it is not cornpcteiit 
the Managers (or the Coininons to 
.s^AMumine the witnefs, Phil p Francis, 
Ffi]. to any actouiit of the d.'bace 
♦fofrliicli W.1S had on the gth dav of 
•‘■July 1778, previous to the written iiii- 
“ niitts^Wl *apprar upon the coiifnita- 
lion of that date”—and gave his rca- 
fons. 

1794, Fch. 27. Lords Minutes, 


unanimous opinion w tn« Judges 

faid qucllion—•• That it is not coinpt-tcnt 

tor the Managers for the Cominons W 
*• aflt the witnefs, whether, between tli<^ 
" time of the original dcinaiidw b^fne 
“ made upon Cbeit Sing and the peri«>a 
“ of hts leaving Bengal, it was v any 
*' time in his power to have revcrftd or 
•' put a flop to the demand upon Ch'U 
« Sing, the fame not being relative to 
“ any matter originally given in evidence 
“ by the defendant”—and gave hts rca- 
fons. 

1794, Mar. 1. Lords Minutes. 

XII. QUESTION_Whether a paper 

read in ihe Court of Uircftors, on the 4th 
ol Novcniher 1783, and then referred by 
them to the conlidcration of the Cominitlre 
of the whole Couit ; and again read in the 
Court of Uirctfors on the 19th of Novem¬ 
ber 17S3, and anicndcd, and ordered by 
them lo l>i pub.iHied for the iiitoiniatiori 


XI.- QUF.STIOX.—Whather it is com¬ 
petent foi the Managers lor the Commons, 
111 reply, to afk the witiiels, whether, be- 
.Cweci) (lie time of the original demand 
being made upon Cheil Siiiig, and the 
.peiiod'Ot the witiiels’s leaving ’ ng; 
it was at any time in his power to have 
9 everfcd or put a flop to the demand up¬ 
on Cheit Smg—the fame not hci'i.r iil.itive 
to any matter originally given lu'cvi.ience 
by the defendant P 

1794, Feb. 27. Lords Minutes. 

ANSWER_The Lord Chief Juft-ce of 

th?Court ot Common Pleas delivered the 


of il.c Piopi ii'iois, ean be received in evi¬ 
dence, III reply, to icbut the evidence given 
by the diicndant, ot the thanks of the 
Couic of Direflors, lignified to him on the 
sStli of June 1 7S5, 

1794, Mar. 1. Lords Minutes. 

ANSWER—Whereupon the Loid Chief 
Julticc ot the Court of Comnion Pleas, 
having confrried with the rill of the Judgis 
prelent, delivered tl'cir unanimous opinion, 
upon the laid qiicflion, iu the negative— 
and gave his resfons. 

179J, Mar. 1. Loids Miautea. 


r K E E D - 





